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In 2015 experiments were performed with superconducting microwave photonic crystals emulating
artificial graphene [B. Dietz et al., Phys. Rev. B 91, 035411 (2015)]. The associated density of
states comprises two Dirac points with adjacent bands including van Hove singularities, thus ex-
hibiting the characteristic features originating from the extraordinary electronic band structure of
graphene. They are separated by a narrow region of particularly high resonance density correspond-
ing to a nearly flatband in the band structure, which is reminiscent of that of a honome lattice – a
combination of two sublattices: honeycomb and kagome. We demonstrate that, indeed, the density
of states, and also the eigenmode properties and the fluctuations in the resonance-frequency spectra
are well reproduced by a tight-binding model based on the honome lattice. A good description was
achieved by means of the reverse Monte-Carlo approach, thereby confirming our intepretation of
the microwave photonic crystal as an experimental realization of a honome lattice and providing an
answer to longstanding problem, namely the understanding of the origin of the flatband bordered
by two Dirac points, generally observed in microwave photonic crystals of different shapes.

I. INTRODUCTION

The extraordinary band structure of graphene, a
monolayer of carbon atoms on a hexagonal lattice trig-
gered numerous extensive theoretical1,2 and experimen-
tal studies.3,4 Particularly the linear dispersion rela-
tion around the touch points of the conduction and
valence bands – commonly referred to as Dirac points
(DPs) – results in relativistic phenomena occurring in
graphene.1,2,5–8 These features result from the symmetry
properties of the honeycomb structure which is formed by
two interpenetrating triangular lattices. Consequently,
photons (bosons) or waves propagating in a spatially pe-
riodic potential with a honeycomb structure may com-
prise in their energy spectra regions where they are ef-
fectively described by the Dirac equation for spin-1/2
fermions. By now there exist numerous realizations of
artificial graphene9 using two-dimensional electron gases
exposed to a honeycomb potential lattice,10,11 molecu-
lar assemblies arranged on a copper surface,12 ultracold
atoms in optical lattices13,14 and photonic crystals.15–26

Particularly, graphene-like lattice structures have been
realized in flat microwave resonators,27–29 called Dirac
billiards because their resonance spectra exhibit Dirac
points.30–32 It was demonstrated in Ref. 31 that for the
bands framing the lower Dirac point the fluctuation prop-
erties of the resonance frequencies can be described by
a honeycomb-lattice based tight-binding model (TBM)
which comprises 1st, 2nd and 3rd nearest-neighbor (n.n.)
hoppings and takes into account wave function overlaps
between neighboring lattice sites.33 Spectral properties
were extensively studied in rectangular superconducting
microwave Dirac billiards in Ref. 31. The resonance spec-
trum comprises two DPs and a narrow frequency range
of exceptionally high resonance density between them as-

sociated with a nearly flatband (FB) in the band struc-
ture, of which the origin has not been understood up
to now. Application of a honeycomb-lattice based TBM
yielded a very good description for the bands below the
FB, whereas above the FB a closed tight-binding inter-
pretation was no longer possible. Furthermore, the oc-
currence of the FB in the band structure could not be
explained by such a TBM. In Ref. 34 a similar band
structure containing two bands framing a Dirac point
in the lowest energy range and an adjacent FB was ob-
served for a two-dimensional lattice of coupled micropil-
lars which were etched into a semiconductor microcavity.
In the present article, we introduce a TBM which is ca-
pable of describing the experimental spectrum from the
lower band edge below the first DP up to the upper one
above the second DP. The underlying lattice is formed by
two sublattices, honeycomb and kagome, and was named
super-honeycomb lattice in Refs. 34–37. For brevity, we
call it honome lattice. The model provides a description
of the spectrum including both DPs, the bands framing
them and, in addition, accounts for the nearly FB.

The article is organized as follows. Section II summa-
rizes the salient features of the microwave photonic crys-
tal, Sec. III introduces the tight-binding description of its
spectrum in the bands below the FB and Sec. IV presents
the improved TBM which is based on the honome lattice.
The fitting procedure is described in Sec. V and detailed
in Sec. VI. In Sec. VII we compare the wave-functions and
the fluctuation properties in the eigenfrequency spectra
of the honome TBM matrix to experimental and numeri-
cal results, obtained by solving the associated Helmholtz
equation. Finally, we summarize and discuss the results
in Sec. VIII.
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II. PHOTONIC CRYSTALS AND DIRAC
BILLIARDS

It was shown in Ref. 16 that under certain conditions
photonic crystals with a triangular lattice geometry ex-
hibit a linear Dirac dispersion relation. In Ref. 31 the
spectral properties of a rectangular, superconducting mi-
crowave Dirac billiard were investigated experimentally.
The microwave resonator21,30 consisted of a metal lid and
a basin containing 888 cylinders which were milled out of
another metal plate. The arrangement of the cylinders is
illustrated schematically by gray disks in Fig. 1. Below

FIG. 1. Schematic view of the triangular lattice structure of
the billiard. The gray disks mark the metal cylinders and the
red and blue disks mark the voids and centers between ad-
jacent metal cylinders, respectively. The former correspond
to the carbon atoms in graphene arranged on a honeycomb
sublattice, and the latter are at the sites of the kagome sub-
lattice. The honeycomb sublattice is terminated by armchair
and zigzag edges along the short and the long sides, respec-
tively and translationally invariant with respect to all sides.

the microwave frequency fmax = c/2h with c denoting
the velocity of light and h the height of the cavity, the
electric field excited inside the resonator is perpendicular
to the top and bottom plates. Furthermore, it vanishes
at the resonator and cylinder walls. Thus, the associ-
ated Helmholtz equation is two-dimensional and mathe-
matically equivalent to the Schrödinger equation of the
corresponding quantum billiard with Dirichlet boundary
conditions.27–29 This implies that the resonance frequen-
cies yield the eigenvalues kn or, equivalently, the eigen-
frequencies fn = knc

2π with c denoting the velocity of light
in vacuum, of a rectangular quantum billiard of corre-
sponding shape containing circular scatterers at the po-
sitions of the cylinders subject to the same boundary
conditions. The height of the Dirac billiards was h = 3
mm corresponding to fmax = 50 GHz. A complete se-
quence of ≈ 4900 resonance frequencies was determined
below fmax ≈ 50 GHz; see Ref. 31 for more details.

The left panel of Fig. 2 shows the density of states

(DOS), ρ(f) = π2

N

∑
n δ(f − fn) with N denoting the

number of sites of the honeycomb lattice, i.e., of voids
formed by the metal cylinders, respectively. It exhibits
broad minima of low resonance density located around

FIG. 2. Left panel: Comparison of the experimental DOS
(black) with the final TBM result (Model C in Sec. VI) ob-
tained for a honome lattice (red) combining honeycomb and
kagome lattices. Right panel: Band structure of an infinite
honeycomb (black) and infinite honome (red) lattices. Here,
we took into account up to 6th nearest-neighbor hoppings.
The lattice constant of the honeycomb lattice was chosen
equal to that of the void structure of the photonic crystal.
The frequencies of the DPs, the band gaps and the Van Hove
singularities and the other peaks of the experimental ρ(f)
agree well with the computed ones and the locations of the
saddle points and the FB, respectively.

two DPs, which are framed by van Hove singularities.38

These are separated by a narrow region of exceptionally
high resonance density at the upper edge of the first band
gap. Thus, the resonance spectra of microwave Dirac bil-
liards exhibit DPs where they are governed by the rela-
tivistic Dirac equation.18 The origin of these features lies
in the honeycomb structure formed by the electric-field
intensity patterns of the propagating modes which, be-
low the FB exhibit maxima at the voids between three
neighboring cylinders forming a triangular cell. The top
row of Fig. 3 shows spatial patterns of the electric-field
intensity distribution for resonance frequencies from the
bands framing the lower DP. They were computed by
solving the two-dimensional Helmholtz equation31 with
Dirichlet boundary conditions at the resonator and cylin-
der walls.39 Hence, the voids marked by red disks in Fig. 1
correspond in graphene to the carbon atoms forming the
honeycomb structure and the intensity of the electric field
at the voids is related to the on-site excitations.21,32 The
void structure terminates with a zigzag edge along the
longer edges of the rectangle and with an armchair edge
along the shorter ones. The voids correspond to open res-
onators40 and the electric-field intensity localized inside
the cells may be considered as quasibound states which,
depending on the resonance frequency, might partially
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FIG. 3. Electric-field intensity distributions in the microwave
Dirac billiard corresponding to resonance frequencies in the
bands framing the lower DP (top row), the FB (middle row)
and the bands framing the upper DP (bottom row). In the
region below the FB the electric-field intensity is maximal at
the centers of the voids forming the honeycomb lattice and
spreads into the neighboring ones, thus leading to an over-
lap of the electric-field (wave function) components localized
there. In the region of the FB the electric-field intensity is lo-
calized between two adjacent cylinders corresponding to the
locations of the kagome-sublattice sites in the honome-based
TBM and in the region above the FB it can be maximal at
both the honeycomb- and kagome-sublattice sites. This is
better visible in the zoom into the left wave functions shown
adjacent to it to the left. The color code is shown in the upper
left corner.

overlap with neighboring ones as exhibited by the top
left example in Fig. 3.

Similarly, the frequencies of wave propagation as func-
tion of the two quasimomentum components exhibit a
band structure, shown in the right panel of Fig. 2, which
resembles that of graphene around the DPs. The calcu-
lated band-structure function f(~q) (black curves) is plot-
ted along the path ΓMKΓ inside the first Brillouin zone
(BZ). Here, K and M denote the distances of the DPs lo-
cated at the corners of the BZ and the saddle points from
the Γ point at the center of the BZ where the band termi-
nates, respectively.2 The van Hove singularities38 corre-
spond to the saddle points in the band structure. Gener-
ally, ρ(f) exhibits maxima at frequencies corresponding

to regions of low group velocity, |~∇f(~q)| ' 0 with ~q de-
noting the quasimomentum vector. Indeed, the narrow
region of high resonance density is in the frequency range
of the FB clearly visible in the band structure function.
The positions of the experimental band gaps and DPs
agree well with those in the calculated band structure.

The qualitative behavior of the DOS as function of
frequency is reminiscent of the DOS of a honome lattice.
The red curves in the panels of Fig. 2 show the final re-
sults for the DOS and band structure obtained with a
TBM for a honome lattice taking into account up to 6th

nearest-neighbor hopping, where the lattice constant of
the honeycomb sublattice had the same size as the lattice
formed by the voids of the photonic crystal. Below the
topmost van Hove singularity the calculated DOS agrees
well with the experimental one. Asymmetries of the DOS
in height and position of the van Hove singularities with
respect to the associated DP and of the DPs including
the bands framing them with respect to the narrow peak
are attributed in general to longer-range hoppings as is
outlined in Sec. IV. Note, that the TBM does not account
for the topmost band which is beyond the validity of the
honeycomb-based TBM used in Ref. 31 or the honome-
based TBM used in the present article. Furthermore, the
electric-field strength excited inside the resonator is no
longer perpendicular already above f & 44 GHz, imply-
ing that the Helmholtz equation becomes vectorial and
thus the analogy with artificial graphene is lost, so that
the TBM ceases to be applicable already below fmax.

III. TIGHT-BINDING MODEL FOR
MICROWAVE PHOTONIC CRYSTAL

In Ref. 31 a TBM was used to describe the experi-
mental DOS. In distinction to the first TBM description
of graphene,41 where only nearest- and second-nearest-
neighbour interactions of the pz orbitals were considered,
also third-nearest-neighbour couplings and, in addition,
overlaps between the wave functions centered at the as-
sociated atoms had to be included in order to attain
good agreement between the experimental and computed
DOS. The overlap parameters take into account the par-
tial overlap of the quasibound states, i.e., of the electric
field mode components localized at the voids formed by
the metal cylinders with neighboring ones,33 indicating
that it is nonvanishing between adjacent metal cylinders.
Accordingly, the band-structure function f(~q) was ob-
tained by solving the generalized eigenfrequency problem

HTB|Ψ~q(~r)〉 = f(~q)SWO|Ψ~q(~r)〉 (1)

with the TBM Hamiltonian

HTB =

(
γ0 + γ2h2(~q) γ1h1(~q) + γ3h3(~q)

γ1h1(~q) + γ3h3(~q) γ0 + γ2h2(~q)

)
(2)

and the wave function overlap matrix

SWO =

(
1 + s2h2(~q) s1h1(~q) + s3h3(~q)

s1h1(~q) + s3h3(~q) 1 + s2h2(~q)

)
, (3)

incorporating the n.n. coupling γ1 and the 2nd and 3rd
n.n. couplings γ2 and γ3 and the corresponding over-
lap parameters s1, s2 and s3. The functions hn(~q), n =
1, 2, 3 associated with the different couplings are given in
Ref. 33. The parameters were determined by fitting the
DOS deduced from the band-structure function f(~q) to
the experimental one.

Since this TBM applies to infinitely extended hexago-
nal lattices and thus does not describe finite-size effects,
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in Ref. 31 as a further step a finite TBM for the bounded
hexagonal lattice formed by the voids of the microwave
photonic crystal was used to improve the agreement be-
tween the experimental DOS and the TBM description.
In order to determine the associated DOS a N × N di-
mensional TBM matrix needed to be diagonalized, us-
ing the values for the parameters γ0, γn, n = 1, 2, 3 and
sn, n = 1, 2, 3 obtained with the TBM Eq. (1) as initial
values for the fitting procedure. Thereby, a good TBM
description was achieved for the bands framing the lower
DP. However, for the upper one the DOS deduced from
the TBM needed to be fitted separately to the experi-
mental one below and above the DP in order to achieve
a good agreement between both curves. Furthermore, the
honeycomb-lattice based TBM cannot describe the FB.
Thus, it is not suitable to describe the band structure
including both DPs.

IV. IMPROVED TIGHT-BINDING MODEL:
THE HONOME LATTICE

The fact, that the above TBM yields a good descrip-
tion of the DOS and fluctuation properties of the reso-
nance frequencies in the bands framing the lower DP only
after including wave function overlaps, already indicates
that the electric-field strength, which has maximal inten-
sity at the voids in that frequency range may extend into
neighboring ones, implying that it is nonzero between ad-
jacent metal cylinders. This is confirmed when inspecting
the associated electric-field intensity distributions as il-
lustrated in the top row of Fig. 3 showing two typical
examples. Furthermore, it is supported by the spatial
patterns of the electric-field distributions corresponding
to resonance frequencies in the FB and the bands fram-
ing the upper DP. In the region of the FB all electric-
field distributions exhibit maxima between two adjacent
cylinders. Around the upper DP the electric-field inten-
sities are typically large at both the centers of the voids
and between two adjacent cylinders. These observations
and the features of the DOS, namely the occurrence of a
narrow region of particularly high resonance density be-
tween two DPs framed by van Hove singularities led us
to the idea that the microwave Dirac billiard, actually,
might provide an experimental realization of a honome
lattice. In this picture, the non-vanishing electric field
intensity at the void centers and between two adjacent
metal cylinders, marked by red and blue dots, respec-
tively, in Fig. 3 correspond to atoms of the honeycomb
and kagome sublattice, respectively. Nevertheless, in ac-
cordance with the spatial patterns of the electric-field
intensities, illustrated in Fig. 3, the lower DP including
the bands framing it is well described by the TBM for a
finite-size honeycomb sublattice, implying that the cou-
pling between the sublattices is weak. Note, that the
features of the spatial patterns of the electric-field inten-
sity in the regions of the FB and above the FB cannot
be accounted for by a honeycomb-base comprising more

(a) (b)

a
c

bd e

FIG. 4. The honome lattice, consisting of two sublattices –
honeycomb (red sites) and kagome (blue sites). (a) Struc-
ture of the honome lattice. The shaded area marks the unit
cell. ~e1 and ~e2 are the basis vectors generating the lattice
and ~e3 equals their negated sum. (b) The hoppings taken
into account in the present article. The hopping parameters
tj are ordered according to their distances. Hoppings be-
tween the sites of the honeycomb sublattice are plotted as
red dashed lines, between the sites of the kagome sublattices
as blue dashed line and between the sites of the two sublat-
tices as black dashed lines.

basis functions at the honeycomb lattice sites42–44 using
the results of Ref. 40 on three-disk scattering, as was
done, e.g., to describe those in the microwave-billiard
realization of fullerene.32,45 The wave function patterns
can be understood as the result of interferences of the
waves of the elastic multiscattering process off the tri-
angular arrangement of cylinders. Their characteristics
are dictated by the symmetry properties of the graphene
billiard, shown schematically in 1.

We will demonstrate in the following that a modified
TBM defined on a honome lattice indeed is capable to
reproduce the overall structure of the wave function pat-
terns for the bands framing the two DPs and above all, in
the FB region. It is constructed by placing kagome sites
at the centers of the honeycomb n.n. bonds as demon-
strated in Fig. 4.46 We refer to the honeycomb sites of
the honome lattice as honeycomb sublattice, and to the
kagome sites as the kagome sublattice. Given the unit
cell translation vectors ~e1, ~e2 (see Fig. 4(a))

~e1 = (1, 0) , ~e2 =

(
−1

2
,

√
3

2

)
, (4)

~e3 = −~e1 − ~e2 =

(
−1

2
,−
√

3

2

)
, (5)

the unit cells are labelled by two integers m,n ∈ Z, which

give the position ~Rmn = m~e1+n~e2 of that cell. The wave
function amplitudes are labeled by the indices n,m of the
unit cell they belong to, while the amplitudes within the
unit cells are labeled by a, b, c, d and e, respectively,47,48

~ψmn = (amn, bmn, cmn, dmn, emn)
T
. (6)
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Our convention is that amn, bmn correspond to the
wave function amplitudes on the honeycomb sites and
cmn, dmn, emn to those on the kagome sites (see Fig. 4).
The honeycomb-based TBM31 provided an adequate de-
scription for the lower part of the spectrum with up to
3rd n.n. hoppings on the honeycomb lattice which cor-
responds to 8th n.n. hoppings on the honome lattice.
Since it turned out that the description of the experi-
mental DOS is already good for up to 6th n.n. hoppings,
we restrict ourselves to this hopping range as illustrated
in Fig. 4 (b). It corresponds to up to 2nd n.n. hoppings
in the honeycomb sublattice (red dashed lines), up to
3rd n.n. in the kagome sublattics (blue dashed lines) and
up to 2nd n.n. hoppings between the sublattices (black
dashed lines). We adopt the conventions of Refs. 47–49
and describe the hopping in terms of matrices that give
the hopping inside the unit cell or between different unit
cells. These matrices read in our case

H0 =


ε t3 t1 t4 t4
t3 ε t1 t1 t1
t1 t1 0 t2 t2
t4 t1 t2 0 t2
t4 t1 t2 t2 0

 , H1 =


t6 0 0 0 0
0 t6 t4 t4 0
0 0 t6 t5 0
0 0 0 t6 0
0 t4 t5 t2 t6



H2 =


t6 t3 t4 t4 t1
0 t6 0 0 t4
0 t4 t6 t5 t2
0 0 0 t6 t5
0 0 0 0 t6

 , H3 =


t6 0 0 0 0
t3 t6 t4 0 0
t4 0 t6 0 0
t1 t4 t2 t6 t5
t4 0 t5 0 t6


(7)

where tj is the jth n.n. hopping parameter and ε is the
onsite energy on the honeycomb sublattice. Here, H0 is
the intra unit cell hopping matrix and Hi=1,2,3 describes
hoppings between n.n. unit cells along the lattice vec-
tors ~ei. From the fact, that the honeycomb-lattice based
TBM yields a good description below the FB and in-
spection of the spatial electric-field intensity patterns in
that frequency range, showing that they are larger at the
centers of the voids, i.e., on the honeycomb sites, than be-
tween adjacent metal cylinders, i.e., on the kagome sites
we may conclude that the onsite energies differ for the
two sublattices. We use the freedom to fix the zero of
energy to shift the onsite energy on the kagome sublat-
tice to zero leaving only the honeycomb sublattice onsite
energy ε as parameter. We also set the n.n. hopping pa-
rameter t1 = 1, thereby fixing the overall scale of energy.
The eigenfrequency problem for the honome-based TBM
reads

H0
~ψmn +H1

~ψm+1,n +H†1
~ψm−1,n +H2

~ψm,n+1+ (8)

H†2
~ψm,n−1 +H3

~ψm+1,n+1 +H†3
~ψm−1,n−1 = E~ψmn.

Due to the translational invariance, the eigenvectors are

plane waves ~ψmn = ~φ~ke
−i~k·~Rmn with ~k = (kx, ky). Plug-

ging this ansatz into Eq. (8) the phase factor e−i
~k·~Rmn

drops out yielding the eigenfrequency equation

Hk~φ~k = E(~k)~φ~k (9)

with the k-dependent 5× 5 Hamiltonian

Hk = H0 +

3∑
j=1

(
Hje

−ikj +H†j e
ikj
)
, (10)

where ki = ~k · ~ei. The eigenfrequencies E(~k) of Hk pro-
vide the full band structure from which we compute the
DOS50

ρ(ω) =
1

ABZ

∫∫
BZ

δ[ω − E(~k)]dkxdky, (11)

with ABZ denoting the area of the BZ. Our aim is to find
the set of hopping parameters tj and onsite energy ε for
which the TBM DOS best fits the experimental DOS.

Before proceeding further, it is useful to discuss the ba-
sic properties of the simplest TBM taking into account
only n.n. hoppings on the honome lattice, t1 6= 0, tj = 0
for j ≥ 2. In that case, the TBM has a perfect FB at
E = 0 and its DOS exhibits a sharp peak of vanishingly
small width at E = 0. This is a consequence of the
chiral symmetry, namely, the honome lattice is bipartite
and the n.n. model has 5 bands.51 As we will see below
this FB is the origin of the sharp peak of the DOS in
Fig. 2 implying that significant remnants of the FB sur-
vive, even in presence of a perturbation which breaks the
lattice symmetry that induces the appearance of the FB.

V. METHODS

In order to find the set of hopping parameters for which
the honome TBM yields the best description of the res-
onance frequencies and electric field distributions of the
microwave Dirac billiard, we compute the DOS of the
honome TBM for a given set of hoppings tj and onsite en-
ergy ε and compare it with the experimental DOS to iden-
tify the set for which agreement was best. For this, we
fit the positions and the weights of characteristic features
of the TBM DOS – the van Hove singularities, the FB
and the DPs – to their experimental counterparts. The
model (10) contains 6 free parameters, tj , j = 2, . . . , 6
and ε. In order to find their values we successively fit
the TBM with increasing number of hopping parameters
to the experimental DOS, that is, we start with a TBM
Hamiltonian containing only t2, t3 and ε as fit param-
eters and increase the hopping range until satisfactory
results are achieved. For convenience we use the Fourier
space Hamiltonian (10) for all the computations. Alter-
natively one could use the real-space analog of (8) for
a finite-size TBM. However, the associated fitting pro-
cedure is more time-consuming, because it requires the
diagonalization of a Hamiltonian matrix of which the
dimension is given by the number of sites.31 To check
consistency of the two fitting procedures we inserted the
resulting parameters into the real-space Hamiltonian re-
producing the associated DOS.
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A. Rescaling of the spectra
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FIG. 5. The positions pei , i = 1, . . . , 3 of the peaks, of the FB
FBe and the DPs dei , i = 1, 2 with respect to the lower band
edge for the experimental DOS.

The frequency range of the experimental DOS and the
energy scale of the TBM calculations differ. Accordingly,
we need to eliminate the scale. We define the relative po-
sition (RP) of the van Hove singularities pei , i = 1, . . . , 3
as

pei =
ωi − ω0

we
. (12)

Here, ωi, i = 1, . . . , 3 denote the resonance frequencies
of the von Hove singularities, ω0 that of the band edge
below the lower DP and we the frequency range from
ω0 to the van Hove singularity above the upper DP in
the experimental DOS as depicted in Fig. 5. Similarly,
dei , i = 1, 2 are the positions of the Dirac points and
FBe that of the FB with respect to ω0, rescaled with
ωe. The values of pei , d

e
i and FBe are summarized in

Table I. To compute the width of the spectrum we we
took the value of the lower edge provided in Ref. 31,
ω0 = 19.64 GHz. For the upper edge of the spectrum
we used the position of the 4th van Hove singularity in
the experimental DOS, pe4 = 43.421 GHz. This choice
reflects the fact that beyond this value the electric-field
excited inside the resonator becomes three-dimensional,
that is, the associated Helmholtz equation is no longer
scalar, so that the approximate description in terms of
a TBM31 fails. Furthermore, the honome-based TBM
exhibits only five bands and thus, as expected, does not
account for the occurrence of the new band above the

topmost van Hove singularity; see Fig. 2, which, actually,
would go beyond the purpose of this article. Accordingly,
the width of the spectrum is given as

we = (43.421− 19.64)GHz = 23.781GHz. (13)

VHS pe1 pe2 pe3 FBe de1 de2
RP (GHz) 0.098524 0.218872 0.809259 0.573672 0.15586 0.902927

TABLE I. Relative positions (RP) of van Hove singularities,
the FB and the DPs extracted from the experimental reso-
nance frequencies in units of GHz.

The relative positions of the van Hove singularities pi,
the FB and the DPs di are defined similarly for the hon-
ome TBM. Here, we assume that the peaks of the van
Hove singularities are located at the M points, the DPs
are located at K points, and the FB and the band edges
are located at the Γ points associated with the two DPs.
This is an approximation, justified by the assumption of
weak interlattice coupling, except for the case of uncou-
pled honeycomb and kagome sublattices. The width of
the spectrum of the TBM is defined as

w = max ({pi})− γ, (14)

where γ is the lowest band edge, which we take as the
smallest eigenfrequency of Hk at the Γ point (kx = ky =
0). The pi are the positions of the five peaks comprising
the van Hove singularities and the FB in Fig. 5.

B. Quantifying the deviations between the
experimental and the TBM DOS

Once we determined the two sets of relative positions
of the van Hove singularities, the FB and the DPs, we
compute the distances between their numerical and ex-
perimental values

∆di = |di − dei |, (15)

∆pi = |pi − pei |, (16)

∆FB = |EFB − EeFB| . (17)

The discrepancy between the experimental and tight-
binding DOS on the honome lattice is quantified by the
magnitude of these quantities. We used two metrics to
identify the set of parameters which provides the best fit
to the experimental DOS,

∆∞ = max(∆di,∆pi,∆FB), (18)

∆2 =

√∑
i

∆d2i +
∑
i

∆p2i + ∆2
FB. (19)

The best fit is obtained by minimizing either ∆∞ or
∆2. Both metrics provided qualitatively similar results.
Therefore, in what follows, we restrict the results to the
∆ = ∆∞ measure.
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C. The reverse Monte-Carlo algorithm

We used two versions of the reverse Monte-Carlo
(rMC)52,53 to identify the best set of tj and ε that min-
imize ∆, the plain (plain rMC) and importance (impor-
tance rMC) samplings. The general best-fit procedure
may be summarized as follows:

1. Set the hopping range/number of hoppings tj .

2. Pick initial hopping values, either random, or reuse
the results from previous runs of the rMC where
the size of the hopping parameters tj are assumed
to decrease with increasing hopping distance, i.e.,
with increasing index j.

3. Compute eigenfrequencies of Hk at the Γ, M and
K points and compute the metric ∆ (18).

4. Plain sampling : generate a random new set of hop-
pings tj and onsite energy ε.
Importance sampling: generate a random shift of a
randomly chosen hopping tj or onsite energy ε.

5. Recompute the eigenfrequencies of Hk at the Γ, M
and K points and recompute the metric ∆ (18).

6. Compare the updated value of the metric ∆ to the
value computed on the previous iteration. If the
new ∆ is smaller accept the new set of hoppings
and onsite energies, otherwise discard them.

7. Go to step 4 until a desired discrepancy ∆ is
achieved.

The second assumption is made in light of the experimen-
tal situation, where the hoppings correspond to the over-
laps between the electric-field (wave-function) compo-
nents localized at the sites of the honeycomb and kagome
sublattices, respectively, which decrease with increasing
distance.

VI. REVERSE MONTE-CARLO RESULTS

In the present section we report on the rMC fitting
results of the experimental DOS by the DOS of the hon-
ome TBM: We started the fitting with the model with
up to 3rd n.n. hoppings (model A) and then gradually
increased the hopping range - up to 5th n.n. hoppings
(model B), and 6th hoppings (model C) to improve the
agreement with the experimental data. Model A has a
perfect FB for any choice of the parameters. Indeed,
as can be seen in Fig. 4(b) t1 couples n.n. sites of the
kagome and the honeycomb sublattices, while t2 and t3
couple n.n. sites within the honeycomb and kagome sub-
lattices, respectively. Consequently, the usual compact
localized eigenstates of the n.n. TBM for a kagome lat-
tice, for which the wave-function amplitudes are nonzero
only on six sites forming a hexagon,54 are also eigenstates
of model A. Due to the translational invariance of both

models an extensive set of eigenstates can be generated
by shifting the hexagon with nonzero wave-function com-
ponents along the lattice, thus implying the existence of
a FB. Hence, for model A the FB is associated with a
sharp peak of vanishingly small width that is present for
any choice of parameters, while the experimental peak is
broadened. This implicates the necessity to increase the
hopping range in order to broaden the FB and to attain
a good description of the experimental DOS. The model
with up to 4th n.n. hoppings did not provide statisfac-
tory results with the reverse Monte-Carlo fitting, while
model B with up to 5th n.n. hoppings yielded a better
qualitative agreement with the experimental DOS. To ob-
tain an even better agreement between the TBM and the
experimental DOS, in particular at the lower edge of the
band gap below the FB, we considered a further hopping
range, up to t6 in model C. Note, that the latter model
is the direct extension of the honeycomb-based TBM in-
troduced in Ref. 31. It is important to note here, that
there are multiple sets of hopping parameters tj and on-
site energy ε yielding the best fit for model A. However,
in models B and C, the set of parameters resulting from
the best fit to the experimental DOS is robust up to nu-
merical errors. This indicates that at least 5th to 6th n.n.
hoppings are required to attain a reliable description of
the experimental DOS.

Generally, in order to determine the best fit to the
experimental data we first applied the plain rMC. Its
results were subsequently used as an input to the im-
portance rMC for further optimization of the fit. Both
the plain rMC and the importance rMC yielded good
agreement with the experimental DOS. Accordingly, we
present below only results from the importance sampling
procedure.

The set of optimal parameters {ε, t2, . . . , tl}, where
l = 3, 5, 6 for models A, B, C respectively, yields a
rescaled DOS ρ(ω; ε, t1 = 1, t2, . . . , tl). For comparison
with the experiment this DOS needs to be scaled back
(see Sec. V A):

ρ̃(ω; ε, t1 = 1, . . . , tl) = rρ(f ; ε, t1 = 1, . . . , tl) + d, (20)

r =
we
w
, d = 19.64− γ. (21)

A. Model A

In model A only t1 = 1, t2 and t3 are non-zero in
Eq. (7). In this case the eigenfrequencies of the Hamilto-
nian (10) are known analytically at the Γ, M and K
points. The fitting of the DOS to experimental data
with the importance rMC is shown in Fig. 6. The val-
ues of the optimal parameters are t1 = 1 and (ε, t2, t3) =
(−4.88694, 0.812533,−0.43105). The overall agreement
is reasonable, however the FB peak is too sharp, because
of the perfect FB, as was anticipated above. Therefore we
conclude that the range of hoppings has to be extended
to broaden the peak associated with the FB and achieve
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a better description of the experimental DOS.
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FIG. 6. Best-fit results for model A introduced in the main
text obtained from the importance rMC by minimizing the
metric ∆∞. Left panel: The DOS of the optimized model
A (red) and the experimental DOS (blue). The FB peak is
too sharp, and the upper edge of the second band framing
the lower DP does not agree well with the experimental one.
Right panel: The band structure of model A along the path
Γ−M −K − Γ in the BZ.

B. Model B

In model B the hopping parameters ti, i = 1, . . . , 5
are non-zero in Eq. (7). In this case the eigenfre-
quencies of the Hamiltonian (10) can still be computed
analytically at the Γ and M points but only numeri-
cally at the K points. The result of the importance
rMC fit is shown in Fig. 7. The values of the op-
timal parameters are t1 = 1 and (ε, t2, t3, t4, t5) =
(−5.02261, 0.852182,−0.486464,−0.04, 0.0256164). We
observe a better agreement with the experimental data,
including the broadening of the FB peak as compared
with model A. However this is still not true for the up-
per band edge of the second band framing the lower DP,
suggesting that a larger hopping range needs to be con-
sidered.

Γ M K Γ
20

25

30

35

40

45

50

Quasimomentum q

F
re
qu
en
cy

FIG. 7. Best-fit results for model B introduced in the main
text obtained from the importance rMC by minimizing the
metric ∆∞. Left panel: The DOS of the optimized model
B (red) and the experimental DOS (blue). The FB peak has
broadened as compared to model A, but the upper edge of the
second band framing the lower DP still does not agree well
with the experimental one. Right panel: The band structure
of model B along the path Γ−M −K − Γ in the BZ.

C. Model C

In model C the hopping parameters ti, i = 1, . . . , 6
are non-zero in Eq. (7). In this case no eigenfrequency
can be computed analytically, and we had to resort to
a numerical diagonalization of the Hamiltonian (10) at
the points of the BZ. The results of the importance
rMC are shown in Fig. 8. The values of the opti-
mal parameters are t1 = 1 and (ε, t2, t3, t4, t5, t6) =
(−5.39703, 0.985327,−0.684177,−0.0983953, 0.0362692,
0.0365651). We observe a much better agreement of the
fit with the experimental data as compared to the fits
based on models A and B. Furthermore, in distinction
to models A and B, model C provides a good description
of the experimental one at the upper band edge of the
second band.
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FIG. 8. Best-fit results for model C introduced in the main
text obtained from the importance rMC by minimizing the
metric ∆∞. Left panel: The DOS of the optimized model C
(red) and the experimental DOS (blue). The FB peak has
broadened as compared to model A and the upper edge of
the second band framing the lower DP agrees well with the
experimental DOS. Right panel: The band structure of model
C along the path Γ−M −K − Γ in the BZ.

VII. PROPERTIES OF THE EIGENSTATES OF
THE HONOME-BASED TBM MATRIX

To further corroborate our supposition that the mi-
crowave Dirac billiard provides an experimental realiza-
tion of a honome lattice, we compared distributions of
their eigenmodes and their spectral fluctuation proper-
ties. The eigenmodes and eigenfrequencies of the honome
lattice were obtained by diagonalizing the (4082× 4082)
dimensional TBM matrix, where the sites of the under-
lying honome and kagome sublattices were chosen at the
positions of the centers of the voids and between adjacent
metal cylinders of the microwave resonator, respectively.
Throughout the section, we use the hopping parameters
obtained with model C, since the corresponding DOS
agreed best with the experimental one. The eigenmodes
correspond to the squared eigenvector components as-
sociated with the sites of the honome lattice. Figure 9
shows examples of eigenmodes at the lower (left upper
panel) and upper (right upper panel) band edges of the
region below the FB, at the lower edge of the FB (left
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lower panel) and at the upper edge of the bands framing
the upper DP (right lower panel). In the bands framing
the lower DP the wave functions are maximal at the sites
of the honeycomb sublattice, in the FB region they are
non-vanishing only on kagome sites,34 whereas in the re-
gion above the FB they may be maximal on honeycomb-
or kagome-sublattice sites, in accordance with the obser-
vations made for the corresponding electric-field intensity
distributions of the microwave Dirac billiard.

FIG. 9. Eigenmodes with eigenfrequencies of the honome
TBM matrix emulating the Dirac microwave billiard at the
lower and upper edge of the bands framing the lower DP FB
(upper panels), the lower edge of the FB (left lower panel)
and upper edge of the bands framing the upper DP (right
lower panel). Below the FB the eigenmodes are maximal on
honeycomb-sublattice sites. In the other examples they are
localized on kagome-sublattice sites. The color code is the
same as in Fig. 3.

In Fig.10 the integrated DOS, i.e., the number of res-
onance frequencies fn, which are sorted by increasing
value, below fn, N(fn) = n of the Dirac billiard is com-
pared to that of the honome lattice. The plateaus corre-
spond to the regions of low spectral density around the
DP, the steeply ascending part to that of the FB and the
van Hove singularities are recognizable as kinks. Devia-
tions between the two curves may be attributed to the
fact, that the boundary conditions slightly differ at the
zigzag edges, i.e., the longer sides of the rectangle, since
for the Dirac billiard the wave functions vanish at the
walls of the rectangular basin, whereas for the honome
lattice they vanish on the sites along the first outer row
bordering it. As a consequence, the number of eigen-
states in the flatband differ, thus explaining the devia-
tion of about δn = 50 between the two curves above the
FB. In the following subsections we present results for
the eigenmode distributions and the spectral properties
of the honome lattice and compare them to those of the
microwave Dirac billiard.

FIG. 10. Integrated DOS of the microwave Dirac billiard
(black) and the honome TBM matrix (red). The plateaus
correspond to the regions of low spectral desnity around the
DPs, the steep ascend to the region of the FB and the kinks
are due to the van Hove singularities.

A. Eigenmode properties

In Ref. 55 electric-field intensity distributions were
measured in the region of low resonance density, that is,
around the DP with a microwave Dirac billiard contain-
ing 273 metal cylinder. This was not possible31 in the
present microwave Dirac billiard, because of the large
number of closely lying metallic cylinders. Therefore, we
compare the squared-eigenmode distributions of the hon-
ome lattice to electric-field distributions computed from
the Helmholtz equation, of which examples are shown in
Fig. 3. We present a few typical distributions in Figs. 11
and 12 in the bands framing the lower and the upper
Dirac point, respectively, and in Fig. 13 in the region of
the flatband. Shown are from up to down in Fig. 11 ex-
amples around the lower van Hove singularity (1st rows),
the DP (2nd rows), the upper van Hove singularity (3rd
rows) and the upper band edge (4th rows) and in Fig 12
for the regions close to the lower band edge (1st rows),
the lower van Hove singularity (2nd rows), the DP (2nd)
and the upper band edge (4th rows). For both systems
the first 200 − 250 eigenmodes starting from the lower
or the upper band edge of the region below the FB or
from the upper one above the FB resemble those of the
corresponding rectangular quantum billiard.31 Thus, in
these regions the honome lattice is effectively described
by the Hamiltonian of the quantum billiard, which is in
agreement with the observations made for the microwave
Dirac billiard. Note, that in some cases the spatial pat-
terns of the eigenmodes of the TBM matrix correpond to
those of a quantum billiard with Dirichlet boundary con-
ditions, like those shown in the 4th row of the left part
of Figs. 11 and 12, whereas for the microwave Dirac bil-
liard they coincide with those of a quantum billiard with
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FIG. 11. Eigenmodes with eigenfrequencies of the honome TBM matrix (left part) emulating the microwave Dirac billiard and
electric-field intensity distributions (right part) in the microwave Dirac billiard corresponding to resonance frequencies in the
bands framing the lower DP. Examples are shown for the regions around the lower van Hove singularity (1st rows), the DP
(2nd rows), the upper van Hove singularity (3rd rows) and the upper band edge (4th rows). The color code is the same as in
Fig. 3.

Neumann boundary conditions, shown in the 4th row of
the right part of these figures. This may be attributed
to their slightly differing boundary conditions. An anal-
ogy with the corresponding quantum billiard, however,
is not found at the lower band edge of the region above
the FB. There, the eigenmodes clearly differ from those
of the corresponding rectangular quantum billiard. Ex-
amples are shown in the top rows of Fig. 12. Note, that
the eigenmodes of the honeycomb-based TBM resemble
the wave functions of the quantum billiard in that region,
and thus this TBM fails there to describe the electric field
distributions, though the spectral properties were shown
to be similar in Ref. 31. Close to the DPs the features of
the eigenmode distributions resemble those of the corre-
sponding graphene billiard. At the DPs, the eigenmodes
are vanishingly small, except at zigzag edges.56 There-
fore, we do not show such examples. Furthermore, we
observe that in the bands framing the lower DP the eigen-
modes are maximal at sites of the honeycomb sublattice
and may also be large at kagome-sublattice sites, imply-
ing that there the hopping between honycomb-sublattice
sites via the kagome sublattice sites is strong, that is, the
wave-function overlap is large. In the bands framing the
upper DP the eigenmodes can be large at the sites of the
honeycomb and the kagome sublattice, whereas in the FB
all eigenmodes are vanishingly small on the honeycomb-
sublattice sites.34 This is expected, since the nearly FB

is a remnant of the perfect FB of model A that only has
support on kagome-sublattice sites. These observations
are in accordance with those made for the electric-field
intensity distributions of the microwave Dirac billiard.
The applicability of the honome-based TBM is further-
more confirmed by the spectral properties.

B. Spectral properties

We, furthermore, investigated fluctuation properties in
the eigenfrequency spectrum of the honome TBM ma-
trix, using the hopping parameters from model C, and
compared them to random-matrix theory predictions for
quantum systems with an integrable or chaotic classical
dynamics. These were conjectured to be universal and
to coincide with those of uncorrelated Poissonian ran-
dom numbers, and of the eigenvalues of random matrices
from the Gaussian orthogonal ensemble (GOE), respec-
tively.57–59 Examples for an integrable and a chaotic bil-
liard are the rectangular and the Sinai billiard, which is
constructed by inserting a hard-wall disk into a rectangu-
lar billiard, respectively.27 To obtain information on the
universality of the spectral fluctuation properties, first
system-specific properties need to be extracted. This is
done by replacing the eigenfrequencies εn by the smooth
part of the integrated DOS N(εn), ε̃n = Nsmooth(εn).
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FIG. 12. Eigenmodes with eigenfrequencies of the honome TBM matrix (left part) emulating the microwave Dirac billiard and
electric-field intensity distributions (right part) in the microwave Dirac billiard corresponding to resonance frequencies in the
bands framing the upper DP. Examples are shown for the regions close to the lower band edge (1st rows), the lower van Hove
singularity (2nd rows), the DP (3rd rows) and the upper band edge (4th rows). The color code is the same as in Fig. 3.

FIG. 13. Eigenmodes with eigenfrequencies of the honome TBM matrix (left part) emulating the microwave Dirac billiard and
electric-field intensity distributions (right part) in the microwave Dirac billiard corresponding to resonance frequencies of the
microwave Dirac billiard in the FB. The color code is the same as in Fig. 3.

However, for this an analytical expression is needed for
Nsmooth(εn). Starting from the band edges at fBE and
defining εn = |fn − fBE | or from the Dirac points at
fDP , εn = |fn − fDP |, the corresponding Nsmooth(εn)
is well approximated by a second-order polynomial, as
illustrated in Fig. 14 for the region below the FB.

To verify, whether the analogy between the eigenmodes
of the TBM matrix and those of the corresponding quan-
tum billiard, observed in the eigenfrequency ranges near
the band edges, also holds for the spectral properties
we first computed length spectra, that is, the modu-
lus of the Fourier transform of the fluctuating part of
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FIG. 14. Integrated DOS of the first 250 eigenfrequencies of
the honome TBM matrix starting from the lower (black dots)
and upper (red dots) band edges denoted fBE (ε = |f−fBE |)
and the first 100 eigenfrequencies starting from the DP de-
noted fD (ε = |f − fDP |) below (green dots) and above
(orange dots) the DP in the region below the FB. The yel-
low, cyan, magenta and violet curves exhibit the best-fitting
second-order polynomials to the respective integrated DOS.

the DOS ρfluc(k) = d[N(k)−Nsmooth(k)]
dk from wave num-

bers kn = 2πfn
c ≤ kmax, n = 1, 2, . . . to lengths l,

ρ̃(l) = |
∫ kmax

0
dkeiklρfluc(k)|. In Fig. 15 we compare

length spectra obtained from the first 250 eigenfrequen-
cies starting from the lower [(a)] and the upper [(b)] band
edges below the FB and from the upper one [(c)] above
the FB with that of the rectangular quantum billiard
with Dirichlet boundary conditions. Here, we rescaled
the eigenfrequencies of the TBM matrix as described in
Ref. 31 using their functional relation to the eigenval-
ues of the quantum billiard. The length spectra indeed
exhibit peaks at the lengths of the periodic orbits of the
corresponding classical billiard, thus confirming the anal-
ogy between the honome lattice and the quantum billiard
also for the eigenfrequencies. These results agree very
well with those obtained in Ref. 31 for the experimental
eigenfrequencies.

Proceeding as in Ref. 31, we, furthermore, investigated
the nearest-neighbor spacing distribution and its cumu-
lative distribution, the number variance and the ∆3(L)
statistics, which provides the mean least-squares devia-
tion of the integrated DOS from the straight line best
fitting it in an interval of length L, in the regions around
the band edges and around the DPs below and above the
FB. Figure 16 shows results for the cumulative nearest-
neighbor spacing distribution and the ∆3 statistics. In
all considered frequency regions we find good agreement
with Poisson statistics (dashed black lines). Note, that
the deviations observed for the ∆3 statistics are of the
same size as for the microwave Dirac billiard31 and are
attributed to the fact that the ratio of the side lengths
of the rectangular billiard R = 420/249.4 is too close to
a rational number. This drawback becomes visible espe-
cially in the long-range correlations quantified, e.g., by
the ∆3 statistics. For the matter of completeness we also
include the corresponding GOE curves.

FIG. 15. Length spectra obtained from the first 250 eigenfre-
quencies of the honome TBM matrix starting from the lower
(black dots) and upper (red dots) band edges below the FB
and the upper one above the FB.

FIG. 16. Cumulative nearest-neighbor spacing distributions
(upper panels) and ∆3 statistics (lower panels) for the hon-
ome TBM below [(a),(b),(e),(f)] and above [(c),(d),(g),(h)]
the FB, using the first 250 eigenfrequencies starting from the
lower (red full lines) and upper (turquoise dashed lines) band
edges [(a),(e)] and [(c),(g)], and the first 100 eigenfrequen-
cies starting from the DP below (red full lines) and above
(turquoise dashed lines) it [(b),(f)] and [(d),(h)]. The full and
dashed black lines depict the corresponding GOE and Poisson
curves.

In the vicinity of the van Hove singularities such a
procedure of unfolding is not possible, as there the DOS
diverges logarithmically with the number of sites60. Yet,
unfolding is not needed when considering the distribution
of the ratios61,62 ri = εi+1−εi

εi−εi−1
and the kth overlapping

ratio distribution63 of rki = εi+k+1−εi
εi+k−εi−1

which are dimen-

sionless and thus do not depend on unfolding as long as
the DOS does not vary on the scale of the mean spacing.
It was demonstrated in Ref. 64, that they are applicable
to the regions of van Hove singularities. We found good
agreement with Poisson statistics in all frequency ranges
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below and above the FB, thus recovering the results of
Ref. 64, shown in Figs. 17 and 18.

FIG. 17. Upper part: Ratio distributions [(a)-(d)] and cumu-
lative ratio distributions [(e)-(h)] for the honome TBM be-
low the FB for the first 250 eigenfrequencies starting from
the lower (red) and upper (green) band edges [(a),(e)] and
200 eigenfrequencies around the lower van Hove singularity
[(b),(f)], the upper van Hove singularity [(c),(g)] and the DP
[(d),(h)]. The full and dashed black lines depict the corre-
sponding GOE and Poisson curves. Lower part: Same as
upper part for the (k=1)-overlapping ratio distributions and
their cumulative distributions.

We furthermore evaluated the distributions taking into
account all eigenfrequencies and those in the FB, respec-
tively, and compared them to those of the resonance
frequencies of the microwave Dirac billiard. Here, we
considered the experimentally and the numerically de-
termined resonance frequencies, as in that region about
10% of the resonances could not be resolved in the exper-
iments because they are partly too closely lying, however,
found in both cases good agreement with Poisson as il-
lustrated in Figs. 19- 22.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

We propose a TBM which is based on a honome lat-
tice, consisting of a honeycomb and a kagome sublattice,
as a model to describe the properties of a flat microwave
photonic crystal containing metal cylinders which are ar-
ranged on a triangular lattice. This supposition was mo-
tivated by the fact that the electric-field intensity inside
the resonator is either maximal at the voids formed by,
respectively, three cylinders, that is, localized on the sites
of a honeycomb-lattice structure or at the border of the

FIG. 18. Same as Fig. 17 in the region above the FB.

FIG. 19. Ratio distributions [(a),(b)] and cumulative ratio
distributions of all resonance frequencies of the microwave
Dirac billiard [(a),(c)] and all eigenfrequencies of the honome
TBM matrix [(b),(d)]. The full and dashed black lines depict
the corresponding GOE and Poisson curves.

FIG. 20. Same as Fig. 19 for the (k=1)-overlapping ratio
distributions and their cumulative distributions.

voids, at the centers between adjacent metal cylinders
which constitute a kagome-lattice structure. To be more
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FIG. 21. Ratio distributions [(a),(b)] and cumulative ratio
distributions of the resonance frequencies of the microwave
Dirac billiard [(a),(c)] and the eigenfrequencies of the honome
TBM matrix [(b),(d)] in the region of the FB. The full and
dashed black lines depict the corresponding GOE and Poisson
curves.

FIG. 22. Same as Fig. 21 for the (k=1)-overlapping ratio
distributions and their cumulative distributions.

explicit, we found that below the FB the electric-field in-
tensity is maximal at the voids and might be nonvanish-
ing between adjacent cylinders, thus indicating an over-
lap between the electric field modes centered at neighbor-
ing voids. In the region of the FB the electric-field in-
tensity is localized between adjacent cylinders, and thus
exhibits kagome-lattice type spatial patterns. Finally,
above the FB it can be localized at the voids or between
adjacent cylinders. Agreement between the experimen-
tal and TBM DOS is good, when including up to at least
6th n.n. hoppings on the honome lattice corresponding
to 2nd n.n. and 3rd n.n. in the honeycomb and kagome
sublattices, respectively. We also performed TBM com-
putations with up to 8th n.n. hopping in the honome lat-
tice corresponding to 3rd n.n. hopping in the honeycomb-
lattice based TBM yielding a barely visible improvement.
This extension of the parameter space implies that an
additional hopping matrix needs to be added to Eq. (7)
which corresponds to hoppings between n.n. unit cells in

the vertical direction ~e4 = ~e1 + 2~e2. To determine the
set of parameters which yields the best honome-based
TBM description of the experimental DOS, we developed
a numerical algorithm based on the reverse Monte-Carlo
method which identifies the best fit of the TBM DOS to
the experimental one.

In order to corroborate our surmise, that the appear-
ance of two DPs together with a FB in the resonance
frequency spectrum and DOS of microwave Dirac bil-
liards may be interpreted as the coupling between atoms
located on a honeycomb and a kagome sublattice, re-
spectively, that is, may be described by a honome-based
TBM, we compared their eigenmode distributions and
spectral properties and found good agreement. Further-
more, we demonstrate, that in the vicinity of the band
edges below the FB and of the upper band edge above the
FB the eigenstates of the honome TBM matrix are de-
scribed by an effective Hamiltonian which coincides with
that of a quantum billiard of corresponding shape with
either Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions. We
may conclude from our findings that the appearence of
a FB together with a second DP framed by van Hove
singularities may be attributed to the overlap between
the electric-field components centered on the honeycomb
and kagome sublattices and thereby give an answer to
the longstanding question concerning the origin of the
FB. Note, that the lower DP and the bands framing it
are well separated from the FB and the upper DP, and
there the electric-field modes are maximal on the hon-
eycomb sites. This explains why below the FB their
features are also well described by a honeycomb-based
TBM which, in addition to the hopping parameters com-
prises overlap parameters accounting for the overlap of
the eigenmodes centered at the voids, so that the mi-
crowave photonic crystal provides an experimental real-
ization of artificial graphene and of honome-lattice struc-
tured materials. We, indeed, provide evidence that such
devices serve as a suitable testbed for the experimental
investigaton of the features of honome lattice structures
with high precision.
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