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Band topology has emerged as a novel tool for material design across various domains, including
photonic and phononic systems, and metamaterials. A prominent model for band topology is the Su-
Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) chain, which reveals topological in-gap states within Bragg-type gaps (BG)
formed by periodic modification. Apart from classical BGs, another mechanism for bandgap for-
mation in metamaterials involves strong coupling between local resonances and propagating waves,
resulting in a local resonance-induced bandgap (LRG). Previous studies have shown the challenge
of topological edge state emergence within the LRG. Here, we reveal that topological edge states
can emerge within an LRG by achieving both topological phase and bandgap transitions simul-
taneously. We describe this using a model of inversion-symmetric extended SSH chains for locally
resonant metamaterials. Notably, this topological state can lead to highly localized modes, compara-
ble to a subwavelength unit cell, when it emerges within the LRG. We experimentally demonstrate
distinct differences in topologically protected modes—highlighted by wave localization—between
the BG and the LRG using locally resonant granule-based metamaterials. Our findings suggest the
scope of topological metamaterials may be extended via their bandgap nature.

INTRODUCTION

Band topology, a landmark of 20th-century physics [1],
has emerged as a novel design strategy for photonic crys-
tals, phononic crystals, and various metamaterials [2–4].
The core idea of band topology is to characterize the band
structure of an infinite bulk system and predict the be-
havior of its local boundaries in finite systems [5, 6]. This
bulk-boundary correspondence [7] has emerged as a new
degree of freedom for designing materials with intrigu-
ing energy localization features on their corners, edges,
and surfaces [8–19]. What makes this special is that the
topological nature of the bulk ensures robustness to the
boundaries against perturbation [20]. This characteris-
tic of topology opens up potential applications in opti-
cal, phononic, and mechanical computing [3, 21, 22], en-
ergy harvesting [22], and signal processing applications,
among others [23, 24].
The topological “in-gap” eigenstates of finite systems

are determined by the specific symmetries and bandgap
properties (i.e., the imaginary part of the wavevectors)
assigned to them. Typically, bandgaps can be catego-
rized into two types according to their underlying phys-
ical principles: “Bragg-type” bandgaps (BG) and “lo-
cal resonance-type” bandgaps (LRG) [Fig. 1(a)]. One of
the most fundamental systems in topological band theory
is the one-dimensional Su-Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) dimer
model [25], which exhibits BGs. This system undergoes
transitions between different topological phases when the

inter- and intra-particle potentials are manipulated, lead-
ing to the emergence of edge states at the boundaries be-
tween distinct topologies [Fig. 1(b)].
Apart from the BG, the LRG is a key feature of meta-

materials, enabling subwavelength functionalities and
characterized by strong wave attenuation [26–28]. This
behavior is explained by solutions involving the imagi-
nary part of the band structures. Indeed, the dispersion
character of the local resonant system is similar to that
of polaritons—a strong coupling between the propagat-
ing waves within the host medium and the resonance of
the unit cell [29, 30]. To realize such resonance, diverse
design principles have been proposed and successfully
applied in the fields of photonics [31, 32], and phonon-
ics [26–28].
Building on this background, we asked the following

question: Can we achieve nontrivial topological states
within LRGs? [Fig. 1(c)]. Since the localization prop-
erties of in-gap states rely on the bandgap properties,
the topological edge state within the LRG is expected to
exhibit stronger localization compared to conventional
BGs. Indeed, by combining locally resonant metamate-
rials with band topology, previous studies have success-
fully demonstrated the emergence of topological states,
ranging from locally resonant 1D SSH models) [33–36]
to 2D crystalline-based metamaterials [19, 30, 37–40].
However, in most of these studies, the role of local reso-
nance has primarily been to lower or tune the frequency
of edge states. Therefore, while topological in-gap states
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FIG. 1. Singular topological edge state. (a) Classification of two types of bandgaps: Bragg-type gap and local resonance-
type gap, based on their underlying physical principles. (b) Conventional Su-Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) chain configured with
dimerized hopping (stiffness coefficient). The right is the real part and the left is the imaginary part of the band structures
respectively. The topological edge states emerge inside the Bragg-type gap (gray-shaded area). At the bottom is the mode
profile of their topological edge states. (c) Our proposed model system of inversion-symmetric extended SSH chains for locally
resonant metamaterials, characterized by bi-local resonance frequencies. In this scheme, a topological edge state can emerge
inside the strong local resonance gap (red-shaded area), leading to highly localized modes comparable to a subwavelength unit
cell.

can achieve subwavelength characteristics, they still de-
pend on BGs. To date, implementing nontrivial topolog-
ical states within the framework of LRGs has remained
challenging. The primary reason is that LRGs exhibit
singularities in their gaps where the effective parameters
diverge, thus preventing the necessary gap closure for
band inversion [33].

In this study, we reveal the fundamental mechanism
for achieving a topological state in LRGs within sub-
wavelength regimes. Interestingly, the topological in-gap
states can be located near singularities in the imaginary
part of the wavenumber within the LRGs [see Fig. 1(a)].
This demonstrates extreme wave localization character-
istics on a scale comparable to a single wavelength unit
cell, which we term “singular topological edge states” in
this study. The marked differences in wave localization
between the BGs and the LRGs were experimentally veri-
fied using locally resonant granular-based metamaterials.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

Extended SSH chain

In what follows, we introduce an extended SSH spring-
mass chain without local resonance [see Fig. 2(a)], which
is an intermediate model toward our proposed model
[Fig. 1(c)]. The construction of an extended unit cell by
connecting mirror-symmetric mass dimer pairs is related

to the preservation of inversion symmetry. The inversion
symmetry plays a major role in achieving a nontrivial
topology [41, 42] although chiral symmetry is broken by
mass dimerization. In the extended SSH model, each sub-

lattice mass (m
a(b)
0 ) is connected by constant stiffness t.

By invoking the Bloch-Floquet theory, the equations of
motion for our unit cell yield an eigenvalue problem[

Hs(k) + ω2Hm

]
|û⟩ = 0. (1)

Here, Hm and Hs are Hermitian matrices composed of
mass and spring constants, respectively (see Supplemen-
tary Note 1 for details); |û⟩ = [u1 u2 u3 u4]

T is the
displacement vector of each site; k is the wavenumber.
The bulk Hamiltonian (H= H−1

m Hs) conserves inversion
(R) symmetry, i.e., RH(k)R−1= H(−k); where the in-
version symmetry can be defined by the unitary operator
R= σx ⊗ σx. Therefore, since this model exhibits inver-
sion symmetry, we can define Z2 topological invariant νn

as (−1)ν
n

= ξn0 ξ
n
π= ±1 [43], where n is the band index

and ξk is the eigenvalue of the inversion operator at the
time-reversal symmetric point of the Brillouin zone.
To characterize the shape of the eigenmodes in terms of

symmetry (namely, orbital), we introduce a sublattice in-
version operatorRs = I⊗σx, switching positions between
two sublattices ma

0 and mb
0. Although the Hamiltonian

does not commute with Rs, this approach can be effec-
tive for defining eigenmodes. In Fig. 2(b), we shows the
eigenmode profiles of |s±⟩ and |p±⟩ obtained from our
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FIG. 2. Topological phase transition in the inversion-symmetric extended Su-Schrieffer-Hegger chain. (a)
Representative mass-modulated (∆m0) unit cell. (b) The mode profiles for different eigenmodes, characterized by two distinct
symmetry operators. s(p) represents the positive (negative) eigenvalues of the sublattice inversion symmetry operator Rs and
+(−) represents the positive (negative) eigenvalue of inversion symmetry R. (c) Parametric band diagram as a function of mass
difference (∆m0= mb

0 −ma
0). The color index indicates the parity of eigenmodes, which is obtained from the eigenvalues of the

inversion operator. (d) The first two s bands, comprise the lower Dirac point (DP1), and the first two p bands, comprising
the upper Dirac point (DP2). When ∆m0 becomes positive (negative), the parities between p(s) bands start to mix, which
indicates a topological phase transition.

systems. The s(p) represents positive (negative) eigen-
values of Rs and the +(−) index is the eigenvalue of
inversion symmetry. One can find that s(p) orbital has
in-phase (out-of-phase) displacement between the a and
b sublattices.

Next, we calculate a parametric band diagram as a
function of the mass difference ∆m0= mb

0 − ma
0 [see

Fig. 2(c)]. In Fig. 2(d), we present each energy band in-
dividually. The lower two bands exhibit s−orbital char-
acteristics, while the upper two bands exhibit p−orbital
characteristics. The color index indicates the parity of
the eigenmodes (blue for even, red for odd), determined
by the eigenvalues of the inversion operator. In the
parametric band diagram, we observe well-defined Dirac
points (DPs) at momentum k = π when ∆m0 = 0. These
two DPs (for the lower and upper bands) arise from the
degeneracy between each s and p band. Therefore, the
topological phase transition, characterized by mixed par-
ity, occurs in each of the s and p bands as ∆m0 deviates
from zero. Specifically, when ∆m0 > 0, the topological
phase transition occurs in the lower s bands, and when
∆m0 < 0, it occurs in the upper p bands.
To gain a deeper understanding of the underlying

physics of our systems, we employ a perturbative ap-
proach to derive the effective Hamiltonian near the DPs.
Through a unitary transformation, we can map it to the
well-known form of a massive Dirac Hamiltonian Ĥ [44]
(see Methods for the detailed derivation).

Ĥ(k) =

√
2

8m0ω0

[
−η∆m0ω

2
0 it∆k

−it∆k η∆m0ω
2
0

]
=

√
2

8m0ω0

(
t∆kσy ±∆m0ω

2
0σz

)
,

(2)

where ω0 is the eigenfrequency at degeneracy, with η =
∓1 for DPs1,2. In this analogy, the diagonal element of
the Hamiltonian—often called the Dirac mass—depends
on the sign of ∆m0 and η. For the topological phase,
our attention is on the off-diagonal element—Dirac veloc-
ity—exhibiting odd behavior in momentum space. This
indicates coupling between different parities and is con-
sistent with the results of the parametric band diagram.
Hence, despite the breaking of the well-known chiral sym-
metry, the inversion symmetry achieved through a mod-
ulated mass distribution in the unit cell enables the real-
ization of a topologically nontrivial phase.

Locally resonant system

Next, we introduce an internal resonator while main-
taining the inversion-symmetric configurations, as shown
in Fig. 3(a). This mass-in-mass model effectively rep-
resents the subwavelength local resonance behavior of
metamaterials [28]. The internal resonators in the host
mass have a coupling constant k1 and a local massm1. In
this scheme, the effective mass of the unit cell, expressed
asmeff(ω) = m0+m1ω

2
1/(ω

2
1 − ω2), where ω1 =

√
k1/m1

(see Supplementary Note 2). The effective mass exhibits
frequency-dependent behavior, and as the frequency ap-
proaches the local resonant frequency, the effective mass
diverges.
Specifically, we investigate both single and bi -local res-

onance frequency scenarios, while keeping the hopping
parameter t and the local stiffness of the resonators k1
constant. In Fig. 3(b), we show the parametric band di-
agram for a single frequency case related to γ, with the
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FIG. 3. Realization of singular topological edge state in locally resonant metamaterials. (a) Schematic of the
locally resonant unit cells for the single-frequency case (top) and the bi-frequency case (bottom), both preserving inversion
symmetry. (b) Parametric band diagram in the single-frequency configuration. The four bands below the local resonance gap
(LRG) exhibit in-phase motion between the host mass and local mass, while the four bands above the gap exhibit out-of-phase
motion. (i.e., simple doubling of the bands). (c)-(d) Spectrum of finite local resonant systems, including bulk modes and
topological edge states, as a function of local mass detuning (γ), where color denotes the localization index. The dotted lines
represent the changes in local resonance frequency for each case. (c): In the single-frequency case, the topological edge states
always reside within the BGs rather than the LRGs. The type of gap can be identified through the imaginary part of the
band structure (not shown here). (d): In the bi-frequency case, the topologically nontrivial bandgaps transition from a BG
to an LRG as γ increases (third and fifth bandgap). Further increasing γ leads to a reversion from an LRG back to a BG.
(e) Evolution of the topological edge states at specific detuning values of local mass γ, as indicated by the black arrow in (d).
When the topologically nontrivial bandgap becomes an LRG, the localization index (IPR) approaches nearly unity.

host mass m0 denoted as 1+γ and 1-γ. Introducing lo-
cal resonators into the sublattice results in an avoided
crossing and opens an LRG at ω1 (see the gray box),
which expands the four bands to eight, i.e., doubling the
bands. The only difference between the upper four bands
and the lower four bands, relative to the LRG, lies in
the relative motion between the host mass and the local
resonators. Specifically, the lower four bands exhibit in-
phase motion between the host and local masses, while
the upper four bands exhibit out-of-phase motion. Thus,
in the four bands of the subwavelength regimes (ω< ω1),
we observe a similar mode parities pattern to that of
the previous inversion-symmetric SSH chain [Fig. 2(c)].
However, the LRG still remains topologically trivial re-
gardless of the value γ because there is no occurrence
of a gap-closing and reopening process (i.e., a topologi-
cal phase transition). This results in a conclusion simi-
lar to the subwavelength BGs achieved in many previous
studies, while the topological states within LRGs remain
unrealized. In Fig. 3(c), we present the spectrum for
chains with different topologies when connected, high-

lighting the topological interface modes. The color in-
dicates the wave localization characteristics, which we
quantify using the inverse participation ratio (IPR), de-

fined as (
∑N

n=1 u
4
n)/(

∑N
n=1 u

2
n)

2. When all the energy
is confined to a single particle, IPR=1. As the wave dis-
perses, IPR approaches 1/N , whereN is the total number
of particles in the chain. The dotted lines represent the
local resonance frequencies. We observe the emergence of
topological edge modes within each classical BG, rather
than in the LRG.
Moving on, in the bi-frequency case, the unit cell con-

sists of a homogeneous host mass (m0) with two different

types of local masses (ma,b
1 ). This results in the forma-

tion of two distinct local resonance frequencies that vary
with γ (i.e., ωa

1=1/
√
1 + γ and ωb

1=1/
√
1− γ). Fig. 3(d)

shows the calculated spectrum for the bi-frequency case.
With a gradual variation in γ, an intriguing observation
unfolds: local resonance frequencies (ωa,b

1 ) begin to pen-
etrate into a topologically nontrivial bandgap, accom-
panied by a notable increase in the wave localization.
This indicates that the topological bandgap has transi-
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FIG. 4. Topological phase map and localization index map. (a) Boundaries obtained by calculating phase maps in the
parametric space of the bi-frequency resonance. This map describes the type of topologically nontrivial bandgap, indicating
whether it is a BG or an LRG. The red areas highlight regions where topologically nontrivial bands undergo orbital transitions,
i.e., from BG to LRG. (b) Localization index map in the same parametric space of the bi-frequency resonance. This map shows
a significant increase in energy localization as the topologically nontrivial bandgap transitions to an LRG, with the red line
indicating regions where the IPR equals 1.

tioned from a classical BG to a strong LRG. Indeed, this
bandgap transition is verified in the same manner by ex-
amining the imaginary part of the band structure derived
from an infinite system (not shown here). In addition,
this gap transition is accompanied by an orbital transi-
tion, i.e., a transformation of the host mass’s orbital from
p−orbital to s−orbital, and vice versa. This occurs be-
cause the relative motion of the host mass changes with
respect to the local resonance gap.

In Fig. 3(e), we summarize the mode profiles of spe-
cific topological edge states indicated by the arrows in
Fig. 3(d). The left and right panels depict the topolog-
ical edge states within the BG, while the middle panel
shows the edge states when the bandgap transitions to a
LRG. We observe that singular edge states emerge when
the topological bandgap becomes an LRG. This is high-
lighted by an IPR of almost 1, indicating that most of
the energy is confined within a subwavelength unit cell.
We attained this outcome by tuning the local resonance
frequency. It should be noted that nontrivial topology in
1D systems is largely based on chiral symmetry originat-
ing from classical SSH chains. In this framework, tuning
local resonance clearly breaks chiral symmetry, resulting
in trivial topology. This has, until now, hindered the re-
alization of topological edge states in LRGs. However, we
have overcome this challenge by achieving a well-defined
nontrivial topology through an inversion-symmetric con-
figuration.

The distinct difference in wave localization between the
BG and LRG is explained by the differences in their
bandgap mechanisms. The gap properties of BG can
be traced back to the work in Ref. [45]. For an in-gap
mode within the BG, the localization (P) is determined
by the ratio of two dimerization parameters, represented
as P ∝ ln(ca/cb). In our system, the ca,b can be either
mass or stiffness. According to this formula, achieving

highly localized waves—where energy is confined to just
a few unit cells—within this BG is impossible because
the physical coefficient of ca,b must be either zero or in-
finite. In contrast to the BG, highly localized waves can
be successfully realized within the LRG. According to the
discussion in Ref. [46], the displacement of the particles
within the local resonance gap takes the form U ∝ e−βx,
where β is the imaginary part of the wavenumber and x
is space. In this formula, if β becomes infinite, most of
the energy becomes highly localized to scales compara-
ble to the unit cell. At the local resonance frequency, the
imaginary part of the wavenumber can indeed become in-
finite, and this condition can be achieved by tuning the
local resonance frequency.

Topological phase map

We now examine a general framework for understand-
ing how the topological bandgap transitions between a
BG and an LRG depending on the local resonance con-
ditions. To characterize the topological phase together
with the type of bandgap, we introduce a physical quan-
tity ∆Φ ≡ Φ0−Φπ, where Φk is sign(u1/u3). This quan-
tity allows us to consider not only the inversion eigen-
value, directly linked to the topological invariant but also
the orbital information. Thus, this quantity provides ev-
idence for the bandgap transition. Fig. 4(a) shows the
boundary line obtained by calculating ∆Φ for the en-
tire band structure in the parametric space of the bi-
frequency resonance (see Supplementary Note 2. B for de-
tails). Within the boundary map obtained from the topo-
logical phase, the red areas represent regions where topo-
logically nontrivial bands undergo orbital transitions.
To validate this approach, we calculate the localization

index (IPR) by focusing exclusively on topological gap
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FIG. 5. Experimental observation of topologically protected singular edge states in a locally resonant granular-
based metamaterial. (a) Schematic of the experimental platform for a granule-based metamaterial, featuring two beams
of different lengths (La and Lb) that preserve an inversion-symmetric configuration. The continuum unit cell (a single beam)
is directly mapped to a spring-mass unit cell with multiple internal resonators using an analytical physic-informed discrete
element modeling [47]. (b) Mode shape of bending vibrational modes of a cylindrical element, which exhibits strong coupling
to external excitation (i.e., the local resonance effect). (c)-(d) Numerical mode profiles of topological edge states: (c) within
the BG and (d) within the LRG. To simplify the visualization of the mode profiles, the angular variation of adjacent cylinders
is omitted; the dotted lines represent the actual contact axis. (e)-(f) Measured mode profiles of the topological boundary edge
states within the BG and LRG (logarithmic scale of magnitude). The extracted experimental data (red markers) match the
results of the eigenanalysis (yellow markers).

states in finite chains, within the same parameter space
illustrated in Fig. 4(b). In agreement with the phase
map findings, we observe a significant increase in the lo-
calization index corresponding to the transition from the
BG to the LRG. Specifically, the IPR approaches 1 near
the centerline of the LRG regimes, indicating that en-
ergy is confined within a single unit cell, i.e., singular
edge states. As another approach, the spectral order-
ing, which can be intuitively examined, is investigated in
Supplementary Note 2. C, demonstrating the identical
bandgap transition condition.

Experimental realization

The remaining task is to experimentally demonstrate
the transition of the topological bandgap from the clas-
sical BG to the LRG. This can be achieved by compar-
ing the differences in wave localization of the topologi-
cal edge states between the BG and LRG. To implement
our theoretical framework, we need to map the struc-
tural elements of the locally resonant metamaterial onto
the proposed discrete spring-mass model. Additionally,
achieving tunable local resonance within each unit cell
is essential. Moreover, achieving tunable local resonance
within a unit cell is crucial.

To that end, we utilize locally resonant granular crys-
tals known as woodpile metamaterials [48–50], composed
of slender cylindrical beams [see Fig. 5(a)]. In this
testbed, the interaction potential between neighboring el-

ements is governed by the Hertz contact law [51]. What
distinguishes this system from other locally resonant
metamaterials [26, 28] is that the local resonance orig-
inates from the bending vibrational modes of the cylin-
drical elements themselves [see Fig. 5(b)]. Thus, by ad-
justing the length of the cylinders, one can easily tune the
local resonance frequency according to the relationship of
ω ∝ 1/L2 [52], where L is the length of the beam. As
mentioned earlier, this continuous cylinder can be dis-
cretized using the recently developed physics-informed
discrete element modeling [47]. This approach is rooted
in analytic continuum beam theory and wave dynamics
within periodic structures. Therefore, with the geome-
try and material properties of the elastic cylindrical ele-
ments, the local resonance frequency can be determined
and adjusted with analytic accuracy. Detailed mathe-
matical modeling is provided in Supplementary Note 3.
Building on the discretized building blocks, we reapply

and analyze the previously explored theoretical frame-
work. Through this approach, we chose the beam lengths
La and Lb such that the topological edge states emerged
in either the BG or LRG (i.e., the presence or absence
of gap transition). In addition, through finite element
methods (see Method section), we further validate our
experimental approach. In Figs. 5(c)-(d), we first show
the numerical results of topological boundary modes and
interface modes present in the BG and LRG, respectively.
To streamline the representation of the mode profile for
topological edge states within the chain, the angular ori-
entation of adjacent cylinders is omitted; the dotted lines
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indicate the actual contact axis. We observe highly lo-
calized modes when edge states occur within the LRG,
as opposed to the BG.

In Figs. 5(e)-(f), we show the experimentally extracted
mode shapes (absolute values and logarithmic scale) for
the topological boundary modes, alongside the theoreti-
cal results. Details on the experimental setup and data
acquisition are provided in the Methods section and Sup-
plementary Fig. S7. The exponentially decaying pro-
files match closely between experiments and theory. We
demonstrate that energy localization of topological edge
states is significantly greater in the LRG [Fig. 5(f)] com-
pared to the BG [Fig. 5(e)], with a notable concentration
in the initial part of the chain. The modal amplitude
of the remaining part of the chain shows noise from the
experimental environment (see Supplementary Note 4).
More specifically, the localization index (IPR) is calcu-
lated as IPR = 0.427 (theory) and 0.476 ± 0.008 (ex-
periment) for the BG, and as IPR = 0.992 (theory) and
0.975± 0.006 (experiment) for the LRG. In this way, we
demonstrate our topological singular edge states, which
arise from the transition of the topological bandgap. For
the topological interface modes, we experimentally use
input signals from the ends of a finite chain to couple
with evanescent waves inside the band gap, which allows
us to confirm their topological edge state indirectly. Re-
lated experimental validation is provided in Supplemen-
tary Note 5.

CONCLUSION

In this study, we demonstrate theoretically and experi-
mentally herein the topological singular edge states in lo-
cally resonant metamaterials, leading to highly localized
modes comparable to a subwavelength unit cell. This
singular state is achieved through a topological bandgap
transition from a Bragg-type gap, induced by periodic
modification, to a local resonance gap driven by strong
coupling effects. This bandgap transition can be achieved
by tuning the local resonance frequency, which typically
breaks chiral symmetry, but our study demonstrates a
well-defined nontrivial topology through inversion sym-
metry. Our findings open up possibilities for the exten-
sion of topological metamaterials by leveraging intrinsic
bandgap properties, and we anticipate that this topologi-
cal bandgap transition mechanism could provide insights
for higher-dimensional topological systems e.g., highly lo-
calized surface states. In addition, we believe our frame-
work can be applied to various physical systems that sup-
port material or structural resonances, such as plasmon-
ics, optics, and acoustics, among others.

METHODS

Effective Hamiltonian. We derive the effective Hamil-
tonian based on the perturbative approach. When the
two types of host mass (ma

0 ,m
b
0) become equal, the both

lower and higher band gaps are closed and generate two
lower and upper one-dimensional Dirac cones at the edge
of the Brillouin zone. By the perturbation theory, the ef-
fective Hamiltonian of the perturbed system can be con-
structed by means of a set of eigenvectors that are ob-
tained from the unperturbed Bloch Hamiltonian at the
degeneracy point (k = k0). At k = k0, the general-
ized eigenvalue problem of an inversion symmetric spring-
mass configuration [Fig. 2(a)] on the sublattice basis set{
ψ1 ψ2 ψ3 ψ4

}
is as follows:[
Hs(k0) + ω2

0Hm

] ∣∣û±
k0

〉
= 0, (3)

where
∣∣û±

k0

〉
is the degenerated eigenvector having the

eigenvalue ±1 for an inversion operator. Note that only
Hs is dependent on Bloch momentum k, but not in the
case of Hm. By introducing the perturbation on Hm

while conserving inversion symmetry, the above eigen-
value equation for the momentum near the degeneracy
(k = k0 +∆k) is approximated as

[Hs(k0 +∆k) + ω2H′
m] |ûk⟩ = 0 (4)

Here, Hs can be approximated as

Hs(k0 +∆k) ≈ Hk(k0) +H′
k(∆k), (5)

where the first-order approximation is applied as

H′
s(∆k) =

(
∂Hk

∂k
|k=k0

)
∆k

= i∆k (|ψ4⟩ ⟨ψ1| − |ψ1⟩ ⟨ψ4|) .
(6)

And we write H′
M as:

H′
m = ma

0(|ψ1⟩ ⟨ψ1|+ |ψ4⟩ ⟨ψ4|) +mb
0(|ψ2⟩ ⟨ψ2|+ |ψ3⟩ ⟨ψ3|)

= mI+
∆m0

2
σz ⊗ σz,

(7)

where ∆m0 ≡ ma
0 − mb

0 and m0 ≡ (ma
0 +mb

0)/2. In a
perturbative limit, we can rewrite the |ûk⟩ as the lin-
ear combination of degenerated eigenvectors as |ûk⟩ =
c+

∣∣û+
k0

〉
+ c−

∣∣û−
k0

〉
. Then, we can rewrite the general-

ized eigenvalue problem as[
H′

k(∆k) + ω2H′
m − ω2

0Hm

]
|ûk⟩ = 0 (8)

By approximating ω2 as ω2
0 + 2∆ωω0, above equation is

represented as[
H′

k(∆k) + ω2
0(H′

k −Hm) + 2ω0∆ωH′
m

]
|ûk⟩ = 0 (9)
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Using the definition of Hm and H′
k, equation becomes

− 1

2ω0m0
[H′

k(∆k) +
∆m0ω

2
0

2
(σz ⊗ σz)] |ûk⟩ = ∆ω |ûk⟩

(10)
We can transform above equation with the transforma-
tion matrix W =

∣∣û+
k0

〉 〈
û+
k0

∣∣ + ∣∣û−
k0

〉 〈
û−
k0

∣∣ . Here, we
newly define the two constituent matrices

H1 ≡ W†H′
k(∆k)W =

√
2

4
t∆kσy,

H2 ≡ W†σz ⊗ σzW = η

√
2

2
σz,

(11)

where η is 1 for upper degeneracy and -1 for lower de-
generacy; t is spring constant and σy is Pauli matrix for
y component. The final form of the eigenvalue equation
is expressed as follows:

Hψ = ∆ωψ (12)

where ψ =
[
c+ c−

]†
. Here, the Bloch Hamiltonian be-

comes a massive Dirac Hamiltonian form represented by:

H = −
√
2

8m0ω0
(t∆kσy ±∆m0ω

2
0σz)

=

√
2

8m0ω0

[
−η∆m0ω

2
0 it∆k

−it∆k η∆m0ω
2
0

] (13)

Numerical simulations. Three-dimensional eigenfre-
quency simulations are conducted using the commercial
finite element software, COMSOL Multiphysics. In the
numerical simulations, 3D linear elasticity is applied
to the cylindrical elements. The interaction between
neighboring cylinders is modeled as linear springs, with
stiffness derived from linearized Hertzian contact (see
Supplementary Note 3). Following a methodology akin
to the experiment, we utilized a total of 24 cylindrical
beams of two different lengths (La and Lb) in the chain
configuration.

Experiments. Our elastic chain consists of 24 slender
cylindrical elements made of fused quartz (Young’s
modulus E=72 GPa, Poisson’s ratio ν=0.17, and density
ρ=2187 kg/m3) with low material damping. This allows
us to observe the topological edge states in the cylinder
chain with minimal wave dissipation. To validate our
predictions, we select two types of cylinder lengths
(La and Lb) using physics-informed discrete element
modeling, ensuring the topological edge state emerges
in either the BG or LRG. This cylindrical element is
orthogonally stacked in an inversion-symmetric configu-
ration, with each cylinder having an identical diameter
of 5 mm. For a digital image of the experimental setup,
see Supplementary Fig. S7. We then apply a static
pre-compression force (18 N) to the chain by placing

a free weight, thus restricting the system dynamics
to the linear regime under weak excitation amplitude.
At one end of the cylindrical chain, a piezo-actuator
(PAHL 18/20) locally excites the first cylinder with a
frequency sweep signal ranging from 1 to 50 kHz. The
particle velocity of each cylinder near the contact point
is precisely measured using non-contact laser Doppler
vibrometry (LDV), mounted on an automatic linear
guide. Reflection tape is affixed near the center of each
cylinder to facilitate this measurement. In this way, we
scan the velocity profiles for all particles in the chain
by moving the LDV. We then obtain mode profiles
experimentally by performing Fourier transformations
on the temporal velocity profiles of all particles.
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