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Non-Hermitian topological phases in static and periodically driven systems have attracted great
attention in recent years. Finding dynamical probes for these exotic phases would be of great
importance for the detection and application of their topological properties. In this work, we
introduce an approach to dynamically characterize non-Hermitian Floquet topological phases in
one-dimension with chiral symmetry. We show that the topological invariants of a chiral symmetric
Floquet system can be fully determined by measuring the winding angles of its time-averaged spin
textures. We further purpose a piecewise quenched lattice model with rich non-Hermitian Floquet
topological phases, in which our theoretical predictions are numerically demonstrated and compared
with another approach utilizing the mean chiral displacement of a wavepacket.

I. INTRODUCTION

Topological states of matter in non-Hermitian systems
have attracted much interest in recent years [1–10]. The-
oretically, the presence of gain and loss or nonreciprocal
effects induce rich static/Floquet topological phases [11–
38] and exotic phenomena like the non-Hermitian skin
effect [39–50] and unique entanglement properties [51–
53], resulting in the reformulation of topological classifi-
cation schemes [54–63] and principles of bulk-edge corre-
spondence [64–74] for their description. Experimentally,
non-Hermitian topological phases have been observed in
optical [75–77], photonic [78–80], topolectric circuit [81],
optomechanical [82, 83], and mechanical systems [84, 85],
leading to potential applications like topological energy
transfer [86], topological lasers [87–89] and enhanced sen-
sitivity in optics [90–93].

An indispensable step in the search of non-Hermitian
topological matter is to find their defining topological
signatures. One type of such signatures can appear as
topological edge states at the boundaries of the sys-
tem [79, 85], which may further lead to quantized or
non-quantized transport coefficients. Another type of
topological signature is formed by the dynamical pat-
tern of bulk states under external perturbations [75, 80].
In Ref. [94], it was shown that the mean chiral displace-
ment [95–97] of a wavepacket in nonequilibrium evolution
could be used to probe the topological invariants of non-
Hermitian Floquet systems in one-dimension (1d). More
recently, a dynamical classification scheme [98] for non-
Hermitian topological matter is proposed, which allows
for the extraction of topological invariants from the time-
averaged spin textures of non-Hermitian static systems in
one and two dimensions [99].

In this work, we provide a dynamical characterization
of non-Hermitian topological phases in 1d Floquet sys-
tems. We first review the definition of topological wind-
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ing numbers for a chiral symmetric Floquet system and
the description of its stroboscopic dynamics in biorthogo-
nal representations. Following that, we propose our con-
struction of dynamical topological invariants from the
winding angles of stroboscopic time-averaged spin tex-
tures over the first Brillouin zone (BZ). We further show
that these invariants are equal to the topological wind-
ing numbers of the Floquet system under generic initial
conditions. Finally, we propose a piecewise quenched 1d
lattice model with rich non-Hermitian Floquet topolog-
ical phases, and verify our theory by explicit numerical
simulations. Our approach therefore achieves a dynami-
cal characterization of non-Hermitian Floquet topological
phases in 1d, with potential applications in their experi-
mental detections.

II. CHIRAL SYMMETRIC FLOQUET SYSTEMS
IN 1D

In this section, we discuss the identification of chiral
symmetry (CS) for a Floquet system and the definition
of the corresponding topological invariants. The stro-
boscopic dynamics of a Floquet system is described by
its time evolution operator over a complete driving pe-
riod, i.e., U = T e− i

~
´ T
0
H(t)dt, which is also called the

Floquet operator. Here T executes the time ordering,
T is the driving period, and H(t) is the time-dependent
Hamiltonian of the system. The definition of chiral sym-
metry for the Floquet operator U relies on the existence
of a pair of symmetric time frames, which are obtained
by shifting the starting time of the evolution [100]. To
be explicit, we can first decompose a driving period T
into two arbitrary time durations ta and tb, such that
T = ta + tb. During ta and tb, the evolution operators of
the system can be effectively expressed as Ua = e−

i
~Hata

and Ub = e−
i
~Hbtb . Ha and Hb are the effective Hamilto-

nians governing the dynamics in time durations ta and tb,
respectively. The Floquet operator U can also be written
in terms of Ua and Ub as U = UbUa. We can then perform
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similarity transformations to obtain the Floquet opera-
tors in two different time frames as U1 = U

1/2
a UbU

1/2
a and

U2 = U
1/2
b UaU

1/2
b . Note that the three Floquet operators

{U,U1, U2} share the same quasienergy spectrum since
they are related with one another by similarity transfor-
mations. Then the Floquet system described by U has
CS if there exists a unitary transformation Γ, such that
Γ2 = 1 and ΓUαΓ = U−1

α for α = 1, 2. Note that the
chiral symmetry defined here is the same as the chiral
symmetry in conventional Hermitian systems. For a Her-
mitian system, U is also unitary and we have U−1

α = U†α.
When a Floquet system has CS, we can introduce a

pair of winding numbers to characterize its topological
properties [94, 100, 101]. In this work, we focus on the
dynamical characterization of 1d Floquet systems with
two bands. Without loss of generality, we assume that
the Floquet operator of the system under the periodic
boundary condition has the from

U(k) = e−ihy(k)σye−ihx(k)σx . (1)

Here k ∈ [−π, π) is the quasimomentum and σx,y are
Pauli matrices. hx,y(k) are functions of quasimomentum
k. For a lattice model they could describe the effects
of hopping and lattice potential. We have also set the
Planck constant ~ = 1 and driving period T = 2. Prac-
tically, such a Floquet evolution can be generated by a
Hamiltonian H(k, t) under piecewise periodic quenches,
so that

H(k, t) =

{
hx(k)σx 2` ≤ t < 2`+ 1

hy(k)σy 2`+ 1 < t ≤ 2`+ 2
, (2)

with ` ∈ Z. The Floquet operators in symmetric time
frames can then be obtained by applying the similarity
transformations e−ihx(k)σx/2 and e−ihy(k)σy/2 to U(k) in
Eq. (1), yielding

U1(k) =e−i
hx(k)

2 σxe−ihy(k)σye−i
hx(k)

2 σx = e−iH1(k), (3)

U2(k) =e−i
hy(k)

2 σye−ihx(k)σxe−i
hy(k)

2 σy = e−iH2(k). (4)

Here the effective Hamiltonians H1,2(k) are obtained by
expanding each exponential terms in Eqs. (3) and (4)
with the Euler formula, and then recombine the relevant
terms. Formally these effective Hamiltonians can be ex-
pressed as

Hα(k) = hαx(k)σx + hαy(k)σy, (5)

where α = 1, 2 are the indices of two symmetric time
frames. hαx(k) and hαy(k) are components of the Flo-
quet effective Hamiltonian Hα(k) (see Appendix A for
their explicit expressions). Their ratio defines a winding
angle

φα(k) = arctan [hαy(k)/hαx(k)] . (6)

It is clear that the Floquet operators U1,2(k) in the two

symmetric time frames have the CS: Γ = σz, in the sense
that ΓU1,2(k)Γ = U−1

1,2 (k). Therefore, following the topo-
logical characterization of chiral symmetric Floquet sys-
tems [26, 100], one can introduce a pair of topological
winding numbers

να =

ˆ π

−π

dk

2π
∂kφα(k) (7)

for α = 1, 2 in the two symmetric time frames. Note that
for non-Hermitian systems, the winding angle φα(k) as
defined in Eq. (6) could be a complex number. How-
ever, its imaginary part Im[φα(k)] has no winding in the
BZ k ∈ [−π, π). So only the real part of winding angle
Re[φα(k)] has a contribution to the value of να through
the integral.

By recombining the winding numbers (ν1, ν2), we ob-
tain another pair of winding numbers (ν0, νπ), which
could fully characterize the bulk Floquet topological
phases of U(k) [26, 100]. Explicitly, these winding num-
bers are given by

ν0 =
ν1 + ν2

2
, νπ =

ν1 − ν2

2
. (8)

For Hermitian systems, the quasienergy is a phase fac-
tor with a period 2π/T . When the system possesses chi-
ral symmetry, there could be two band gaps at quasiener-
gies E = 0 and E = π/T . Under open boundary con-
ditions, topologically protected edge states could appear
in each gap. The integer quantized topological invari-
ants ν0 and νπ defined in Eq. (8) count exactly the num-
ber of degenerate edge states at the center and bound-
ary of the quasienergy BZ, respectively. Besides edge
states, the invariants ν0 and νπ are also related to differ-
ent spin textures generated in the nonequilibrium evolu-
tion of the system, as will be demonstrated in Sec. V of
this manuscript.

For non-Hermitian systems, ν0 and νπ as defined in
Eq. (8) may take half integer values when the conven-
tional bulk-edge correspondence breaks down [18]. In this
work, we focus on the dynamical characterization of bulk
topological phases in non-Hermitian Floquet systems.
Therefore, we ignore possible topological phase transi-
tions due to boundary effects. Note in passing that as the
two symmetric time frames are related by a k-dependent
similarity transformation, we will have νπ = 0 if the
transformation from on frame to another does not change
the topological winding pattern of [hαx(k), hαy(k)] in k-
space.

III. STROBOSCOPIC DYNAMICS IN
BIORTHOGONAL BASIS

In this section, we briefly recap the description of Flo-
quet stroboscopic evolution in biorthogonal representa-
tions, which will be the basis for us to introduce our
dynamical characterization. In a given time frame α
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(= 1, 2), the right and left Floquet eigenvectors satisfy
the eigenvalue equations of the effective Hamiltonian Hα

and its Hermitian conjugate, i.e.,

Hα(k)|ψαs (k)〉 = Es(k)|ψαs (k)〉, (9)

and

H†α(k)|ψ̃αs (k)〉 = E∗s (k)|ψ̃αs (k)〉. (10)

Here s = +,− are the indices of two Floquet bands,
with quasienergy dispersions E±(k) ≡ ±E(k). Further-
more, the left and right Floquet eigenvectors satisfy the
biorthogonal normalization and completeness relations

〈ψ̃αs (k)|ψαs′(k)〉 = δss′ ,
∑
s=±
|ψαs (k)〉〈ψ̃αs (k)| = 1. (11)

Then according to the biorthogonal quantum mechan-
ics [102], the stroboscopic evolutions of an arbitrary ini-
tial state in the representations of left and right eigenba-
sis take the forms

〈ψ̃α(k, n)| =
∑
s=±

c∗s(k)e+iE∗s (k)n〈ψ̃αs (k)|, (12)

|ψα(k, n)〉 =
∑
s=±

cs(k)e−iEs(k)n|ψαs (k)〉, (13)

where n ∈ N counts the number of evolution periods,
and the initial amplitude cs(k) = 〈ψ̃αs (k)|ψα(k, 0)〉 =

〈ψ̃α(k, 0)|ψαs (k)〉. Note that when Es(k) 6= E∗s (k), the
biorthogonal normalization condition in Eq. (11) may not
be satisfied during the evolution. We then need to intro-
duce a normalization factor when evaluating the expec-
tation value of an operator O after the evolution over n
driving periods in a given time frame α, i.e.,

〈O(k, n)〉α ≡
〈ψ̃α(k, n)|O|ψα(k, n)〉
〈ψ̃α(k, n)|ψα(k, n)〉

. (14)

For the effective Hamiltonians in Eq. (5), the left and
right Floquet eigenvectors are explicitly given by

〈ψ̃αs (k)| = 1√
2Es(k)

[hαx(k) + ihαy(k), Es(k)] , (15)

|ψαs (k)〉 =
1√

2Es(k)
[hαx(k)− ihαy(k), Es(k)]

>
, (16)

where Es(k) = s
√
h2
αx(k) + h2

αy(k), with s = +,−,
α = 1, 2 and > executes matrix transpose. It is straight-
forward to check that Eqs. (15) and (16) satisfy the re-
lations in Eq. (11).

IV. TIME-AVERAGED SPIN TEXTURES AND
DYNAMICAL WINDING NUMBERS

With the help of the biorthogonal formalism intro-
duced in Sec. III, we can now discuss how to extract
the dynamical winding numbers from the stroboscopic
averaged spin textures of the system. These dynami-
cal winding numbers are further shown to be equal to
the topological invariants given by Eq. (7) in the cor-
responding symmetric time frames. Their combinations
then result in a dynamical characterization of Floquet
topological phases in the system.

In long-time limit, the stroboscopic averaged spin tex-
tures are obtained from the biorthogonal expectation val-
ues of Pauli spin operators σx and σy as

rαj (k) ≡ lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

〈σj(k, n)〉α, (17)

where j = x, y, α = 1, 2 are the indices of symmetric time
frames and N is the total number of driving periods. The
explicit definition of 〈σj(k, n)〉α is given by Eq. (14). The
winding angles of averaged spin textures [rαx (k), rαy (k)] at
a given quasimomentum k is defined as

θαyx(k) ≡ arctan[rαy (k)/rαx (k)]. (18)

Then it can be shown that the winding angle of long-time
averaged stroboscopic spin textures around the first BZ
k ∈ [−π, π) yields a dynamical winding number

Wα ≡
ˆ π

−π

dk

2π
∂kθ

α
yx(k), (19)

which is equal to the topological winding number να
of the Floquet operator in the symmetric time frame α
(= 1, 2) as defined by Eq. (7). The bulk topological in-
variants (ν0, νπ) of the Floquet system, given by Eq. (8),
are then related to the dynamical winding numbers by

ν0 =
W1 +W2

2
νπ =

W1 −W2

2
, (20)

which is the main result of this work.
To reach Eqs. (19) and (20), we first plug Eqs. (12)-

(14) into Eq. (17), which yields

rαj = lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

∑
ss′ Dss′e

−i∆ss′n〈ψ̃αs′ |σj |ψαs 〉∑
sDsse−i∆ssn

, (21)

where s, s′ = +,−, α = 1, 2, j = x, y. N is the total
number of driving periods and the k-dependence in all
states and functions have been suppressed for symbolic
convenience. We have also introduced compact notations
for the overlapping amplitudes and spectral gaps as

Dss′(k) ≡ cs(k)c∗s′(k), (22)
∆ss′(k) ≡Es(k)− E∗s′(k), (23)
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where the initial state amplitude cs(k) and quasienergy
dispersion Es(k) are defined in Sec. III.

In the long-time limit N →∞, the dynamical winding
angle θαyx(k) in Eq. (18) converges to the static wind-
ing angle φα(k) in Eq. (6) under generic initial condi-
tions. To see this, we first notice that if Es(k) ∈ R
at the quasimomentum k, we have ∆ss(k) = 0 and∑
s=±Dsse

−i∆ssn = 1 in Eq. (21). In this case, the nu-
merator of Eq. (21) contains static terms (with s = s′)
and oscillating terms (with s 6= s′). The later will vanish
under the summation and average over many driving pe-
riods N . In the meantime, using Eqs. (15) and (16), the
biorthogonal expectation values of Pauli spin operators
are given by

〈ψ̃αs (k)|σj |ψαs (k)〉 = hαj(k)/Es(k), (24)

where α = 1, 2, s = +,− and j = x, y. Therefore,
when the quasienergy Es(k) is real at quasimomentum
k, Eq. (21) will reduce to

rαj (k) =
[
|c+(k)|2 − |c−(k)|2

]
hαj(k)/E(k). (25)

If the initial state is prepared in a way such that |c+(k)| 6=
|c−(k)|, we will have θαyx(k) = arctan[rαy (k)/rαx (k)] =
arctan[hαy(k)/hαx(k)], i.e., θαyx(k) = φα(k) according to
Eqs. (25) and (6). Measuring the winding angle θαyx(k)
of averaged spin textures then allows one to extract the
static winding angle φα(k) and the topological winding
number να in Eq. (7), yielding the relations between
static and dynamical winding numbers in Eq. (20).

The same conclusion can be drawn if the quasienergy
Es(k) is complex at the quasimomentum k, which is the
more typical situation in non-Hermitian systems. In this
case, rαj (k) in Eq. (21) can be expressed explicitly (see
Appendix B for the expression). Then it is clear that if
Im(E) > 0 (Im(E) < 0) and |c+(k)| ≥ |c−(k)| (|c+(k)| ≤
|c−(k)|), we obtain rαj (k) = 〈ψ̃α+(k)|σj |ψα+(k)〉 (rαj (k) =

〈ψ̃α−(k)|σj |ψα−(k)〉) from Eq. (B1) after dropping all expo-
nentially decaying terms in the limit N →∞. Therefore,
according to Eqs. (24) and (6) we have rαy (k)/rαx (k) =
hαy(k)/hαx(k) and θαyx(k) = φα(k), which again allow
us to extract the static winding angle φα(k) and topo-
logical winding number να from the time-averaged spin
textures even when Es(k) /∈ R. Practically, due to the
fast decay of irrelevant terms caused by non-vanishing
imaginary parts of the quasienergies, we only need the
initial conditions to be c±(k) 6= 0 in order to reach this
conclusion.

These analysis complete our dynamical characteriza-
tion of chiral symmetric non-Hermitian Floquet topolog-
ical phases in 1d. Note that the relations in Eq. (20)
only rely on simple constraints on the initial state of
the dynamics, i.e., imbalanced and non-vanishing pop-
ulations on both Floquet bands at each quasimomentum
k. This reduces the demands on initial state preparations
and makes it more flexible for the experimental detec-
tions of these dynamical winding numbers. In an earlier

work, the relation between dynamical and static winding
numbers has also been proved in evolutions driven by
time-independent Hamiltonians. Our finding can thus
be viewed as an extension of the results in Ref. [99] to
periodically driven systems with unique non-Hermitian
Floquet topological phases.

In the following section, we introduce a non-Hermitian
piecewise quenched lattice (PQL) model, in which our
theory is demonstrated by direct numerical simulations.

V. NON-HERMITIAN FLOQUET
TOPOLOGICAL PHASES IN A PQL

To demonstrate our theory, we consider a PQL model
in the form of Eq. (2). The Hamiltonians in the two
halves of a driving period are explicitly given by

hx(k) = J1 cos k hy(k) = J2 sin k, (26)

where k ∈ [−π, π) is the quasimomentum. J1,2 = u1,2 +
iv1,2 are hopping amplitudes between nearest neighbor
unit cells of the lattice, with the real and imaginary parts
being (u1, u2) and (v1, v2), respectively. The correspond-
ing Floquet operator of the system is given by

U(k) = e−iJ2 sin kσye−iJ1 cos kσx . (27)

In the two symmetric time frames, it admits the
form U1(k) = e−iJ1 cos kσx/2e−iJ2 sin kσye−iJ1 cos kσx/2 and
U2(k) = e−iJ2 sin kσy/2e−iJ1 cos kσxe−iJ2 sin kσy/2. In the
Hermitian limit v1 = v2 = 0, this system has been shown
to possess rich Floquet topological phases in the context
of a spin-1/2 double kicked rotor [101]. With nonvan-
ishing imaginary hopping amplitudes v1,2 6= 0, a series
of topological phase transitions could appear in the sys-
tem. Accompanying each transition, a non-Hermitian
Floquet topological phase emerges, which can be char-
acterized by the topological winding numbers (ν0, νπ) as
defined in Eq. (8). In in Fig. 1, we show two represen-
tative configurations of the resulting Floquet topological
phase diagrams. Each region with a uniform color in
Fig. 1(a,c) [(b,d)] corresponds to a non-Hermitian Flo-
quet topological phase with a quantized topological in-
variant ν0 (νπ), whose value is denoted in the corre-
sponding region. The black lines denote boundaries be-
tween different topological phases. Notably, we find non-
Hermitian Floquet topological phases with large winding
numbers in these phase diagrams. Their physical origin
can be traced back to the long-range hopping terms in the
Floquet effective Hamiltonians. According to the Baker-
Campbell-Hausdorff formula, these long-range hopping
terms are generated by the nested commutators between
hx(k) and hy(k) in Eq .(26), which themselves only pos-
sess short-range hoppings. The realization of longe-range
hopping Hamiltonians from short range ones through pe-
riodic drivings is one of the key paragidms in Floquet en-
gineering. Our findings here demontrate that it is also ap-
plicable to non-Hermitian systems. Under open bound-
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FIG. 1. Floquet topological phase diagrams of the period-
ically quenched lattice model, as defined in Eq. (27, versus
the imaginary part of hopping amplitudes (v1, v2). The real
part of hopping amplitudes are set as (u1, u2) = (0.5π, 4.5π)
for panels (a), (b) and (u1, u2) = (4.5π, 0.5π) for panels (c),
(d). The values of topological winding numbers ν0 and νπ are
denoted in panels (a), (c) and (b), (d), respectively.

ary conditions, the topological invariants (ν0, νπ) predict
the number of degenerate edge modes at quasienergies 0
and π. The degeneracy of these non-Hermitian Floquet
edge modes are protected by the chiral symmetry of the
system [26], which is given by Γ = σz.

The non-Hermitian Floquet topological phases in
Fig. 1 can be characterized dynamically by the mean
chiral displacement [94–97, 101] or the dynamical wind-
ing numbers introduced in Sec. IV. In Fig. 2, we present
two examples of the winding numbers (ν0, νπ) versus the
imaginary parts of hopping amplitudes v1 = v2 = v in
our PQL model (27). In both cases, we observe that the
topological invariants ν0 (solid line) and νπ (dashed line)
and their changes are consistent with the mean chiral dis-
placements C0 (circles) and Cπ (triangles), respectively
(see Appendix C for the definitions of C0,π).

In Figs. 3 and 4, we further compute the dynamical
winding angles θ1,2

yx (k) as defined in Eq. (18) for sev-
eral different Floquet topological phases. The panels
in Fig. 3 are obtained at four sets of system param-
eters in Fig. 2(a), corresponding to four distinct non-
Hermitian Floquet topological phases. We see that the
winding angles of time-averaged spin textures θ1,2

yx (k)
around the first BZ yield the dynamical winding num-
bers (W1,W2) = (9, 1), (7,−1), (3,−1) and (1, 1) at
four different sets of system parameters, according to
Eq. (19). Their combinations, in terms of Eq. (20), give
the correct winding numbers of the corresponding non-
Hermitian Floquet topological phases in Fig. 2(a). Simi-
larly, counting the winding angles of time-averaged spin
textures in Fig. 4 yields the dynamical winding numbers
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FIG. 2. Winding numbers ν0 (blue solid line), νπ (red dashed
line) and mean chiral displacements C0 (yellow circles), Cπ
(purple triangles) versus the imaginary part of hopping am-
plitudes J1 = u1 + iv and J2 = u2 + iv. System parame-
ters are (u1, u2) = (0.5π, 4.5π) for panel (a) and (u1, u2) =
(4.5π, 0.5π) for panel (b). Results for C0, Cπ are averaged
over 50 driving periods of the evolution governed by Eq. (27).
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FIG. 3. Winding angles θ1yx (red dots) and θ2yx (gray
dots) of the time-averaged spin textures versus the quasi-
momentum k. The real parts of hopping amplitudes
are (u1, u2) = (0.5π, 4.5π) for all panels. The imagi-
nary parts of hopping amplitudes are v1 = v2 = v =
0.2π, 0.35π, 0.6π, 0.9π for panels (a)-(d). The dynamical
winding numbers, derived from the winding angles around the
first BZ are (W1,W2) = (9, 1), (7,−1), (3,−1), (1, 1), yielding
(W1+W2

2
, W1−W2

2
) = (5, 4), (3, 4), (1, 2), (1, 0) for panels (a)-

(d). They are consistent with the theoretical values of (ν0, νπ)
in Fig. 2(a) at the corresponding system parameters.
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FIG. 4. Winding angles θ1yx (red dots) and θ2yx (gray
dots) of the time-averaged spin textures versus the quasi-
momentum k. The real parts of hopping amplitudes
are (u1, u2) = (4.5π, 0.5π) for all panels. The imagi-
nary parts of hopping amplitudes are v1 = v2 = v =
0.2π, 0.35π, 0.6π, 0.9π for panels (a)-(d). The dynamical
winding numbers, derived from the winding angles around the
first BZ are (W1,W2) = (1, 9), (−1, 7), (−1, 3), (1, 1), yielding
(W1+W2

2
, W1−W2

2
) = (5,−4), (3,−4), (1,−2), (1, 0) for panels

(a)-(d). They are consistent with the theoretical values of
(ν0, νπ) in Fig. 2(b) at the corresponding system parameters.

(W1,W2) = (1, 9), (−1, 7), (−1, 3) and (1, 1) at other four
different sets of system parameters. Their combinations
also produce the winding numbers of the corresponding
non-Hermitian Floquet topological phases in Fig. 2(b).
In all the calculations of winding angles, the dynamical
spin textures are averaged over N = 100 driving periods.
We have also verified that a good convergence between
theoretical and numerical results can be achieved by an
average over N = 30 driving periods in most of the ex-
amples we investigated, which should be within reach in
current experimental situations. With these numerical
evidence, we conclude that the winding numbers of time-
averaged spin textures could indeed provide a dynamical
characterization for non-Hermitian Floquet topological
phases with CS in 1d.

Some distinctions between our dynamical approach
and the exisiting approaches for static systems [99] de-
serve to be mentioned. First, in Floquet systems the
dynamical winding numbers can be obtained from the
stroboscopic average of spin textures. In contrast, in
static systems the spin textures need to be averaged over
a continuous time duration for the construction of dy-
namical winding numbers, which may pose more chal-
lenges to experiments. Second, a chiral symmetric Flo-
quet topological phase is characterized by a pair of topo-
logical invariants. Therefore, one needs to prepare the
initial states and measure the dynamical spin textures
in two complementary symmetric time frames. This is

more complicated then the situations in static systems,
where conducting the measurements in an arbitrary time
frame is sufficient. Nevertheless, we have shown that
non-Hermitian Floquet systems possess rich topological
phases. Our approach provides a powerful dynamical tool
in decoding their topological properties.

VI. SUMMARY

In this work, we propose an approach to dynamically
characterize non-Hermitian Floquet topological phases in
1d with chiral symmetry. We utilize the relative phase
between two long-time averaged spin components to de-
fine a dynamical winding number, which is coincide with
the topological invariant of the Floquet operator. The ef-
fectiveness of our approach is verified in a piecewise peri-
odically quenched lattice model with rich non-Hermitian
Floquet topological phases. We also compared our ap-
proach with another dynamical characterization strategy
based on the mean chiral displacement of a wavepacket,
and obtain consistent results. In experiments, the dy-
namical winding numbers of spin textures studied in this
work might be directly measurable in existing optical [77]
and photonic [80] setups with dissipation and losses.

In future work, it would be interesting to consider the
extension of our dynamical approaches to two dimensions
for characterizing Chern and second order Floquet topo-
logical insulators in both Hermitian and non-Hermitian
settings. For multiple-band models with chiral symme-
try, the spin textures are formed by expectation values of
the Dirac γ matrices [98], and our approach should also
be applicable after slight modifications. In recent stud-
ies, it has been found that due to the difference between
transpose and complex conjugate of non-Hermitian ma-
trices, non-Hermtian topological phases form an enlarged
“periodic table” compared with their Hermitian counter-
parts [60]. It is expected that periodic drivings would
further enlarge this periodic table, and the generaliza-
tions of our dynamical approach to differet symmetry
classes in this table deserve detailed investigations. Fur-
thermore, exploring the robustness of our approach to
disorder, nonlinear or many-body interactions and other
kinds of environmental effects should also be important
for its applications in different types of non-Hermitian
Floquet systems.
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Appendix A: Explicit expressions of the components
of Floquet effective Hamiltonians

By expanding U1(k), U2(k) in the main text and re-
combining the relevant terms, we find

h1x(k) =E(k) sin[hx(k)] cos[hy(k)]/ sin[E(k)], (A1)
h1y(k) =E(k) sin[hy(k)]/ sin[E(k)], (A2)
h2x(k) =E(k) sin[hx(k)]/ sin[E(k)], (A3)
h2y(k) =E(k) cos[hx(k)] sin[hy(k)]/ sin[E(k)], (A4)

where E(k) = arccos(cos[hx(k)] cos[hy(k)]) is the
quasienergy dispersion.

Appendix B: Explicit expression of rαj (k)

When the quasienergy Es(k) is complex, Eq. (21) in
the main text can be expressed explicitly as

rαj (k) = lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

[
D++e

2ηn〈σj〉α++ +D−−e
−2ηn〈σj〉α−−

D++e2ηn +D−−e−2ηn

+
D+−e

−i2λn〈σj〉α−+ +D−+e
i2λn〈σj〉α+−

D++e2ηn +D−−e−2ηn

]
(B1)

where λ ≡ Re(E+), η ≡ Im(E+), and 〈σj〉αss′ =

〈ψ̃αs′ |σj |ψαs 〉 for s, s′ = +,−, j = x, y and α = 1, 2.

Appendix C: Definition of the mean chiral
displacement

The mean chiral displacements (C0, Cπ) in Fig. 2 of
the main text are given by

C0 =
C1 + C2

2
, Cπ =

C1 − C2

2
, (C1)

where the mean chiral displacements C1,2 in the two sym-
metric time frames are defined as

Cα = lim
N→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

ˆ π

−π

dk

2π

Tr
[
Ũ†nα (k)Γi∂kU

n
α (k)

]
Tr
[
Ũ†nα (k)Unα (k)

] .

(C2)
Here Γ is the CS operator, which is σz for our piece-
wise quenched lattice model. N is the total number
of driving periods. Uα(k) is the Floquet operator in
the symmetric time frame α = 1, 2, and Ũα(k) =∑
s e
−iEs(k)|ψ̃αs (k)〉〈ψαs (k)| governs the dynamics of left

vectors in the biorthogonal basis. The trace corresponds
to taking the expectation value over an intial state with
equal populations on both sublattice sites in the cen-
tral unit cell of the lattice. In Ref. [94], it is proved
that for a chiral symmetric non-Hermtian Floquet sys-
tem in 1d, its topological winding numbers (ν0, νπ) are
equal to (C0, Cπ). Therefore, the mean chiral displace-
ments (C1, C2) provide an alternative dynamical probe to
the non-Hermitian topological phases of chiral symmetric
Floquet systems in 1d.
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