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We consider an array of straight nonlinear waveguides constituting a two-dimensional square
lattice, with a few central layers tilted with respect to the rest of the structure. It is shown that
such configuration represents a line defect, in the lattice plane, which is periodically modulated
along the propagation direction. In the linear limit such a system sustains line defect modes, whose
number coincides with the number of tilted layers. In the presence of nonlinearity the branches
of defect solitons propagating along the defect line bifurcate from each of the linear defect modes.
Depending on the effective dispersion induced by the Floquet spectrum of the underline system the
bifurcating solitons can be either bright or dark. Dynamics and stability of such solitons are studied
numerically.

Dynamic modulations of parameters of periodic optical
systems may dramatically affect their eigenmode struc-
ture leading to a host of new physical phenomena such
as dynamic localization, diffraction management, stim-
ulated mode conversions, and formation of new defect
or surface localized states [1]. They may also introduce
nontrivial topology of the Floquet bands that may be
accompanied by the formation of topologically protected
edge states [2]. Especially interesting in this respect is a
class of transversely periodic systems with modulations
that are also periodic in the evolution variable (in parax-
ial optics - in the propagation direction), that enables
Floquet engineering of their band structures, the impor-
tance of which is also recognized in quantum mechan-
ics [3, 4]. Such periodically driven systems offer unique
opportunities for realization of artificial gauge fields for
electromagnetic waves [2, 5], obtaining topologically non-
trivial phases, and formation of unidirectional edge states
proposed in [6], analyzed theoretically in [7], and ob-
served experimentally at optical frequencies in modu-
lated waveguide arrays [8–10]. Inclusion of material non-
linearities in such waveguiding systems enables the for-
mation of topological Floquet edge solitons [11–20] re-
cently observed experimentally [21, 22], and nonlinearity-
induced topological Floquet insulators [23] (see e.g., [24]
for a recent review).

One of the intriguing consequences of longitudinal
driving is a possibility of formation of unconventional
localized defect modes at the edges of topologically triv-
ial periodically curved waveguide arrays [25–27]. Periodic
driving leads also to the appearance of new states of topo-
logical origin (sometimes coexisting with topologically
trivial edge modes) in driven Aubry-André-Harper [28]
and Su-Schrieffer-Heeger waveguide arrays [29–33]. Re-
cently, linear localized Floquet modes have been observed
at the interfaces between groups of waveguides with dif-
ferent bending or tilting laws interpreted in [34, 35] as

gauge-induced localization. Such modes appear as ex-
tended states diffracting along the tilted or differently
curved layers sustaining them. Thus, while an expla-
nation of the linear mechanism of localization across
tilted/bent layers was suggested in [34], the formation
of hybrid self-sustained states localized also along such
layers due to nonlinearity was not addressed, so far.

The goal of the present Letter is to introduce Flo-
quet defect solitons in longitudinally modulated nonlin-
ear waveguide arrays. Such solitons are obtained in two-
dimensional square waveguide arrays, where a few central
layers are tilted (vertically) with respect to other straight
layers in the structure, while periodicity in the vertical
direction is not affected by the tilt [see schematics in
Fig. 1(a),(b)]. Such Floquet system supports line defect
modes, experimentally observed in [34], that are localized
in the direction transverse to the tilt direction and are
extended along the defect. We find that focusing nonlin-
earity of the material leads to bifurcation from a linear
extended defect mode of a family of nonlinear localized
modes, propagating along the tilted layer. Such hybrid
nonlinear modes can be termed as Floquet defect solitons
propagating along the defect but having nontrivial field
distribution in the direction orthogonal to the defect line.
One can find both bright and dark defect solitons, which
are shown to be robust entities surviving over very long
propagation distances.

Propagation of a paraxial light beam along the z axis
in a two-dimensional waveguide array with focusing cu-
bic (Kerr) nonlinearity is described by the nonlinear
Schrödinger (NLS) equation for the dimensionless field
amplitude ψ:

i
∂ψ

∂z
= H0ψ − |ψ|2ψ, H0 = −1

2
∇2 −R(r, z). (1)

Here r = xî+ yĵ and ∇ = (∂x, ∂y). The transverse coor-
dinates r and the propagation distance z are normalized
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FIG. 1. Examples of arrays with line defects consisting of
M = 2 (a) and M = 4 (b) tilted layers. Straight waveguides
are shown red, tilted ones are shown grey. In (c) the profile
of the defect potential Rd for M = 2 is depicted at z = Z/2.

to the characteristic transverse scale w and the diffrac-
tion length κw2, respectively, where κ is the wavenum-
ber. Physically, the system considered here consists of
straight waveguides assembled in two semi-infinite square
arrays and separated by M tilted mono-layers of waveg-
uides [see schematic representations in Figs. 1(a),(b) for
M = 2 and M = 4]. The tilted waveguides have the
same physical characteristics as the waveguides of the
semi-infinite arrays. Mathematically, the refractive index
of such system can be viewed as an ideal z-independent
square optical potential Rs(r) with a lattice constant `,

Rs(r) = Rs(r + `î) = Rs(r + `ĵ), perturbed by a line
defect. The defect is periodic along z and y directions,

Rd(r, z) = Rd(r, z + Z) = Rd(r + `ĵ, z), with Z be-
ing the longitudinal period, and it has zero boundary
conditions at |x| → ∞: lim|x|→∞Rd(r, z) = 0. Respec-
tively, the resulting optical potential of the whole system
can be written as R(r, z) = Rs(r) + Rd(r, z). For the

choice Rs(r) = p
∑
m,n exp

(
−[r − `(mî + nĵ)]2/a2

)
,

modelling the perfect reference array of waveguides of
the radius a, the line defect created by M tilted waveg-

uides has the form Rd ≡ RM (r − αzĵ) − RM (r), where

RM (r) = p
∑
n

∑M
m=1 exp

(
−[r − `(mî + nĵ)]2/a2

)
and

α = `/Z is the tilt angle of M defect layers with respect
to the reference array. The line defect is illustrated in
Fig. 1(c). Note that Rd(r, nZ) = 0 (n is an integer) and
the array R(r, nZ) becomes a uniform square lattice in
the transverse plane.

The linear Hamiltonian H0 is `−periodic along the
y−axis and Z−periodic along the z−axis. Defining
H = i∂t−H0 we consider a solution of the linear problem
Hψ̃ = 0 in the form of a Floquet state ψ̃ = eibzφ, where
φ(r, z) = φ(r, z + Z) and b ∈ [−ω/2,+ω/2) with ω =
2π/Z, is a quasi-propagation-constant (tildes are used to
emphasize that eigenstates are linear). Thus, Hφ = −bφ
can be viewed as an eigenvalue problem, characterized by
a Bloch spectrum b = bνk, where k ∈ [−K/2,K/2) is the
Bloch momentum along the y-axis in the reduced Bril-
louin zone (BZ), K = 2π/` is the width of the BZ, and ν
enumerates allowed bands and defect states (if any) for a
given k (corresponding Floquet state can also be written

as ψ̃ν,k). The representative spectrum (required for con-
struction of the Floquet defect solitons and calculated
using propagation and projection method suggested in
Ref. [13]) is illustrated in Fig. 2 for different numbers M
of the tilted layers. All these spectra feature an allowed
band and clearly visible M branches of the defect modes
(localized in x and extended in y directions). Such linear
defect modes were recently observed in [34]. Note that
unlike edge states, usually confined to a boundary be-
tween two different media, a defect mode extends across
the entire defect layer [see examples of all five linear de-
fect modes supported by M = 5 tilted layers in Fig. 2(e)].
It is also noteworthy that Floquet dynamics is created
only by mutual positioning of the layers of straight and
tilted waveguides, rather than by helicity of each individ-
ual waveguide, considered in the most of previous studies.
The first b′ = ∂b/∂k and second b′′ = ∂2b/∂k2 derivatives
of the quasi-propagation constant b from Fig. 2 quantify
averaged group velocity and dispersion of corresponding
defect modes [16].

The tilt angle of the defect layers is an important pa-
rameter defining the ”frequency” of oscillations of the
defect [illustrated in Fig. 1(c)]. Formally, such angle can
be made arbitrarily small, drawing the system to the adi-
abatic limit that corresponds to α→ 0. Generally speak-
ing, this limit is far from situation considered here, since
in our case the period of oscillations of the defect is finite
allowing one to use z-averaging [16, 17] for derivation of
the envelope equation describing Floquet defect solitons
(see below, as well as Appendix). Meantime considered
tilt angles are still sufficiently small, making it instruc-
tive instructive to consider the transition α→ 0 from the
point of view of the spectrum deformation resulting in a
pure homogeneous array at α = 0 (Z = ∞). Transfor-
mation of the spectrum upon increase of Z is shown in
Fig. 2(d) [cf. Fig. 2(a)].

Suppose now that ψ̃νk0(r, z) is a linear defect mode,
i.e., the respective field φνk0 solves Hφνk0 = −bνk0φνk0
subject to the boundary conditions lim|x|→∞ φνk0(r, z) =
0, and has the form of a Bloch wave along the y-direction:

φνk0 = eik0xuνk0 , where uνk0(r, z) = uνk0(r + `ĵ, z) =
uνk0(r, z + Z). The Bloch states can be chosen normal-

ized as follows [16, 17]:
∫∞
−∞ dx

∫ `
0
dy|uνk0(r, z)|2 = 1

(note that this integral does not depend on z). If nonlin-
earity is added, a branch of the nonlinear defect modes
bifurcates from ψ̃νk0(r, z). Respectively we look for a so-
lution of (1) using the multiple-scale expansion, which
for Floquet systems was elaborated in [16, 17]. Here
we omit the details and present only the final results.
Since, the respective nonlinear modes are moving with
velocity of the linear defect mode (because they are con-
structed as envelopes for linear states from which they bi-
furcate), given in our case by −b′νk, the solution of Eq. (1)
is searched in the form ψ = µeibνk0z[A(η, z)φνk0(r, z) +
µφ(1) + · · · ], where η = y + b′νk0z is the ”running” vari-
able, and A(η, z) is a slowly varying envelope of the defect
state φνk0 . The shape of the defect soliton is therefore
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FIG. 2. Quasi-propagation constants versus Bloch momen-
tum for structures containing M = 1 (a), M = 2 (b), and
M = 5 (c) tilted layers with longitudinal period Z = 10, and
M = 1 layer with longitudinal period Z = 15 (d). Red dots
indicate modes on which solitons are built on. (e) Examples
of linear defect modes (at z = 0) supported by M = 5 tilted
layers at k0 = 0.55K and Z = 10. Here and below ` = 1.8,
a = 0.35, and p = 15.

described by A(η, z) which solves the NLS equation:

i
∂A

∂z
−
b′′νk0

2

∂2A

∂η2
+ χ|A|2A = 0, (2)

where χ = 1
Z

∫ Z
0
dz
∫∞
−∞ dx

∫ `
0
dy|φνk0(r, z)|4 (the deriva-

tion is outlined in Appendix).
Since in our case χ > 0, the type of the defect soli-

ton that can be excited in such system depends on the
sign of b′′νk0 . To demonstrate the existence of bright
solitons, we consider the photonic lattice sketched in
the left panel of Fig. 1 with M = 2 (in this case one
can identify the defect levels in eigenvalue spectrum by
ν = 1 and ν = 2). Spectrum for this number of
tilted layers has states with negative dispersion neces-
sary for the formation of bright solitons - one of suit-
able states satisfying this requirement is indicated by
the red dot in Fig. 2(b). Formation of solitons on de-
fects with larger M illustrating generality of the phe-
nomenon is discussed below. The input wavepacket is

FIG. 3. Propagation of a defect soliton in structure with two
tilted waveguide layers (M = 2). Input envelope corresponds
to bnl = 0.003, k0 = 0.3K, b′′2k0

= −0.279, χ = 0.5116. |ψ|
distributions at different distances are superimposed (hori-
zontal dashed lines are guides for an eye separating them),
soliton moves in the positive y-direction. The right |ψ| dis-
tribution shows output for linear medium at z = 4500. The
rightmost plot illustrates peak amplitude as versus distance
z for bright soliton launched into linear (black) and nonlinear
(red) medium. Here and below Z = 10.

obtained by superimposing a bright envelope at z = 0,
i.e., A(η, 0) = (2bnl/χ)1/2sech[(−2bnl/b

′′
νk0

)1/2η] corre-
sponding to the nonlinearity-induced phase shift bnl of
the propagation constant from quasi-propagation con-
stant of the linear mode bνk, on the ν = 2 defect mode
φ2k0(r, 0) taken, for example, at k0 = 0.3K, marked by
the red dot in Fig. 2(b), where b1k0 = 0.43ω = 0.27 and
b′′2k0 = −0.279 (the dispersion is negative as required for
the formation of bright solitons). Note that this mode
can be viewed as an embedded [36] defect soliton since its
quasi-propagation-constant is within the allowed band of
the Floquet spectrum. Fig. 3 illustrates propagation dy-
namics of the so-constructed defect bright soliton moving
through the hundreds of z-periods. Distributions of |ψ| at
different propagation distances (indicated on the plots)
are superimposed at each of the panels. One can see that
the soliton propagates in the positive direction of the y-
axis without noticeable changes in its shape, except for
small oscillations behind it caused by higher-order dis-
persion, which is not taken into account in our theory.
Such oscillations are visible only at the initial stage of
the evolution of soliton and disappear at larger distances
z ≥ 4000. Soliton has an amplitude that experiences
small Z-periodic oscillations and on average remains al-
most constant in z.

In the rightmost panel of Fig. 3 with |ψ| distributions
we show the result of propagation (output distribution)
of the same input state, but in a linear medium. Unlike in
the nonlinear case, after an initial transient interval the
wavepacket exhibits strong asymmetric expansion and its
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FIG. 4. Propagation a bright embedded defect soliton in
structure with five (M = 5) tilted layers (see Visualization
1). Input envelope corresponds to bnl = 0.002, k0 = 0.9K,
b′′1k0

= −0.3263, χ = 0.209. Soliton moves in the negative
y-direction. Right plot shows output for linear medium.

peak amplitude substantially decreases. The comparison
of peak amplitudes for linear alin (black curve) and non-
linear anlin (red curve) propagation regimes is illustrated
in the rightmost panel of Fig. 3.

Dynamics of bright defect soliton, bifurcating from the
linear Floquet state for a defect with M = 5 tilted layers
at k0 = 0.9K, shown in Fig. 2(c) by the red dot with
b1k0 = 0.028ω = 0.18, is illustrated in Fig. 4. Now the
total quasi-propagation constant of the initial state is
located in the gap of the linear spectrum. The defect
soliton propagates over 500 z-periods traversing about 55
y-periods practically without changing its shape and may
even survive after interaction with missing channel, see
Appendix. An interesting feature of this evolution is that
for these particular parameters the soliton moves in the
negative direction of the y-axis (as predicted by the sign
of b′1k0), although the waveguides of the defect layers are
tilted in the positive y−direction. For comparison, the
result of linear propagation for the same initial condition
is shown in the rightmost panel of this figure.

Since the Floquet-Bloch spectrum of the linear
defect modes has intervals with positive dispersion,
the described arrays can also support Floquet defect
dark solitons with the respective envelope A(η, 0) =
(bnl/χ)1/2 tanh[(bnl/b

′′
νk0

)1/2η]. An example of propaga-
tion of a dark soliton for M = 1 is shown in the Fig. 5. To
ensure field periodicity on a large, but finite, y-window,
a pair of well-separated initially located in the points
η = ±40` identical dark solitons with opposite phases is
simultaneously nested on the Bloch wave. Such solitons
bifurcate from the branch at k0 = 0.6K with positive dis-
persion b′′1k0 = 0.5158 and b1k0 = 0.07ω = 0.04 shown in
Fig. 2(a) by the red dot. No signs of the background in-
stability are visible even at distances z ∼ 5000 and there
is almost no radiation into the bulk of the lattice. In

FIG. 5. Propagation of two spatially separated defect dark
solitons in the array with one tilted layer (M = 1). Input
envelope corresponds to k0 = 0.6K [see Fig. 2(a)], bnl = 0.003,
b′′1k0

= 0.5158, χ = 1.1369. Soliton moves in the positive y-
direction. Right plot shows output for the linear medium.

contrast, the same state strongly disperses in the linear
medium, as visible in the corresponding output in the
rightmost panel of Fig. 5.

Summarizing, we predicted that z-periodic defects cre-
ated by several tilted layers of waveguides embedded in
otherwise uniform square waveguide arrays can support
robust Floquet defect solitons of both bright and dark
types. These hybrid strongly asymmetric states inherit
localization in one spatial direction from linear defect
modes and are localized due to self-action in other direc-
tion. For this reason they do not feature power thresh-
old for their excitation and can be encountered in various
Floquet systems with different symmetries.

The authors acknowledge funding from the RSF
(grant 21-12-00096), and Portuguese Foundation for
Science and Technology (FCT) under Contract no.
UIDB/00618/2020.

Disclosures. The authors declare no conflicts of inter-
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Appendix A: Derivation of the nonlinear
Schrödinger equation (2).

Here we outline the derivation of the NLS equation
(2) from the main text. Some details of the derivation
procedure similar to those described in details in earlier
publications [16, 17], are not reproduced here.

We start with the main nonlinear parabolic equa-
tion (1)

i
∂ψ

∂z
= −1

2
∇2ψ −R(r, z)ψ − |ψ|2ψ (A1)



5

We use the same notations as in the main text, i.e., ∇ =
(∂x, ∂y), r = (x, y),

R(r) = R0(r) +Rd(r, z) (A2)

with

R0(r) = R0(r + `î) = R0(r + `ĵ) (A3)

term that describes perfect periodic 2D square lattice and

Rd(r, z) =

{
R0(r − αzĵ)−R0(r), |x| < L/2

0, |x| > L/2
(A4)

term that describes the defect (tilted layer). Thus:

R(r, z) = R(r + `ĵ, z) = R(r, z + Z) (A5)

Consider the linear problem

i
∂ψ̃

∂z
= −1

2
∇2ψ̃ −R(r, z)ψ̃ (A6)

and the ansatz

ψ̃(r, z) = eibzφ(r, z), b ∈
[
− π
Z
,
π

Z

)
(A7)

where the function φ(r, z) is periodic along the z−axis

φ(r, z) = φ(r, z + Z) (A8)

and solves the equation

i
∂φ

∂z
= −1

2
∇2φ−R(r, z)φ+ bφ (A9)

Next we use the fact that due to periodicity of the array
along the y−axis, the function φ(x, y, z) can be searched
in the form of a Bloch wave:

φ(r, z) = eikyuνk(r, z), (A10)

where

uνk(r, z) = uνk(r + `ĵ, z) = uνk(r, z + Z), (A11)

with Bloch momentum k in the first Brillouin zone

k ∈
[
−π
`
,
π

`

)
(A12)

and with index ν enumerating modes at a given value of
k (in the absence of the level crossing).

Finally, we turn to the x−dependence of the solution.
For a mode to be localized along x axis in the defect
(tilted) layer, we have to impose zero boundary condi-
tions

lim
x→±∞

uνk(r, z) = 0 (A13)

Since at |x| > L/2 the lattice is unperturbed, in these
domains one can look for a solution in the form

uνk(r, z) = e−|λ|xwνk(r, z) (A14)

where

wνk(r, z) =wνk(r + `î, z) =

wνk(r + `ĵ, z) = wνk(r, z + Z),
(A15)

λ is a constant and we used the fact that the system is
symmetric with respect to the inversion x→ −x consid-
ering the decay at x→ −∞ and at x→∞ characterized
by the same exponent.

We are interested in the simplest soliton solutions,
which are constructed (bifurcate from) on linear defect
modes localized in the x-direction. Taking into account
that in realistic applications one deals with finite struc-
tures we solve the eigenvalue problem (A9) on sufficiently
large, but finite x-window of width X, using plane-wave
expansion method. Even though this method assumes
periodic boundary conditions:

uνk(x−X/2, y, z) = uνk(x+X/2, y, z) (A16)

they are nevertheless fully consistent with exponential
localization of the defect modes, since the latter have
amplitude of the order of 10−9 at the borders of the inte-
gration domain. For the parameters used in the present
work and for selected k values we have found the number
of localized modes equal to the number of the tilted lay-
ers in the defect. These defect modes coexist with bulk
modes that extend far beyond the defect, into the bulk
of stationary array. The solution of the linear eigenvalue
problem (A9) eventually yields the Floquet exponent b
as a function of ν and k0 (see (A10)), that is depicted in
the panels (a)-(d) of Fig. 2 of the main text.

A quasi-one-dimensional envelope soliton can be con-
structed by imposing broad envelope on a mode localized
in the defect region and having a Bloch wave number k0.
The procedure of the multiple-scale expansion combined
with the averaging over Z-period is described in all de-
tails in Refs. [16, 17]. Therefore, here we outline only the
main steps.

Supposing that the soliton is constructed on the mode
with index ν, we perform the multiscale expansion by in-
troducing a formal small parameter 0 < µ� 1, two sets
of formally independent scaled variables (y0, y1, y2, ...) :=
(y, µy, µ2y, ...) and (z0, z1, z2...) := (z, µz, µ2z, ...), and
look for a solution of Eq. (A1) in the form of the expan-
sion

ψ = eibνk0z0φ,

φ = µA(η, z2)φνk0(r, z0) + µ2φ(1) + µ3φ(2) + · · ·
(A17)

where η = y1 + b′νk0z1: A(η, z) = A(y1 + b′νk0z1, z2) [the
convention that in the arguments of the amplitude only
the slowest variables are indicated is used]. The Bloch
state φνk0 depends only on the ”fast” variables (x, y0, z0);
the variable x is not scaled. All slow variables are con-
sidered as independent.
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Defining the linear operator

H0 := i
∂

∂z0
+

1

2

(
∂2

∂x2
+

∂2

∂y20

)
+R(r0, z) + bνk0 ,

r0 = (x, y0)

(A18)

and using that in the slow variables

∂

∂y
=

∂

∂y0
+ µ

∂

∂y1
+ µ2 ∂

∂y2
+ · · · (A19)

∂

∂z
=

∂

∂z0
+ µ

∂

∂z1
+ µ2 ∂

∂z2
+ · · · (A20)

we substitute (A17) into (A1) and collect the terms with
different orders of µ. This gives (only the three leading
orders are shown):

0 = AH0φνk0

+ µ

(
H0φ

(1) + i
∂A

∂z1
φνk0 +

∂φνk0
∂y0

∂A

∂y1

)
+ µ2

(
H0φ

(2) + i
∂A

∂z2
φνk0 +

∂φνk0
∂y0

∂A

∂y2
+
∂2φ(1)

∂y0∂y1
+

1

2

∂2A

∂y21
φνk0 + |A|2A|φνk0 |2φνk0

)
(A21)

The expressions in each of the lines in this equation must
be zero independently. The ansatz (A17) ensures that the
leading order in the first line of (A21) is zero identically.
In order to resolve the orders of µ in the second line of
(A21) and µ2 in the third line of (A21) we expand φ(1,2)

over the complete set of eigenfunctions (j = 1, 2)

φ(j) =
∑
ν′

C
(j)
ν′k0

(y1, z0)φν′k0(y0, z0) (A22)

where, as explained in [16, 17], C
(j)
ν′k0

(y1, z0) =

C
(j)
ν′k0

(y1, z0 + Z) and it is enough to account only the
eignefunctions of the different bands with the same k0.

To proceed we define time averaging over the period
Z:

〈f〉T =
1

Z

∫ Z

0

f(r, z)dz (A23)

and the inner product

(f, g) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dx

∫ `

0

dyf∗(r, z)g(r, z). (A24)

Equating the second line of (A21) to zero we obtain [16]

i
∂A

∂z1
φνk0+

∂A

∂y1

∂φνk0
∂y0

=

∑
ν′

[
1

i

∂C
(1)
ν′k0

∂z0
+ (bνk0 − bν′k0)C

(1)
ν′k0

]
φν′k0 .

(A25)
Taking into account that A depends on y1 and z1 through
η, where the relation

b′νk0 =

〈(
φνk0 , i

∂φνk0
∂y0

)〉
Z

(A26)

is obtained by the generalized k · p method described
in [16, 17], one can ensure that application of 〈(φνk0 , ·)〉Z
to the secon line of (A21) yields zero. On the other hand,
by applying to the same line 〈(φν′k0 , ·)〉Z with ν′ 6= ν,

one can obtain that C
(1)
ν′k0
∝ ∂A/∂y0 (the proportionality

coefficients can be found in [16].
The generalized k ·p method also allows to express b′′νk0

through the Floquet-Bloch eigenstates [16]:

1

2

∂2A

∂y21
−i

〈∑
ν′ 6=ν

(
φνk0 , i

∂φν′k0

∂y0

)
∂C

(1)
ν′k0

∂y1

〉
Z

=

−
b′′νk0

2

∂2A

∂η2

(A27)

Now, equating the third line of (A21) to zero, applying
to it 〈(φνk0 , ·)〉Z , using the relations (A26) and (A27),
employing the Fredholm alternative (i.e., eliminating sec-
ular terms), and assuming that the envelope A is inde-
pendent of the slow variable y2, we arrive at the effective
NLS equation (2) from the main text, where µ was set to
one [16, 17].

Appendix B: Interaction with a defect

To study the impact of defects in the underlying struc-
ture on soliton propagation we consider the interaction
of a bright soliton with a defect in the form of missing
waveguide in a tilted layer. As an input, we use the
same soliton as in Fig. 4 from the main text of the Let-
ter with M = 5. Input soliton is located at the point
y = 0, while the missing waveguide is initially located
far from soliton, at the point y = −99 (see left panels in
Fig. 6). The figure shows field modulus distributions at
different distances, when soliton only slightly touches the
defect (second set of panels), when it fully overlaps with
it (third set of panels), and when defect is passed (fourth
to sixths sets of panels). One can see that even though
the interaction with the defect causes notable backscat-
tering and radiation into the bulk of the structure, the
soliton survives after collision with defect and only its
peak amplitude slightly decreases.
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FIG. 6. Interaction of soliton from Fig. 4 of the main text with the defect in the form of missing waveguide (see Visualization
2). Profiles of the array and field modulus distributions are shown at the same distances z. Green arrows indicate instantaneous
defect position.
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P. Öhberg, N. Goldman, R. R. Thomson, ”Experimental
observation of anomalous topological edge modes in a
slowly driven photonic lattice,” Nat. Commun. 8, 13918
(2017).

[11] Y. Lumer, Y. Plotnik, M. C. Rechtsman, and M. Segev,
”Self-localized states in photonic topological insulators,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 243905 (2013).

[12] M. J. Ablowitz, C. W. Curtis, and Y.-P. Ma, ”Linear
and nonlinear traveling edge waves in optical honeycomb
lattices,” Phys. Rev. A 90, 023813 (2014).

[13] D. Leykam and Y.-D. Chong, ”Edge solitons in nonlinear-
photonic topological insulators,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 117,
143901 (2016).

[14] M. J. Ablowitz and J. T. Cole, ”Tight-binding methods
for general longitudinally driven photonic lattices: Edge
states and solitons,” Phys. Rev. A 96, 043868 (2017).

[15] S. K. Ivanov, Y. V. Kartashov, A. Szameit, L. J.
Maczewsky, and V. V. Konotop, ”Edge solitons in Lieb
topological Floquet insulators,” Opt. Lett. 45, 1459
(2020).

[16] S. K. Ivanov, Y. V. Kartashov, A. Szameit, L. Torner, V.
V. Konotop, ”Vector topological edge solitons in Floquet
insulators,” ACS Photonics 7, 735 (2020).



8

[17] S. K. Ivanov, Y. V. Kartashov, M. Heinrich, A. Szameit,
L. Torner, and V. V. Konotop, ”Topological dipole Flo-
quet solitons,” Phys. Rev. A 103, 053507 (2021).

[18] S. K. Ivanov, Y. V. Kartashov, L. J. Maczewsky, A. Sza-
meit, V. V. Konotop, ”Bragg solitons in topological Flo-
quet insulators,” Opt. Lett. 45, 2271 (2020).

[19] D. A. Smirnova, L. A. Smirnov, D. Leykam, Y. S.
Kivshar, ”Topological edge states and gap solitons in the
non-linear Dirac model,” Laser Photon. Rev. 13, 1900223
(2019).

[20] Z. Shi, M. Zuo, H. Li, D. Preece, Y. Zhang, and Z. Chen,
”Topological edge states and solitons on a dynamically
tunable domain wall of two opposing helical waveguide
arrays,” ACS Photonics 8, 1077 (2021).

[21] S. Mukherjee, M. C. Rechtsman, ”Observation of Flo-
quet solitons in a topological bandgap,” Science 368, 856
(2020).

[22] S. Mukherjee, M. C. Rechtsman, ”Observation of uni-
directional soliton-like edge states in nonlinear Floquet
topological insulators,” arXiv:2010.11359 (2020).

[23] L. J. Maczewsky, M. Heinrich, M. Kremer, S. K. Ivanov,
M. Ehrhardt, F. Martinez, Y. V. Kartashov, V. V. Kono-
top, L. Torner, D. Bauer, and A. Szameit, ”Nonlinearity-
induced photonic topological insulator,” Science 370, 701
(2020).

[24] D. Smirnova, D. Leykam, Y. D. Chong, and Y. Kivshar,
”Nonlinear topological photonics,” Appl. Phys. Rev. 7,
021306 (2020).

[25] I. L. Garanovich, A. A. Sukhorukov, and Y. S. Kivshar,
”Defect-free surface states in modulated photonic lat-
tices,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 203904 (2008).

[26] A. Szameit, I. L. Garanovich, M. Heinrich, A. A. Sukho-
rukov, F. Dreisow, T. Pertsch, S. Nolte, A. Tunnermann,
and Y. S. Kivshar, ”Observation of defect-free surface
modes in optical waveguide arrays,” Phys. Rev. Lett.

101, 203902 (2008).
[27] S. Longhi and G. Della Valle, ”Floquet bound states in

the continuum,” Sci. Rep. 3, 2219 (2013).
[28] Y. G. Ke, X. Z. Qin, F. Mei, H. H. Zhong, Yu. S. Kivshar,

and C. Lee, ”Topological phase transitions and Thou-
less pumping of light in photonic waveguide arrays,” Las.
Photon. Rev. 10, 995 (2016).
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