Observing the nodal-line conversion determined by the relative homotopy
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Directly identifying the non-Abelian nodal-line semimetals (NASM) is quite challenging because
nodal-line semimetals typically do not possess topologically protected boundary modes. Here, by
reconstructing the correspondence between the bulk states of Hermitian systems and circuit voltage modes through gauge scale potential, the temporal topolectrical circuits (TTC) for evidencing
NASM are proposed. Following the logical progress of discovering NASM, we start by demonstrating the relative homotopy group of two-band models using TTC, which can faithfully determine the
conversion rules between the nodes in and out of the non-local-symmetry invariant subspace. Next,
we show that those rules dramatically change with the consideration of the additional band, historically leading to the arising of the NASM. Also, we demonstrate the unique non-Abelian constrained
nodal configuration - earing nodal lines. Our results established NASM for further investigating
topological line degeneracies, and proposed TTC will be a versatile platform for exploring nodalline semimetals.

Introduction—With symmetries protected (i.e., PT
symmetry, chiral, and mirror symmetries), two energy
bands of the nodal line semimetals can intersect each
other along the closed curve in the three dimensional Brillouin zone [1–3]. Those degeneracy curves are called the
nodal lines (NL) [2] and they behave as various shapes,
such as rings [4], chains [5], knots [6], and links [7]. Due
to symmetry breaking, nodal line semimetals can converse to Weyl [8] or Dirac semimetals [9]. Recently, homotopy theory has been applied to understand the band
intersection [10, 11], including complete nodal classification and node transfer. Beyond the established “tenfold
way” methods, one of the unique nodal classification is
the non-Abelian nodal-line semimetals (NASM) [1, 12],
which exhibit braiding topological structures [13] and
trajectory-dependent node transfer [14, 15]. Notably, like
normal NL semimetals, NASM does not have protected
boundary modes that are usually attended by topological
phases [3, 4], preventing NASM from being deterministic.
The physical realization of non-Abelian NL (such as
linked “earrings” NL) and, mostly, experimentally characterizing them in the 3D Brillouin zone is exceptionally
challenging. The tight-binding model is widely adopted
to describe the band structure in the theory of semimetals [4], where broken time-reversal symmetry and spinorbits coupling are usually involved. But localized orbits are not desired bases for optics, and adding the
model-required ingredients, such as spin-orbit coupling,
is extremely difficult (even impossible). Experimentally,
angle-resolved transmission spectroscopy (i.e., photoemission transmission for the electronic band, parameter
transmission optical band [16]) and Fourier-transformed
field scan (widely used in optics [17] and acoustic [14]
metamaterial) are the primary approaches to character the band structure, as well as the band degeneracies, of the (or artificial) material. However, neither of

them is appliable to verify the NL because the former is
very limited in momentum resolution [3], and the latter requires field distribution that is not accessible in
three-dimensions. The site-resolved topological circuits
or topolectrical circuits [18, 19] may provide a manageable platform to identify the NASM since the circuit network has a one-to-one correspondence to a tight-binding
model and the required ingredients are possible to realize. However, the general theory to demonstrate NASM
using circuits is lacking.
Here, we propose the temporal topolectrical circuits (TTC) to demonstrate the non-Abelian nodal line
semimetals with Hermiticity. Contrary to the existing
topological circuits, we show that the gauge scale potential in the circuit lattice is crucial in the correspondence between the eigenmodes of the Hamiltonian and
the voltage modes of TTC. And based on that, further
selective excitation of the voltage modes enables us to acquire the band information along with the specific crystal
orientation or on the specific crystal face, thus making
TTC momentum-resolved. The above features of TTC
allow us to identify the NASM directly. Our demonstration follows the mathematical description of NASM
with homotropy theory: (i) First, in the two-band model,
we show that mirror-related Weyl points with opposite
chirality convert into NL at the mirror-invariant plane
rather than annihilating. That conversion is ruled by the
relative homotopy group π2 (M2 , XR ). (ii) Next, in the
three-band model, we demonstrate that crossing points
of intersecting NL transfer to those formed by another
pair of bands. The above transfer is out of the capacity
of the two-band relative homotopy group π1 (M1,2 , XR ),
hence historically leading to the non-Abelian description
of band topology. (iii) we identify the unique earring
NL constrained by the non-Abelian property of π1 (M3 ),
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which has not been previously reported.

Fig. 1. Momentum-resolved TTC due to selective excitation
and enabled FTFS owing to Y I. (a) The purple dot represents the point source that excites the bulk states with identity eigenenergy. Hence the constructed band after Fourier
transform is the iso-energy contour. The orange line is the line
source, along which neighbor sites have a phase difference ∆z .
That carefully designed line source will excite the bulk states
with identical eigenenergy and wavevector kz = ∆z . Thus
band information on the momentum plane k = (kx , ky , ∆z ) is
accessible. Similarly, band information in kz direction is also
available with face source (bule face). (b) Quadratic degeneracy formed by the Weyl node colliding (with respect to inset
of Fig. 2b). The planes with scaled colors show the FTFS
results.

Momentum-resolved TTC— We show the admittance
and voltage modes correspond to the Hamiltonian and
its field coherences, respectively. When the lattice system described by H(k) is isolated to the environment,
its density matrix ρ is governed by Von Neumann equation dρ/dt = −i [H, ρ]. If we employ the field coherences
φk,i (t) = hak,i (t)i = T r [ak,i ρ (t)] to monitor the time
evolution of ρ, then
φk,n (t) = Φk,n eiEn (k)t−ik·r ,

(1)

where Φk,n and En (k) are the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of H, respectively. On the other hand, with
Bloch theory, the admittance matrix of the circuit in
a lattice structure can be written as J (w, k) = Y I +
J0 (w, k), where the diagonal elements Y I (so-called self
admittances) are separated and preset to be indentical.
Through time-domain analysis, the node voltage Vk,0 (t)
that changes over time are [20]
Vk (t) = Vk,0 eiω(k)t−ik·r ,

(2)

where Vk,0 are the eigenvectors of J (w, k) with respect
to the zero-value eigenvalues, w is the resonant frequency
of the circuit.
The above equation reminds us of Eq. 1, and indicates
that the response of the node voltage can emulate the
evolution of the field coherences, as long as J (w, k) is
appropriately configured to be of the same form as that
of H(k). To do so, the circuit has to operate at a fixed

frequency since J (w, k) is frequency-dependent. But the
frequency dimension in normal meta-materials usually
corresponds to eigen-energy of a solid. So to make the
circuit temporal, one needs to find out a circuit parameter that corresponds to the eigen-energy. Besides, the
voltage response Vk (t) is modeled by Vk,0 with vanishing
eigenvalue, while measuring Vk,j6=0 with a non-vanishing
eigenvalue is necessary to characterize the complete band
structure. We show the above two limitations can be
solved by self-admittances Y I.
The Y I plays a similar role to the onsite scalar potential in the tight-binding model. Tuning the onsite
potentials globally will shift the band by a constant in
the energy dimension, but it doesn’t cause any physical
effectsince it can be gauged out. But in TTC, it can
control the eigenvectors Vk,0 that correspond to zerovalue eigenvalues without changing the operating frequency (more details see [20]). In other words, one can
select the evolution of the bulk node voltage modes with
Y I. Also, parameter scanning of the bulk modes with Y
enables us to character band of the circuit (via a Fourier
transform, Fig.1b).
The TTC are both site and momentum resolved due
to their circuit nature. Different from distributed parameter metamaterials, bulk voltage modes inside the
3D TTC are easily accessible, thus leaving TTC siteresolved. Also, the eigenmodes of TTC can be selectively excited through careful-designed space-distribute
excitation, making it momentum resolved. Indeed, according to Breit-Wigner decomposition, the interaction
Wk,exc between the circuit modes Vk and outside current
excitation Ic eiωt reads
Wk,exc =

X

Ic ei∆(rc )·rc Vk∗ (rc )

(3)

c

where ∆(rc ) are phases of excitation, which are dependent on their position rc in lattice. Wk,exc = 0 suggests
that corresponding modes can not be excited. Figure 1a
shows the source configuration that can excite the eigenmodes along the specific crystal orientation or on the
specific crystal face (more details see [20]).
The general relative homotopy description of band
nodes can be found in [1, 11]. Here, we use the above
theory to analyze our circuit models and validate them
with simulation results.
Two-band model—Our demonstration starts with the
two-band models. The purpose is twofold: (i) we would
like to demonstrate that the relative homotopy group
captures the two-band conversion rules between the inplane and out-of-plane (the absence of the 3-band historically leads to the non-Abelian classification), (ii) and we
want to show the excellent facilities of the momentumresolved TTC in 3D, which all set a theoretical and experimental stage for later non-Abelian sections. For concreteness, the circuit model considered here is
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Fig. 2. Weyl node conversion in circuits determined by the
relative homotopy group π2 (M2 , XM ). The green plane denotes the mirror-invariant plane Π. We don’t plot the NL on
kz = π plane for clearness since it can be evaded by selective
excitation. (a) Mirror-related Weyl nodes with opposite chirality. We assign the black node surrounded by the orange
sphere S 2 to n = −1. The blue hemisphere is the D2 used in
π2 (M2 , XM ) and D2 ∩ Π = S 1 (black ring), which is constant
in M2 . A = 0.9. (b) Weyl node colliding on Π forming a
quadratic degeneracy (inset). A = 0.6. (c) Weyl nodes convert to a nodal line (purple) rather than annihilating due to
non-trivial nr = 1. A = 0.2. (d)-(f) Numerical results (via
FTFS) from LT spice with respect to (a)-(c)

(jw0 C)−1 J1 (k) =sinkz (sinkx σx + sinky σy ) +
[−1 − 0.8(coskx + cosky ) − Acoskz ]σz
(4)
where σi=x,y,z are the Pauli matrices and A is the tuning parameter. The above model does not possess any
lock-in symmetry (i.e., T reverse symmetry). Note that
to break T symmetry we employ the negative impedance
converters [20]. Therefore
projected model R × (R3 \ {0})
P
0
(by J (k) = I − 2 n |un (k)i hun (k)|, un (k) are occupied
states) belongs to a topological space M2 : J(k) ⊂ M2 ∼
=
S 2 , which is classified as class A in [10]. The embeddings of the p-dimensional sphere S p in M2 formulate
the homotopy group πp (M2 ). The non-trivial element
in the group indicates the embedding cannot be con-

tinuously deformed to a point, therefore gapless nodes
must exist inside the disc Dp+1 (boundary of the S p ,
∂Dp+1 = S p ), i.e., πp=2 (M2 ) = Z and non-trivial element suggests Weyl points. For our model with A = 0.9,
2
the orange sphere S−
in Fig. 2a cannot shrink to a point
because of the Weyl node it encloses. And the winding
2
number n = −1 on S−
suggests that the chirality of this
Weyl node is −1.
The
circuit
model
is
mirror-symmetric
σz J(kx , ky , kz )σz = J(kx , ky , −kz ), where the σz
is the representation of the symmetry.
Inside the
two mirror-invariant planes Π of the Brillouin zone
Π = (0, 0, 0/π), we have the subspace Xm of M2 , whose
elements are commutate with σz for ∀ k ∈ Π. The
continuous maps J : Dp → M2 with J(S 1 ) ⊂ Xm lead to
the topological classification: relative homotopy group
πp (M2 , Xm ), p = 1, 2, ..., where the embedding S p in
πp (M2 ) is a disk Dp now since Dp is identical to the
upper hemisphere of the mirror-symmetric S p that fully
contains the topological information.
Our circuit model exhibits two mz -related Weyl nodes
with opposite chirality when A > 0.6 (Fig. 2a and 2d).
The winding number n on the sphere that encloses both
points is trivial n = 0, meaning that two nodes can
either annihilate (bandgap open after that) or convert
to other types of nodes (such as nodal lines) with adiabatically tuning. Annihilating or not is controled by
π2 (M2 , Xm ) = Z. The image of S 1 in Π (black circle in
Fig. 2a) is a constant in M2 , so nr of π2 (M2 , Xm ) on D2
(blue semisphere in Fig. 2a) is equal to n on the sphere
that sololy includes the positive Weyl point nr = n = 1,
whereas the nontrivial nr corresponds to the latter conversion case after the node colliding. Figure 2b and 2e
show the mz -related Wely points collide when A = 0.6,
forming a double Wely node (or Euler class [14]) with
quadratic degeneracy (inset of Fig. 2b and Fig. 1b).
Decreasing the parameter continually, the double Wely
node will stretch into an mz -protected nodal line (Fig.
2c and 2f).
Three-band model—In this section, we demonstrate
that π1 (M, Xm ) description of the two-band is absent
for the three-band model. Compared to π2 (M, Xm ) that
captures the nodal point conversion, π1 (M, Xm ) determines the NL convention rules. The in-plane NL and the
convented out-of-plane NL intersect at the cross points
(CP), so one can alternatively understand π1 (M, Xm )
protects the CP. To demonstrate the topological stability of CP modified by the additional band, the concrete
circuit lattice model considered here is
(jw0 C)−1 J3 (k) = (coskx − 1) {Sx , Sy } +
(coskz − 1) {Sz , Sx } − BS1 + S2 cosky − S3 cosky ,

(5)

where 3Si = wi−1 Γ + h.c. − I, Γ = Sx2 + wSy2 + w2 Sz2 ,
w = e2πi/3 . Si is the angular momentum matrices for
spin 1. The above model preserves the inversion symmetry P , time-reversion symmetry T , and the combined
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Fig. 3. Relative homotopy group π1 (M2 , X+/− ) protecting
CP is absent and CP transfer for 3-band model. The red and
blue lines denote the NL formed by lower (upper) two bands
resp. (a) CP intersected by the occupied and unoccupied
bands. The purple loop is the S 1 used in π1 (M3 ) and winding
on it is nΓ = i2 = −1. B = 0.5. (b) CP survive when
B = 0. The orange loop is the S 1 used in π1 (M1,2 ) and γ1,2
is the D1 used in π1 (M1,2 , X+/− ). (c) NL distangle due to
π1 (M1,2 , X+ ) = 0. X+/− are separated by the red NL, in
which ∂γ1,2 lie. The winding on S 1 of π1 (M3 ) is nΓ = k2 =
−1. (d)-(f) Numerical results with respect to (a)-(c).

symmetry P T . Up to a gauge, the P T -symmetry enforces J2 (k) to be real (classified as nodal class AI [10]).
We remark that the continuum T -breaking models in
[1] can be easily generalized to lattice models. But T preserving models are more practical and feasible for experimental realization. A similar projection procedure
applied to J2 (k) leads to the J2 (k) ⊂ M1,2 ∼
= RP 2 , where
we assume that the first band is the occupied band and
the others are unoccupied bands. π1 (M1,2 ) = Z2 implies
that NL threads S 1 (a loop) if the winding number on S 1
is non-trivial, i.e., the orange loop encloses the red NL
in Fig. 3b.
The circuit model doesn’t respect mirror symmetry,
such as z-mirror represented by mz = diag(1, 1, −1), but
the expand near k0 = (0, 0, ±π/2) does, namely
lim J2 (k − k0 ) = Jef f (κ)

k→k0

σz Jef f (κx , κy , κz )σz = Jef f (κx , κy , −κz ).

(6)

Since the behavior of NL and CP are fully determined
by Jef f (just like topology property is determined by the
effective Hamiltonian close to Dirac points), hereafter,
we focus on Jef f . The mz -symmetric subspace Xm ⊂
M1,2 consists of two disjoint components Xm = X+ tX−
separated by in-plane red NL (shade with purple and
green in Fig. 3c), which are homotopic to X− ' point
and X+ ' S 1 .
The π1 (M1,2 , X+/− ) is incapable of stabilizing CP.
This follows that CP can be disentangled by moving outof-plane NL to X+ without altering the topological structure. For B = 0.5 and 0, Jef f (k) exhibits the intersecting NL formed by the occupied and unoccupied bands
(illustrated by the red line in Fig. 3a and Fig. 3d).
Here, the upper NL denoted by the blue can be temporarily neglected since the upper two bands are flatted
as a single trivial band. The full description, including
the upper band, requires multi-band homotopy ([1], also
see next section). The Dp required in the definition of
πp (M1,2 , X+/− ) for p = 1 is an open path, i.e., γ1,2 in
Fig. 3b. To endow γ1,2 non-trivial group structure, the
endpoints ∂γ1,2 of γ1,2 have to lie inside the same region,
i.e., ∂γ1,2 locate inside X+/− respectively. Accordingly,
π1 (M1,2 , X+/− ) = 0/Z2 . The trivial group structure of
π1 (M1,2 , X+ ) implies that there is an mz -symmetric deformation of Jef f (k) that permits γ1 contract to a point.
Hence, the CP in Fig. 3a and Fig. 3b can be removed
by pushing out-of-plane NL to X+ (B = −0.5, shown in
Fig. 3c and 3f). Applying a similar analysis on γ2 , one
can deduce that pushing NL to X− is forbidden.
The additional presence of particle-hole symmetry
would pin the NL at the same eigenvalue. That property doesn’t play an essential role in forming NL but will
significantly facilitate the experiments. This roots in that
FTFS measures the band information with same eigenvalue, and one can obtain the NL structure through a
single measurement, i.e., model of Eq. 4. If the model is
not particle-hole symmetric, one has to parameter scan
the iso-eigenvalue contour, and scrambles the measured
information up to construct NL. The data from the above
brute force method always accompanies a lot of noise due
to bulk states. Here, we avoid this by partially flatting
the central second band (through adding a bulk dispersion) [20].
Earring NL— However, as we observed, the CP
doesn’t vanish entirely for B = −1. Instead, they transfer to another type of intersection (blue NL) formed by
the upper bands, as shown in Fig.3c. To show the nonAbelian nature poses a constrain on NL, the concrete
circuit model reads
(jw0 C)−1 J3 (k) = (coskx − 1) {Sx , Sy } + (coskz − 1)
{Sz , Sx } − 2cosky S1 + [0.5cos(2ky ) + C](S2 − S3 ).
(7)
J3 is also PT-symmetric, and the effect model near k0
preserves mz and mx symmetry. The spectral flatting
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extended and detangled NL, and the winding number on
the purple path is nΓ = i·(−k)·(−i)·k = −1 (Fig. 4a and
4d, inset of Fig. 4a shows the nΓ formula of braided NL
on the path). For C = 0.5, NL of different types touches
each other (Fig. 4b and 4e). However, further adiabatically tuning C below 0.5 does not force NL move across
each other, since nontrivial winding −1 forbids that. In
fact, they present as tangled NL with an earing structure
(C = −0.3, Fig. 4c and 4f).
Conclusion— Directly evidencing the topological property in 3D that does not feature surface states is
quite challenging. Here, we propose a site-resolved and
momentum-resolved circuit, which can serve as a general experimental platform. As an example of that, we
demonstrate the band degeneracy in semimetal and further non-Abelian semimetal. Our circuit may inspire
metamaterial reverse design (such as that in acoustic [21]
and EM [22] frequency range) since those can be simplified as the lumped parameter electrical circuit.

∗

Fig. 4. Non-Abelian nodal lines and earing nodal structure. The purple loop encircles the braided NL formed by
the upper (blue) and lower (red) bands. Arrows denote the
orientation of the NL. (a) Tangled NL. C = 1.3. The inset shows the winding number formula on the purple loop:
−1
Γbraid ∼ ΓR Γ−1
B ΓR ΓB . (b) NL of different types move towards each other, C = 0.5 (c) NL does not cross each other
owing to the quaternion charge nΓ = −1 on the purple loop,
resulting in the earing NL. C = −0.3. (d)-(f) Numerical results with respect to (a)-(c).

projection that contains the
information of
Ptopological
N =3
the third band is J30 (k) = j j |ujk i hujk |, where |ujk i
is the j-th Bloch states. J3 (k) ⊂ M3 ≡ SO(3)/D2 and
π1 (M3 ) = π0 (D2 ) = {±1, ±i, ±j, ±k} (represented by
the quaternion group) with i2 = j 2 = k 2 = −1. The
element i (k) in the group corresponds to that S 1 encircles NL formed by the lower (upper) two bands, while k
encircles both and the sign ± corresponds to the NL orientation. The non-Abelian property manifest itself as the
anticommuting relation ik = −ki = −j, i.e., ik = −ki
implies that orientation reverses if NL passes under NL
of the other type (red and blue arrows in Fig. 4a-4c).
The element −1 captures the entanglement between
the NL of the same type or that of different types. For
instance, in the former case, CP transfer in the model
of J2 (shown in Fig. 3a-3c) corresponds to the winding
conservation on the path, which reinterprets winding −1
from −1 = i2 to −1 = k 2 . The latter case will be investigated in the model of J3 . For C = 1.3, the model has
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121, 106402 (2018).
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