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A space-time crystal is defined as a quantum mechanical system with both spatial and temporal periodicity.
Such a system can be described by the Floquet-Bloch (FB) theory. We first formulate a semiclassical theory
by constructing a wave-packet through the superposition of the FB wave functions and derive the equations of
motion of FB electrons subjected to slowly varying external fields (not to be confused with the fast-changing Flo-
quet drive), revealing behaviors similar to ordinary Bloch electrons but with quantities modified in the Floquet
context. Specifically, we study local magnetic moment due to the self-rotation of the wave-packet, a contribution
to total magnetization from the Berry curvature in k-space, and the polarization of a fully occupied FB band.
Based on the semiclassical theory, we can also show the fingerprint of the energy flow in such an energy-non-
conserved system. We then discuss the density matrix of a FB system attached to a thermal bath, which allows
us to investigate quantities involving many electrons in the non-interacting limit. As an application, we calcu-
late the intrinsic current response in an oblique spacetime metal showing the non-equilibrium nature of the FB
system. The current response can also be related to the acoustoelectric effect. Overall, we develop a systematic
approach for studying space-time crystals and provide a powerful tool to explore the electronic properties of this
exotic system with coupled space and time.

I. INTRODUCTION

Periodically driven systems have long been intensively
studied given their great controllability and potential to re-
alize many exotic phases of matter or to achieve great per-
formance in various applications, such as Floquet topologi-
cal insulator [1–3], (space-)time crystal [4–10], Floquet en-
gineered moiré system [11], and even quantum computa-
tion [12, 13]. The physics behind the periodically driven
systems can be well-described by the Floquet(-Bloch) the-
ory [8, 14–16], which is generally non-perturbative and thus
is useful for cases with strong field driven [16, 17]. Given
the strongly driven nature of those systems, there rises a nat-
ural question: how does the electron behave or what kind of
unique transport property can the periodic drive bring us? This
question has been answered by many physicists from different
aspects. To put it in simple words, the answer is that the elec-
tronic dynamics are largely modified by time variations and
so is the electron population (density), which then leads to
various unique transport phenomena: shift current [16, 18],
light-induced Hall effect [19, 20], and acoustic (spin)-Hall ef-
fect [21–23].

Among various periodically driven systems, those hav-
ing periodic structures in spatial directions, also known as
Floquet-Bloch systems or space-time crystals, have attracted
more attention as more degrees of freedom being introduced
to their Bloch counterpart [24, 25]. Depending on how the
temporal periodicity is related to the spatial periodicity, the
space-time crystals can be roughly classified into two cate-
gories: rectangular and oblique spacetime crystals [7]. The
former can often be seen in systems driven by light [16, 18–
20] where the periodicity is either purely in time or purely in
space, while the latter can be realized as Bloch systems driven
by phonons [8, 10] that have non-negligible momentum lead-
ing to a purely temporal periodicity and other periodicities
tilted in space-time (see Refs. [21–23] for recent advances in

the phonon-driven Bloch systems). For better understanding
and further exploring the unique physics in those systems, it
becomes increasingly important to know the electron dynam-
ics and its responses to external fields such as static electric
or magnetic fields (not to be confused with the time-periodic
Floquet driving field). The responses can in general be cat-
egorized into equilibrium responses (e.g., magnetization and
polarization) and non-equilibrium responses (transport phe-
nomena such as charge or spin current responses) [26]. One
could imagine that those fairly familiar concepts in ordinary
Bloch systems would become much more different and hard
to reach in the context of the Floquet system due to its distinct
nature. Efforts have been given to some of those aspects, for
example, Floquet transport [27–29] and orbital magnetization
in Floquet-Bloch system [30].

Our goal in this work is to establish a systematic framework
for studying the electronic dynamics and responses to external
fields in space-time crystals by directly extending the semi-
classical wave-packet formalism developed for Bloch sys-
tems [26, 31]. The general philosophy is that given a space-
time crystal, either rectangular or oblique, we can construct a
wave-packet as the superposition of the Floquet-Bloch wave-
functions and then treat the external slowly-varying fields
(such as static electric or magnetic fields) as weak inhomo-
geneity in space and time which can be felt by the wave-
packet. Thus, a set of semiclassical equations of motions
can be derived characterizing the electronic dynamics in the
space-time crystal. Our scope is then extended to discus-
sions of the physical phenomena involving many yet non-
interacting electrons. By using density matrix analysis, we are
able to see the non-equilibrium nature of the Floquet systems
in the current response of an ensemble of electrons.

In particular, we find that the behaviors of Floquet-Bloch
electrons are similar to ordinary Bloch electrons but with
quantities modified in the Floquet context, for example, the
Berry curvatures and the energy. We are specifically inter-
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ested in the local magnetic moment caused by the self-rotation
of the wave-packet in the presence of an external magnetic
field, the magnetization from the Berry curvature, and the po-
larization of a fully occupied Floquet-Bloch band, which has
two contributions: one is the Bloch polarization modified by
the Floquet drive; the other is the Floquet polarization purely
from the time variations. The theory also shows the finger-
print of the energy flow in such an energy-non-conserved sys-
tem. We then discuss the density matrix of a Floquet-Bloch
system connected to a heat bath, which allows us to investi-
gate quantities involving many electrons in the non-interacting
limit. The density matrix is in general non-diagonal and time-
dependent which indicates the inapplicability of the semiclas-
sical scheme to the damped systems, while it becomes diago-
nal and time-independent when the connection (or the damp-
ing) is turned off. As an application of our theory, we calculate
the intrinsic current response in an oblique spacetime metal
showing the non-equilibrium nature of the Floquet-Bloch sys-
tem, which can also be interpreted as the acoustoelectric ef-
fect.

This paper is organized as the following. In Sec. II, we
start with the introduction to the Floquet-Bloch theory for
periodically driven Bloch systems and the two time-scales
scheme used throughout our work. The eigen-wavefunctions
of the Floquet-Bloch system are discussed together with
its orthonormal conditions. Then, based on the eigen-
wavefunctions, we construct the wave-packet and derive the
equations of motions of Floquet-Bloch electrons subjected to
slowly varying external potentials in Sec. III with more de-
tailed discussions about the magnetization and polarization in
that section. In particular, we discuss the energy flow between
the Floquet drive and the Bloch system. We also discuss the
density matrix of a Floquet-Bloch system attached to a ther-
mal bath in Sec. IV to investigate the electronic populations
given that such a driven system is indeed a non-equilibrium
system. This then allows us to calculate quantities involving
many electrons in the non-interacting limit. Having the semi-
classical theory established, we proceed in Sec. V to apply it
to cases with oblique space-time structures where non-trivial
responses are expected. One specific physical quantity we are
interested in is the intrinsic DC current response, which shows
the non-equilibrium nature of the Floquet-Bloch systems. Fi-
nally, several concluding remarks are given in Sec. VI.

II. FLOQUET-BLOCH HAMILTONIAN,
WAVE-FUNCTIONS, AND THEIR PROPERTIES

A. Space-time lattice and multi-band Floquet-Bloch system

Here we give some primes on the Floquet-Bloch formal-
ism and related properties that are useful for our discussions.
Our starting point is to construct a Floquet system by time-
periodically perturbing a Bloch system. When there is no per-
turbation, we have the corresponding static system which is
basically a multi-band Bloch system:

HB(r)|ϕαk(r)〉 = Eα(k)|ϕαk(r)〉 (1)

(a)

(b) (c)

FIG. 1. (a) The illustration of two types of simple spacetime lattices
in (1+1)D: the rectangular spacetime lattice (left two panels) and the
oblique spacetime lattice (right two panels) in both real (t, x) space
(top two panels) and reciprocal (ω, k) space (bottom two panels).
(b,c) The space-time potential following Eq. (3) with V0 = 1, C =
0.2R, and σ = 0.2R2 for rectangular (b) and oblique (c) space-
time crystals. The red dots highlight the underline space-time lattice
structures.

where HB(r) = HB(r+R) is the Hamiltonian for the static
Bloch system with NB multiple bands, α = {1, 2, · · · , NB}
stands for the Bloch band index with α = 1 being the ground
state, and k stands for lattice momentum. From Bloch’s Theo-
rem, the wavefunction can be expressed as a plane wave multi-
plied with a space periodic function: |ϕαk(r)〉 = eik·r|uαk(r)〉,
where |uαk(r +R)〉 = |uαk(r)〉.

Now, we can introduce the time-periodic perturbation to the
Bloch system which makes HB → H(r, t) with periodicity
in time H(r, t) = H(r, t+ T ), and the Schrodinger equation
becomes time-dependent:

H(r, t)|Ψ(r, t)〉 = i~∂t|Ψ(r, t)〉. (2)

Normally, the new Hamiltonian should inherit the spatial pe-
riodicity from the static Bloch Hamiltonian that H(r, t) =
H(r + R, t). However, in this note we are going to dis-
cuss a more general scenario where the spatial periodicity
can be partly broken by the time variation ending up with
a coupled periodicity in both temporal and spatial direction:
H(r, t) = H(r+R, t+ κ·R

Ω ) where Ω = 2π/T and κ are the
energy and momentum introduced by the time variation. We
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call a system with a zero κ the rectangular space-time crystal
and a system with a non-zero κ the oblique space-time crys-
tal. We want to emphasize that, for systems considered in this
work, the temporal periodicityH(r, t+T ) = H(r, t) is exact
regardless of κ being zero or nonzero. In Fig. 1 (a), we show
those two types of spacetime lattices in both the real space
(space-time) and the reciprocal space (energy-momentum).
We note here that the spacetime we used adopts a signature
(−t,ω,+x,k), so that ai · bj = ±2πδij holds.

Then, as an illustration, we consider a simple (1 + 1)D
Hamiltonian H(x, t) = −~2

2m ∂2
x + V (x, t) with a space-time

potential

V (x, t) = −V0

∑
l

e−(x−xl(t))2/σ, (3)

where V0 is the potential constant, σ controls the width of
the potential, and xl(t) ≡ lR − C cos(κlR− Ωt) is the po-
sition of lth ion. This specific ion position profile describes
a sound wave with mode (Ω, κ) and amplitude C propagat-
ing through the 1D lattice (which serves as the fast-varying
Floquet driving field). We note that setting C = 0 reduces the
system to its corresponding static Bloch system. We can check
that the space-time potential satisfies the correct periodicity:
V (x, t+ T ) = V (x, t) and V (x+R, t+ κR

Ω ) = V (x, t). We
plot the space-time potential for two special cases: (Ω, κ) =
(2π/T, 0) corresponding to a rectangular space-time lattice
[Fig. 1 (b)] and (Ω, κ) = (2π/T, 2π/

√
2R) [32] correspond-

ing to an oblique space-time lattice [Fig. 1 (c)].

Now, we have gained some basic knowledge about the
space-time crystalline structure. Let us then move to the
discussion about its wavefunctions. Analogous to the Bloch
crystal where the Bloch wavefunctions are eigenstates of both
the Hamiltonian and the translation operators, here we should
have the Floquet-Bloch wavefunction to be the eigenstate of
both the Floquet-Bloch Hamiltonian and its corresponding
translation operators. Thus, for a Floquet-Bloch eigenstate la-
beled by energy-momentum ξ ≡ (ω,k), the following equa-
tions should be satisfied:

T̂a1 |Ψξ(r, t)〉 = |Ψξ(r, t+ T )〉
= eia1·ξ|Ψξ(r, t)〉 = e−iωT |Ψξ(r, t)〉,

T̂a2 |Ψξ(r, t)〉 = |Ψξ(r +R, t+
κ ·R

Ω
)〉

= eia2·ξ|Ψξ(r, t)〉 = e−iω
κ·R
Ω +ik·R|Ψξ(r, t)〉,

(4)

where T̂a1
and T̂a2

are two translation operators along two
translation symmetric directions: a1 = (T, 0) and a2 =
(κ·RΩ ,R) [also shown in Fig. 1(a)]. We can construct a set of
basis wavefunctions [8, 10] that satisfy the above equations,
which read

|Ψα
n,ξ(r, t)〉 = e−iωt|Φαn,k(r, t)〉 ≡ e−i(ω+nΩ)t|ϕαk+nκ(r)〉,

(5)
which is nothing but the original Bloch wavefunction shifted
both in energy and momentum by an integer multiple of
(Ω,κ). Here n is the so-called Floquet band index. Thus, true

eigenstates can be expressed as linear combinations of those
basis wavefunctions

|Ψµ
k(r, t)〉 =

∑
n,α

fµ,αn,k |Ψ
α
n,ξ(r, t)〉

= e−iωµ(k)t
∑
n,α

fµ,αn,k |Φ
α
n,k(r, t)〉 ≡ e−iωµ(k)teik·r|ũµk〉

(6)

where we have added the Floquet band index µ and denoted
the quasi-energy ωµ, |ũµk〉 refers to the Floquet-Bloch peri-
odic function that has the same periodicity as the Hamilto-
nian, and the coefficient fµ,αn,k satisfies the following eigen-
equation:

∑
n,β Hm,n;α,β(k)fµ,βn,k = ~ωµ(k)fµ,αn,k with the

kernel matrix defined as

Hm,n;α,β(k) ≡ 〈〈Φαm,k(r, t)|H(r, t)− i~∂t|Φβn,k(r, t)〉〉
(7)

There are a few things that need to be clarified: the inner prod-
uct now also takes the time dimension into account which is
defined as 〈〈·〉〉 ≡ 1/T

∫ T
0
〈·〉dt; the quasi-energy ωµ inher-

its the Bloch band index so that in principle, we will have
NB different quasi-energy bands {ω1, ω2 · · ·ωNB} within a
Floquet-Bloch zone; the wavevector k is now only conserved
up to a change of integer multiples of κ so that we can refer it
as a quasi-momentum. The kernel matrixHm,n;α,β is actually
a direct product of the Bloch system and the Floquet degrees
of freedom.

In this work, we will keep using the following convention
for notions:

{µ, ν} label Floquet bands
{α, β} label original Bloch bands
{n,m, l, · · · } label Floquet band replicas

(8)

For more than two Floquet (Bloch) bands involved, we use
primed symbols to distinguish different states: µ, ν, µ′, ν′, · · ·
(α, β, α′, β′, · · · ). Additionally, the periodic part of the
Floquet-Bloch wavefunction will also have a tilde on top of
it: |ũµk〉, as compared to that of the Bloch wavefunction that
has no tilde: |uαk〉.

One of the reasons to choose the extended Floquet-Bloch
basis is that we can utilize some properties of the correspond-
ing Bloch system directly. For example, one can obtain the
following orthonormal conditions for the wavefunction and
constructing basis:

〈Ψµ
k(r, t)|Ψν

k′(r, t)〉 =
∑
G

δµ,νδ(k − k′ +G) (9)

where G is the reciprocal vector of the corresponding static
Bloch lattice. We note that the above relation is true given the
following relation (see Appendix A):∑

n,β

(fµ,βn+m,k−mκ)∗fν,βn,k+G = δµ,νδm,0, (10)



4

which follows from the orthogonality of the eigenvector of
the kernel matrix in Eq. (7). We also utilized the fact that
the coefficients also inherit the Bloch periodicity: fν,αn,k+G =

fν,αn,k [33]. In the remaining of this work, we shall restrict
the quasi-momentum k in our discussion to the first Bril-
louin zone of the corresponding static Bloch lattice. Then,
we have the following completeness relation for the Floquet-
Bloch states:

I =
∑
µ

∫
dk|Ψµ

k(r, t)〉〈Ψµ
k(r, t)|

=
∑
µ

∑
αβ,mn

∫
dk|Φαm,k(r)〉fµ,αm,k

(
fµ,βn,k

)∗
〈Φβn,k(r)|,

(11)

or at a specific k, the completeness relation for the periodic
part of the Floquet-Bloch wavefunction:

Ik =
∑
µ

|ũµk〉〈ũ
µ
k|. (12)

B. Two Time Scales

In the last section, we primarily consider Floquet systems
with only one fast-varying driving field (light or sound wave)
which introduces a typical time scale T = 2π/Ω. However,
in many cases, those systems are also subjected to other ex-
ternal fields with a much slower time scale. Such separation
in time scales allows us to treat those two types of driving
fields differently: the Floquet Hamiltonian with fast-changing
fields as the basis and the slowly-varying fields as perturba-
tions. In this work, we will consider an extended system by
adding an external field A to the Hamiltonian in Eq. (2), and
to further distinguish the two time scales, we explicitly write
the extended Hamiltonian as

H(r, t;A(r, t)) ≡ H(r, τf ;A(r, τs)) (13)

where the fast time evolution denoted by τf is the Floquet
oscillation (for example the space-time potential introduced
in Eq. (3), which can be recast as V (x, τf ) using the nota-
tion defined here) and the slow time evolution denoted by τs
is characterized by the external field A(r, τs) (such as static
electromagnetic fields E, B) which can be viewed as the en-
velope function over the fast-changing part. Although two
different labels have been used to distinguish two time scales,
they are essentially the same (any time-dependent operator
acts on both of them). The two-time-scale method has been
adopted for studying the transition behaviors of time periodi-
cally driven systems before [34, 35].

However, this work focuses on the effect of applying slowly
varying external fields. A common technique is to average
out the fast oscillating part of the system and what is left is
the slow-time evolving part we are interested in. By averag-
ing out the fast-time variations, we end up with the following

approximation:

〈g(τf , τs)〉T ≈ ḡ(τs) ≡
1

T

∫ τs+T

τs

g(τf , τs0)dτf

〈∂τsg(τf , τs)〉T ≈ ∂τs ḡ(τs);

〈∂tg(τf , τs)〉T ≈ 〈∂τf g(τf , τs0)〉T∫
dtg(τf , τs) ≈

∫
dτsḡ(τs)

(14)

where g(τf , τs) is an arbitrary function having two time scales
as described before, 〈·〉T ≡ 1

T

∫ τs+T
τs

dt is to average over a
Floquet period. One should notice that the only approximation
made in the above equations is that we keep the slowly varying
part unchanged (by setting τs = τs0 ∈ [τs, τs+T ]) during the
time integration, which is the essence of slow evolution.

We have to emphasize that the main technique used in this
work is that we separate the time scale into fast and slowly
changing parts and assign two different and independent time
variables (τf and τs) to describe those two evolutions. The in-
dependence between t and τs here is really an assumption that
when we integrate out or differentiate the fast time variable t,
those quantities slowly depending on time characterized by τs
are thought to be unchanged. In the cases where we need to
count all time variations, we shall denote the total time deriva-
tive as

d

dt
=

d

dτf
+

d

dτs
. (15)

III. WAVE-PACKET DYNAMICS FOR FLOQUET-BLOCH
ELECTRONS

A. Construction of wave-packet

In this section, following the semiclassical theory devel-
oped for the Bloch system, we construct a wave-packet based
on the Floquet-Bloch wavefunctions and thus obtain the effec-
tive Lagrangian. The wave-packet is essentially a superposi-
tion of wave-forms with a broadened distribution in wavevec-
tor, based on which the wave-packet for the electron on a spe-
cific Floquet-Bloch band ωµ can be constructed as below:

|Wµ〉 ≡
∫
dk a(k, τs)

∑
n,α

fµ,αn,k (rc)|Φαn,k(r, rc, τf )〉

=
∑
n,α

e−inΩτf

∫
dk a(k, τs)f

µ,α
n,k (rc)|ϕαn,k(r, rc)〉

(16)

where |ϕαn,k(r, rc)〉 ≡ ei(k+nκ)·r|uαn,k(r, rc)〉 is the Bloch
wavefunction for the corresponding static system with lat-
tice momentum kn ≡ k + nκ at the Bloch band Eα, and
a(k, τs) ≡ |a(k, τs)|e−iγ(k,τs) is the distribution function in
k space. Notice that we put explicitly the packet center rc in
the wavefunction to illustrate its extra dependence on spatial
variation of the external field, whose evaluation is presented in
Appendix B. One of the most important arguments or assump-
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tions we made in the construction of the above wave-packet
is that the distribution a(k, τs) purely depends on the quasi-
momentum k and the slow time scale τs. Later we will see
that this slow time dependence gives rise to the semiclassical
dynamics on a large time scale. The normalization of the con-
structed wave-packet requires that

∫
dk |a(k, τs)|2 = 1, and

in the sense of wave-packet, we also need the k distribution to
be narrow: |a(k, τs)|2 ∼ δ(k − kc) with

kc(τs) ≡
∫
dk k|a(k, τs)|2 (17)

being the so-called momentum center of the wave-packet.
Again, as we can see, kc only has slow-time dependence.

Here are some remarks on the construction of the wave-
packet using Floquet-Bloch wave functions: (1) Given a
Floquet-Bloch system, there will be an infinite number of en-
ergy bands in the frequency domain. So, we have to choose
one set of Floquet-Bloch bands within the Floquet Brillouin
zone, and all others are just replicas labeled by different Flo-
quet index n. (2) Similar to the Bloch system, we need adia-
baticity for the wave-packet to be well defined, which means
that the external slowly varying fields should have energy
scales much smaller than the Floquet Gap (which will be de-
fined in the later discussions).

B. Effective Lagrangian and equations of motion

The effective action for the wave-packet is given by [31, 36]

S =

∫
dt〈Wµ(kc, rc)|i~

d

dt
− Ĥ(r, t)|Wµ(kc, rc)〉

≈
∫
dτs〈〈Wµ(kc, rc)|i~

d

dt
− Ĥ(r, t)|Wµ(kc, rc)〉〉

≡
∫
dτsLeff (kc, rc, τs) (18)

where we have implicitly integrated out the fast-time varia-
tion and the slow-time dependence τs is left. The fast spa-
tial variation has been taken care of by the inner product be-
tween the wave-packets [31]. Here, Leff (kc, rc, τs) is de-
fined as the effective Lagrangian, which has only slow space
and time variations. One can also think of the effective La-
grangian as the operator i~dt − Ĥ evaluated under the wave-
packet over a space-time unit cell. In Appendix C and D, we
perform detailed calculations for both 〈〈Wµ|i~dt|Wµ〉〉 and
〈〈Wµ|Ĥ|Wµ〉〉. Thus, we have

Leff = −

(
Eµ − ~

∑
n,α

∣∣∣fµ,αn,kc

∣∣∣2 nΩ

)
+ ~kc · ṙc

+ 〈〈ũµk|i~∂τs |ũ
µ
k〉〉|k=kc

+ ~ṙc · 〈〈ũµk|i∂rc |ũ
µ
k〉〉|k=kc

+ ~k̇c · 〈〈ũµk|i∂k|ũ
µ
k〉〉|k=kc

, (19)

where Eµ ≡ 〈〈Wµ|Ĥ(r̂, t)|Wµ〉〉 is the energy of the wave-
packet and |ũµk(r, rc)〉 =

∑
n f

µ,α
n,k (rc)e

−inΩτf einκ·r|uαn,k〉

is the periodic part of the Floquet-Bloch wave-function. Note
that all fast-time dependencies have been integrated out leav-
ing only slow-time variations. So, here the dot on top of vari-
ables Ȯ ≡ dO/dτs means slow time derivative.

Now, by the Euler-Lagrange equation, we can obtain the
equations of motion for Floquet-Bloch electrons:

~ṙc =
∂Ẽµ
∂kc
−
(
Ωµ
kc,kc

· k̇c + Ωµ
kc,rc

· ṙc
)

+ Ωµ
τs,kc

;

~k̇c =− ∂Ẽµ
∂rc

+
(
Ωµ
rc,rc · ṙc + Ωµ

rc,kc
· k̇c
)
−Ωµ

τs,rc ,

(20)

where Ẽµ ≡ Eµ − ~
∑
n,α

∣∣∣fµ,αn,kc

∣∣∣2 nΩ = ~ωµ + ∆Eµ is
the electron energy with ∆Eµ being the gradient correction
to the energy due to the finite size of the wave-packet (see
Appendix D for more details) and(

Ωµ
ξ,ξ′

)
p,q
≡ Ωµξp,ξ′q

≡ i
[
〈〈∂ξp ũ

µ
k|∂ξ′q ũ

µ
k〉〉 − h.c.

]
,(

Ωµ
τs,ξ

)
p
≡ Ωµτs,ξp ≡ i

[
〈〈∂τs ũ

µ
k|∂ξp ũ

µ
k〉〉 − h.c.

]
(21)

with ξ = kc, rc are the Berry curvatures defined in the param-
eter space (kc, rc, τs).

Now, we have obtained the equation of motion for the
Floquet-Bloch electron subjected to slowly varying external
potentials. Those equations have exactly the same form as
those for the static Bloch crystal [31], except that the quanti-
ties involved are modified in the Floquet context, for example,
the Berry curvatures that include the time variations in them.
In the next few subsections, we are going to discuss some spe-
cific physical observables for which one can also find corre-
spondences in the static Bloch crystal together with some im-
plications that are unique to Floquet systems.

C. Electromagnetic responses of Floquet-Bloch electrons

One of the most important responses studied in condensed
matter physics is the electromagnetic response. In this section,
we want to specify the external slow-varying field to be the
electromagnetic field, which can be introduced through gauge
potentials [A(r, t), φ(r, t)]:

Ĥ = Ĥ0(k + eA(r̂, t))− eφ(r̂, t), (22)

which gives Ĥc = Ĥ0(k+eA(rc, τs))−eφ(rc, τs). Note that
the gauge potentials only introduce slow time and space vari-
ations, so that only (rc, τs) enters the argument. Let us use
the gauge momentum center qc = kc + eA(rc, τs), which in-
cludes the variation of the position center and the momentum
center: ∂rc = (∂rceA) · ∂qc and ∂kc = ∂qc . Plugging this
substitution, we have the electron energy to be

Eµ = E0
µ(qc)− eφ(rc, τs) + ∆Eµ, (23)
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where E0
µ(qc) = 〈〈Wµ|Ĥ0(qc)|Wµ〉〉 and ∆Eµ = −B ·m

(see detailed derivations in Appendix D), where B = ∇rc ×
A(rc, τs) is the magnetic field and

m =
e

2~
Im〈〈 ∂

∂qc
ũµqc | ×

[
ĤF (qc)− ~ωµ(qc)

]
| ∂
∂qc

ũµqc〉〉
(24)

is the local magnetic moment of the Floquet-Bloch wave-
packet due to its self-rotation in the magnetic field. Finally,
the Lagrangian becomes

LEMeff =− EMµ + eφ(rc, τs) + ~ṙc · [qc − eA(rc, τs)]

+ ~q̇c · 〈〈ũµqc |i∂qc |ũ
µ
qc〉〉 (25)

where EMµ ≡ ~ωµ(qc)−m·B is the electron energy including
the magnetization, and the last term is equal to the last three
terms in Eq. (19) writing compactly. The equations of motion
become simply

ṙc =
∂EMµ
~qc

− q̇c ×Ω; q̇c = −eE
~
− eṙc ×B (26)

where (Ω)p = 1
2εijkΩqcj ,qck is pseudo vector form of the

Berry curvature and E = −∇rcφ(rc, τs) − ∂τsA(rc, τs) is
the electric field.

The electromagnetic fields introduced here should be
slowly varying in both space and time. This is important
since, in some cases, the Floquet system is actually driven
by electromagnetic fields which introduce the fast time vari-
ations [16, 18]. One has to distinguish those fields by their
time scales. The general argument here is still the separation
of time scales.

D. Berry curvature contribution to the magnetization

Apart from the local magnetic moment of the wave-packet
as written in Eq. (24), there is another contribution to the over-
all magnetization originating from the Berry curvature. The
Bloch counterpart can be found in Ref. [26]. Similarly, it can
be seen from the current response of the Floquet-Bloch sys-
tem:

jµ =− e
∫
BZ

dkρFµ,µṙc = − e
~

∫
BZ

dk
[∂Eµ
∂kc

(1 + Tr Ωµ
kr)

−Ωµ
kr · ṙc −Ωµ

kk · k̇c + Ωµ
τsk

]
, (27)

where for simplicity we set ρFµ,µ ≡ 1, i.e., a fully occupied
band, and Tr Ωµ

kr is a correction to the k-space measure dk
(or the density of state) due to the non-canonical form of the
equations of motions [26, 38]. In this case, we also consider
no external slow time variations: Ωµ

τsk
= 0, and k̇c = −∂Eµ∂rc

,

ṙc =
∂Eµ
∂kc

(notice that any higher orders in the Berry curva-
tures have been ignored). Thus, the current can be rewritten
as (by discarding terms that are total derivatives of momentum

k)

jµ = − e
~

∫
BZ

dkEµ
[
− ∂

∂k
Ωµ
kiri

+
∂

∂ki
Ωµ
kri
− ∂

∂ri
Ωµ
kki

]
− e

~
∂

∂ri

∫
BZ

dkEµΩµ
kki

= ∇×
∫
BZ

dk(− e
~

)EµΩµ, (28)

where the repeated subscript “i” should be summed over (no
summation for index µ) and we have recognized that the first
line is exactly the Bianchi identity which is zero (one can also
show explicitly that those terms cancel each other exactly).
Here Ωµ is again the pseudo vector form of the Berry curva-
ture. Finally, the current can be cast into a curl of something
that has the meaning of magnetization. Therefore, we con-
clude that there is a contribution from the Berry curvature to
the total magnetization which reads

− e

~
EµΩµ = eωµ(k) Im〈〈 ∂

∂k
ũµk| × |

∂

∂k
ũµk〉〉. (29)

Together with the local magnetic moment (24), the Magneti-
zation at given k-state becomes (promoting qc to general k
here)

M(k) =
e

2~
Im〈〈 ∂

∂k
ũµk| ×

[
ĤF (k) + ~ωµ(k)

]
| ∂
∂k

ũµk〉〉.
(30)

Some remarks need to be given regarding the above deriva-
tions. First, the procedure for getting the Berry curvature
contribution to the total magnetization is general for any sys-
tems that have the current response as described in Eq. (27).
So, the obtained magnetization in Eq. (30) is also true for
static Bloch systems at zero temperature (because we set
ρFµ,µ ≡ 1) [38, 39] but modifications in energy have to be
made: H → H − µ and ~ω → ~ω − µ to account for the
chemical potential [40]. In this section, we set simply the dis-
tribution function to be constant which ignores the effect of
k-dependence of the Floquet-Bloch density of states (as we
will discuss later). Such contribution from the non-uniform
distribution function can be found quite easily in Bloch sys-
tems [26] but becomes complicated in the Floquet system due
to its non-equilibrium nature, which is beyond our scope in
this work. However, Efforts have been given to address that
issue using perturbation theory [30].

E. Effective Hamiltonian and the averaged energy

Here we want to provide some insights into the semiclas-
sical dynamics derived above. Given a system with two
time scales: fast periodic time evolution and external slow
time evolution, we separate those two by imposing inde-
pendence between them and average out the fast-time end-
ing up with only the dynamics of slowly varying quantities
(rc,kc, τs;E,B, · · · ). On the large time scale, we can define
the effective Hamiltonian based on only those slowly vary-
ing variables. Firstly, from Lagrangian Eq.(19), we have the
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canonical conjugate variables:

Πrc =
∂Leff
∂ṙc

= ~kc + ~〈〈ũµkc |i∂rc |ũ
µ
kc
〉〉

Πkc =
∂Leff
∂k̇c

= ~〈〈ũµkc |i∂kc |ũ
µ
kc
〉〉. (31)

Then, the effective Hamiltonian is obtained through Legendre
transformation:

Heff (rc,kc,Πrc ,Πkc , τs) = ṙc ·Πrc + k̇c ·Πkc − Leff

= Eµ − ~
∑
n,α

∣∣∣fµ,αn,kc

∣∣∣2 nΩ− ~〈〈ũµkc |i∂τs |ũ
µ
kc
〉〉. (32)

As we can see, the effective Hamiltonian is generically
time(τs)-dependent due to the last term induced by the ex-
ternal slow time-dependent field. Let us consider the simplest
case where there is no external field, the Hamiltonian becomes

Heff = 〈〈HF
0 〉〉 − ~

∑
n,α

∣∣∣fµ,αn,kc

∣∣∣2 nΩ that is invariant un-

der time (τs) translation: d
dτs
Heff = ∂

∂τs
Heff = 0. In the

case where there is no external field, we have k̇c = 0 and
∂
∂rc

fµ,αn,kc
= 0, which leads to d

dτs

∣∣∣fµ,αn,kc

∣∣∣2 = (ṙc · ∂
∂rc

+ k̇c ·

∂
∂kc

)
∣∣∣fµ,αn,kc

∣∣∣2 = 0. Together, we have the conserved Energy:

d

dτs
〈〈HF

0 〉〉 = 0 (33)

in the sense of expectation energy averaged over a Floquet pe-
riod. Here HF

0 stands for the Floquet-Bloch system without
an external field. Its expectation value has been evaluated in
Eq. (D3), which contains two terms: the electron quasi-energy
and the additional energy related to the Floquet drive with fre-
quency Ω. The latter can be viewed as the driving field quanta
(n~Ω) coherently coupled to the electron. For example, if the
system is driven by coherent light, then the additional energy
will be the energy of the photon coupled to the electron. The
average number of the photon coupled to the electron at state

ωµ(k) is
∑
n,α

∣∣∣fµ,αn,k

∣∣∣2 n.

More intriguingly, if we consider an external field with only
space variation such as electric field: H = H0(k, t)− eφ(r),
then the effective Hamiltonian is still conserved but now be-
comes

Heff = 〈〈HF
0 〉〉 − eφ(rc)− ~

∑
n,α

∣∣∣fµ,αn,kc

∣∣∣2 nΩ. (34)

Therefore, we have the energy conversion between three
sources:

0 =
d

dτs
Heff ≡

d

dτs
〈〈HF

0 〉〉+
d

dτs
Epot +

d

dτs
N(τs)~Ω,

(35)

where d
dτs
N(τs) ≡ − d

dτs

∑
n,α n

∣∣∣fµ,αn,kc

∣∣∣2. Thus, we can
identify that

1. 〈〈HF
0 〉〉 is the Floquet-Bloch energy of electron defined

as the averaged energy without external potential. It
contains the energy of the electron and the energy of
Floquet coherent driven field (such as the photon, ~Ω);

2. Epot ≡ −eφ(rc) is the potential energy of the electron
subjected to the external field;

3. N(τs)~Ω is the energy of the driven source of the Flo-
quet system.

We have recognized the last changing term N(τs)~Ω as
the driven source term because as defined in Eq. (35),

− d
dτs
N(τs) = d

dτs

∑
n,α n

∣∣∣fµ,αn,kc

∣∣∣2, the N(τs) is to exactly
compensate the change in the number of driving field quanta
that are coherently coupled to the electron.

We want to remark here that the effective Hamiltonian gives
us a hint to construct an energetic conserved quantity for Flo-
quet systems and allows us to discuss the role of the Floquet
driving field (not to be confused with the external field) in en-
ergy conversion processes.

F. Polarization of a fully occupied Floquet-Bloch band

In this section, we want to have a general discussion on the
polarization of a space-time crystal. To have a well-defined
polarization, we have to consider a space-time insulator or a
fully occupied Floquet-Bloch band with electron distribution:
ρFµ,µ(k, t) = 1 for all k. For the equations of motion given
by Eq. (20), we can find the polarization of the space-time
crystal through adiabatic current [41], i.e., letting Ωµ

kr = 0

and k̇c = 0 in Eq. (27), so that the current reduces to (from
now on, we omit the electric charge −e and set ~ = 1 for
simplicity)

jµ =

∫
BZ

dk

(
∂Eµ
∂kc

+ Ωµ
τsk

)
=

∫
BZ

dkΩµ
τsk

(36)

where we utilized the periodicity of Eµ. Therefore the polar-
ization due to the current accumulation is

∆Pµ =

∫
dτs jµ =

∫
dτs

∫
BZ

dkΩµ
τsk

=

∫
dτs

∫
BZ

dk
[
∂τsÃ

µ
k − ∂kcÃ

µ
τs

]
=

[∫
BZ

dkÃµk

]τs2
τs1

,

(37)

where Ãµk(τs)
= 〈〈ũµk|i∂k(τs)|ũ

µ
k〉〉 and we have chosen a peri-

odic gauge for Ãµτs . Accordingly, we can define the adiabatic
polarization as

Pµ =

∫
BZ

dkÃµk. (38)

Explicitly, we have

Ãµk = 〈〈ũµk|i∂k|ũ
µ
k〉〉
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≡
∑
n

∑
α,β

(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
fµ,βn,kA

αβ
k+nκ +

∑
α

i
(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
∂kf

µ,α
n,k

 ,
(39)

where Aαβk is the interband Berry connection for the original
Bloch crystal. Thus, the polarization will have two parts:

P =
∑
n

∫
BZ

dk

∑
α,β

(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
fµ,βn,kA

αβ
k+nκ

+
∑
α

i
(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
∂kf

µ,α
n,k

]
≡
∑
n

Pn (40)

where the first term mainly originates from Bloch contribution
but is modified by the time perturbation (weighted by the fac-

tor
(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
fµ,βn,k ), while the second term is the purely time-

periodic effect. Let’s call the first term the Bloch contribution
and the second term the Floquet contribution. Here, we denote
Pn as the partial polarization at the n-th Floquet sub-band (or
replica).

It is important that the physical quantities or observ-
ables should be gauge-invariant. Consider the following
gauge transformation: |ũµk〉 7→ e−iθ

µ
k |ũµk〉 or equivalently

fµ,αn,k 7→ e−iθ
µ
kfµ,αn,k , the polarization P will gain an extra term∫

BZ
dk∂kθ

µ
k which vanishes if we impose periodic boundary

conditions for the wave function. However, the partial po-
larization will become gauge-dependent, thus it cannot be a
measurable quantity.

Before we close this section, we would like to discuss spe-
cial symmetry constrain that will force the Floquet contribu-
tion to be zero. For oblique space-time crystals with κ 6= 0,
we have that the parity and time reversal symmetry are both
broken by the Floquet driven which selects unique directions
in both space and time. However, the system can still pre-
serve the joint spatial and temporal reversal symmetry called
the PT symmetry, which requires that the Hamiltonian is in-
variant under the joint action of reversing both space and time.
Typically, we should have Hamiltonian in the following form:

ĤF (r, t) = − ~2

2m
∂2
r + VB(r) + VF (r, t)− i~∂t (41)

where VB(r) is the periodic potential of the original Bloch
crystal and VF (r, t) is the Floquet drive. Those two potentials
are all real-valued. Under the PT action, we have

PT ĤF (r, t)(PT )−1 = ĤF∗(−r,−t) = ĤF (r, t) (42)

which requires that VB(r) = VB(−r) (this implies that the
periodic part of the Bloch wavefunction can be chosen to be:
|uαk(r)〉 = |uαk(−r)〉) and VF (r, t) = VF (−r,−t). Notice
that PT k(PT )−1 = k, thus we have the extended Floquet-
Bloch basis in Eq. (6) is also PT symmetric:

PT |Φαn,k(r, t)〉 = |Φαn,k(−r,−t)〉∗ = |Φαn,k(r, t)〉. (43)

Then, for the Floquet-Bloch eigenstate to be PT symmetric,
we require that the coefficient fµ,αn,k to be real for all n, α up
to an overall gauge choice. One should see that the contri-
bution in the polarization from the Floquet variation vanishes
identically due to the fact that

∑
n,α |f

µ,α
n,k |2 = 1. However,

the modified Bloch contribution to the polarization may still
survive under the PT symmetry.

IV. FLOQUET QUASI-EQUILIBRIUM

In the previous section, we developed the single electron
dynamics in Floquet-Bloch systems which show similar be-
havior as in Bloch systems but are modified by Floquet time
variation. The next step is naturally to consider an ensemble
of electrons (but still non-interacting for simpleness). How-
ever, such consideration turns out to be difficult, given that
the Floquet-Bloch systems are essentially out-of-equilibrium.
There have been many efforts dedicated to exploring the non-
equilibrium behavior of electrons in Floquet systems [19, 42–
45]. However, we can still bypass the difficulty of deal-
ing with non-equilibrium ensembles by considering a spe-
cial Floquet quasi-equilibrium ensemble [16], where the den-
sity matrix becomes time-independent and diagonal under the
Floquet-Bloch eigenbasis just resembling a Bloch equilibrium
ensemble. In this section, we follow the formalism introduced
in Ref. [16] but extend it to the case of finiteκ, i.e., the oblique
space-time crystal.

A. General formalism

To know the physical quantities contributed by many (non-
interacting) electrons, we need to know the population or den-
sity of electrons at different states. We start with the Liouville
equation

i∂tρ̂ = [Ĥ, ρ̂] + i[D̂, ρ̂], (44)

where ρ̂ is the density operator of the Floquet-Bloch sys-
tem and D̂ characterizes the damping. Under the relaxation
time approximation and assuming non-interacting electrons,
we can write the damping term as [16]

[D̂, ρ̂] = −Γ
(
ρ̂− ρ̂B,eq

)
, (45)

where Γ = 1/τsr is the damping constant with τsr being
the relaxation time and ρ̂B,eq is the equilibrium density op-
erator of the corresponding static Bloch system. Although
the damping term introduced above is oversimplified so that
some interacting or correlation features of electrons are ig-
nored, we believe that such a simple setting can already give
the physics that we want to address in this work, and fur-
ther treatment is certainly needed when including electron-
electron interactions. For the rest of the discussion, we as-
sume that the density operator of the Floquet-Bloch system
is quasi-momentum-diagonal if the system is in a steady state.
However, the oblique space-time crystal (κ 6= 0) is essentially
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different from the rectangular space-time crystal (κ = 0),
given that the quasi-momentum in oblique space-time crys-
tals is only conserved up to an integer multiple of κ, i.e., the
electron can acquire momenta from the Floquet drive. In this
case, the best we can do is to define the density operator in the
following way:

ρ̂ =
∑

µ,n,ν,m

∫ ′
dkρF{µ,n},{ν,m}(k, t)

× |Ψµ
k+nκ(r, t)〉〈Ψν

k+mκ(r, t)| (46)

where ρF{µ,n},{ν,m}(k, t) ≡ 〈Ψ
µ
k+nκ(r, t)|ρ̂|Ψν

k+mκ(r, t)〉.
One has to be very careful about the summation over indices
n,m and the integration over the quasi-momentum k to avoid
repeated counting for the same states. A detailed discussion
regarding the integration and summation can be found in Ap-
pendix E. For the static Bloch equilibrium density operator,
we want to keep it in general which reads

ρ̂B,eq =
∑
α,β

∫
dkdk′ρB,eqα,β (k,k′)|ϕαk(r)〉〈ϕβk′(r)|, (47)

where ρB,eqα,β (k,k′) ≡ 〈ϕαk(r)|ρ̂B,eq|ϕβk′(r)〉 is the density
matrix of the static Bloch equilibrium under the Bloch eigen-
basis.

By casting Eq. (44) into the Floquet-Bloch basis, after some
algebra (see Appendix F), we can obtain:

ρF,l{µ,n},{ν,m}(k) = iΓδn−m,l×

∑
αβ,p

ρB,eqα,β (k + nκ+ pκ)
(
fµ,αp,k+nκ

)∗
fν,βp+l,k+mκ

ωnµ(k)− ωmν (k)− iΓ
. (48)

Here ωnµ(k) ≡ ωµ(k + lκ) − nΩ corresponds to the µ-
th Floquet-Bloch band at the n-th Floquet replica. One can
think about this as an extended zero picture in the frequency
domain [8]. Notice that we have limΓ→0(−iΓ)/(ωnµ(k) −
ωmν (k) − iΓ) = δµ,νδn,m if the system is gapped, then when
the thermal contact is gradually turned off (Γ → 0), the den-
sity matrix becomes

ρF{µ,n},{ν,m}(k, t) = δµ,νδn,m

×
∑
αβ,p

ρB,eqα,β (k + nκ+ pκ)
(
fµ,αp,k+nκ

)∗
fµ,βp,k+nκ,

(49)

which is diagonal and time independent. Thus, we would
like to call it the Floquet quasi-equilibrium state to empha-
size the diagonal and time-independent density matrix under
the Floquet-Bloch eigenbasis. The density operator can then
be written as

ρ̂ =
∑
µ,n

∫ ′
dkρF{µ,n},{µ,n}(k, t)|Ψ

µ
k+nκ(r, t)〉〈Ψµ

k+nκ(r, t)|

=
∑
µ

∫
BZ

dkρFµ,µ(k)|Ψµ
k(r, t)〉〈Ψµ

k(r, t)|, (50)

where the change of the integration has been discussed in Ap-
pendix E and

ρFµ,µ(k) = ρF{µ,n=0},{µ,n=0}(k)

=
∑
αβ,p

ρB,eqα,β (k + pκ)
(
fµ,αp,k

)∗
fµ,βp,k . (51)

From the above density matrix element, we can find that it is
not easy to form a Floquet-Bloch insulator. One of the possi-
ble ways to do that is to let the original Bloch bands involved
in forming the Floquet-Bloch bands all be occupied, namely
ρB,eqα,β (k) = δα,β , thus, we can have ρFµ,µ(k) = 1.

Now, given an observable Ô, we can say that the ensemble
average of the expectation value is simply

〈〈Ô〉〉 = TrF [ρ̂Ô] =
∑
µ

ρFµ,µ〈〈Ψ
µ
k(r, t)|Ô|Ψµ

k(r, t)〉〉,

(52)
where TrF [Ô] ≡

∑
µ〈〈Ψ

µ
k(r, t)|Ô|Ψµ

k(r, t)〉〉 is the space-
time trace under the Floquet-Bloch eigenbasis. We want to
emphasize here that we only consider the intrinsic contribu-
tion of the density matrix, i.e. at the condition where Γ → 0.
For finite Γ, we shall expect off-diagonal (or extrinsic) contri-
butions. We want to emphasize here that Eq. (52) is the key to
why the semiclassical analysis works for Floquet-Bloch sys-
tems.

Finally, we would like to point out that the analysis in this
section represents a special initialization protocol (connect-
ing the Floquet-Bloch system to a heat bath and then gradu-
ally turning off the connection), following which the Floquet-
Bloch system can be prepared into such a state with the den-
sity matrix in Eq. (51).

B. Finite damping: a discussion

There rises a natural question when damping is finite:
does the semiclassical scheme developed for intrinsic Floquet-
Bloch systems still work? To answer this question, one should
be clear about what is needed to validate the semiclassical the-
ory. An observation is that the semiclassical formalism dis-
cussed in Sec. III only involves single-electron states while
the many-electron effects are restored by simply multiplying
the single-electron dynamics by their densities or populations.
This then requires that the density operator of the system
(without any scattering or interactions) should be diagonal in
the basis on which the wave-packet is constructed. Moreover,
for Floquet-Bloch systems, the density matrix also needs to be
fast-time-independent as we have already averaged over fast-
time variations of the single-electron dynamics [46]. Having
the above criteria in mind, we will show that it is impossible
to apply our semiclassical theory to damping Floquet-Bloch
systems and that further development is needed.

First of all, it is easy to see why the semiclassical formal-
ism fails when κ 6= 0. In Sec. IV, we have shown that the
off-diagonal term in the density matrix for non-zero damping
involves different states with different quasi-momenta k+nκ
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and k + mκ (n 6= m) which violates the assumption used
for constructing the wave-packet in Eq. (16) where only one
specific quasi-momentum is involved. This is a unique rea-
son for the oblique space-time crystal which does not hold for
the rectangular space-time crystal where κ = 0. However, for
κ = 0, we can show that the density matrix can be written in
a diagonal form (see Appendix G):

ρFµ,ν(k, t; Γ) = δµ,ν×ρFµ,µ(k) + iΓ
∑
αβ,n

∑
l 6=0

ρB,eqα,β (k)
(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
fµ,βn+l,k

lΩ + iΓ
e−ilΩt

 ,
(53)

which will always contain fast-time-dependent parts. In gen-
eral, there is no such orthonormal basis that can make the den-
sity matrix diagonal and time-independent simultaneously for
a non-zero Γ. As we discussed at the beginning of this section,
for density matrices having fast-time variations, the semiclas-
sical analysis fails, given that Eq. (52) does not hold anymore.

Before the end of this whole Sec. IV, we want to make the
following comment. Although the damping profile introduced
to study the density matrix is oversimplified as a single relax-
ation time approximation where many other correlated effects
have been ignored, we believe that the arguments stated in this
section work for general damped Floquet-Bloch systems, es-
pecially when the damping term is sufficiently small. The key
ingredient of our analyses (both the semiclassical theory and
the density matrix we investigated here) is the assumption of
non-interacting electrons which may not be true in strongly
correlated systems. Special cares have to be taken to incorpo-
rate the electron interactions or correlations into the theory.

So far, we have derived single electron behavior and also
the electronic density in a Floquet-Bloch band, to show how
those two combined together in studying the response of such
a system, in the next section, we will study a simple but phys-
ically meaningful example, showcasing its unique current re-
sponses.

V. INTRINSIC DC CURRENT RESPONSE IN OBLIQUE
SPACE-TIME CRYSTAL

After obtaining the density matrix of the Floquet quasi-
equilibrium, we are now able to discuss many responses in
such equilibrium:

χ[Ô] =
∑
µ

∫
dkρFµ,µ(k)〈〈Ψµ

k(r, t)|Ô|Ψµ
k(r, t)〉〉, (54)

where the operator Ô can have various possibilities. For ex-
ample, we can calculate the charge current for Ô = −ev̂,
the spin current for Ô = σv̂, and/or the magnetization for
Ô = −er̂× v̂. The semiclassical theory developed in Sec. III
provides a systematic way of evaluating the expectation value
〈〈Ô〉〉 even in the presence of external slowly-varying fields.
In this section, we consider the intrinsic charge current re-

sponse in oblique space-time crystals as a simple application,
while more complicated cases are left to future works.

Recall the general form of the current response in Eq. (27),
without any external field, we can simplify it to be

J In = −e
∑
µ

∫
dkρFµ,µ(k)ṙc = −e

∑
µ

∫
dkρFµ,µ(k)

∂ωµ(k)

∂k
.

(55)

This expression, although very simple, is highly non-trivial
in an oblique space-time crystal. In an ordinary Bloch system
reaching a thermal equilibrium state, the intrinsic current must
vanish for two reasons: the distribution function must be a
function of the energy and the energy is a periodic function of
momentum k, which do not necessarily hold true for Floquet-
Bloch systems given that they are essentially non-equilibrium.
However, we will need more conditions for getting non-zero
intrinsic current in a Floquet-Bloch system, and this is why
we consider an oblique space-time crystal.

In general, for this current to be non-zero, we require the
following: (1) the inversion symmetry and the time-reversal
symmetry have to be broken otherwise the contributions from
k and −k will cancel each other exactly; (2) more impor-
tantly, the electron population ρFµ,µ(k) can not be an analytical
function of the energy ωµ(k), otherwise, the integration will
always give zero due to the periodicity of the spectrum. We
shall see later that those requirements are naturally fulfilled by
an oblique spacetime crystal, thus rendering a nonzero intrin-
sic current.

We consider a simple toy model in (1+1)D where an effec-
tive single-band Bloch system is subjected to a traveling wave
potential. Since this is a toy model, we will not discuss its
physical realization. Our start point will be the kernel matrix
defined in Eq. (7) with no freedom in index α/β given that
the corresponding static Bloch system has only one band. We
naively choose the matrix elements to be

Hm,n(k) =E cos[(k + nκ)a]δm,n + ∆1δm,n+1 + ∆∗1δm,n−1

+ ∆2δm,n+2 + ∆∗2δm,n−2 − ~nΩδm,n,

(56)

where ∆1,2 are the simplified hopping parameters in the fre-
quency domain. Here, the corresponding static Bloch system
has energy of form EB(k) = E cos(ka) with E > 0. We
then consider a Fermi-Dirac distribution for the Bloch ther-
mal equilibrium: ρB,eq(k) = 1

e[EB(k)−µC ]/KBT+1
with µC be-

ing the chemical potential.
In Fig. 2, we plot the Bloch band and corresponding

Floquet-Bloch band after turning on the Floquet drive, where
the population of each state is indicated by different colors.
One should see clearly that the Floquet-Bloch band is no
longer symmetric and its electronic density at each state is
no longer a function of the quasi-energy, since as we see that
different k-states with the same quasi-energy have different
colors (i.e. different populations). We claim that the inver-
sion symmetry and the time-reversal symmetry are naturally
broken in the oblique space-time crystal since a specific driv-
ing mode (Ω, κ) is chosen which selects unique directions in
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(a) (b)

FIG. 2. The electron populations in (a) the original Bloch band at the
thermal equilibrium with kBT = 0.1, µC = 0 and (b) the Floquet-
Bloch band after turning on the Floquet drive with ∆1 = 0.3,∆2 =
0.1. Here EB = 0.8 and a = 2. The color indicates the occupa-
tion number of each state. The dashed curves are the original Bloch
band in (a) shifted by integer multiples of the phonon mode (Ω, κ) in
energy and momentum.

(a) (b)

FIG. 3. (a) The intrinsic current of the oblique spacetime crystal
with different Floquet driving modes (Ω, κ), where the specific point
in such parameter space giving the maximal current is marked by a
red star. The color indicates the value of the DC current achieved at
each (Ω, κ). (b) The Floquet-Bloch band structure corresponding to
the red star in (a). The dashed curves are the original Bloch band
shifted by integer multiples of the phonon mode (Ω, κ) in energy and
momentum. The other parameters used in this plot are the same as in
Fig. 2.

both space and time [47]. Thus, we expect a non-zero intrinsic
current in an oblique spacetime crystal.

In Fig. 3(a), the intrinsic current responses of the oblique
spacetime at different driving modes (Ω, κ) and fixed coupling
strength are shown. It can be seen that there is a clear pat-
tern for the current response in the parameter space. In Ap-
pendix H, we show that such a pattern resembles that of the
Floquet direct band gap in the same parameter space, from
which we can conclude that a smaller Floquet gap in gen-
eral gives a higher intrinsic current. For example, we plot
in Fig. 3(b) the band structure of the Floquet-Bloch system
corresponding to the parameters marked by the red star in
Fig. 3(a) that gives the maximal intrinsic current. One should
notice that such intrinsic DC current is purely a consequence
of the combination of the oblique Floquet drive (κ 6= 0)
and the out-of-equilibrium electron populations (ρFµ,µ is not a
function of quasi-energy). In some cases, such oblique Flo-
quet drive can be realized by coherent acoustic waves [8],
therefore, the intrinsic current can also be concluded as an
acoustoelectric effect but in the strongly driven regime.

VI. CONCLUSION AND REMARKS

In the first half of this work, we developed a semiclassi-
cal theory for the electrons in space-time crystals or Floquet-
Bloch systems. The equations of motion of a single Floquet-
Bloch electron under external slowly varying fields are de-
rived, which shows similar behavior as the ordinary Bloch
electrons but with modified quantities in the Floquet context.
We then discussed the response of the Floquet-Bloch system
to electromagnetic fields and found the intrinsic magnetiza-
tion of the wave-packet due to its self-rotation in a magnetic
field. Furthermore, we looked at the polarization of a fully
occupied Floquet band which has two contributions: one is
the original Bloch polarization modified by the Floquet co-
efficients; the other comes purely from the time variations.
The latter contribution can be shown to vanish exactly under
the PT symmetry. It is worth noting that a totally different
approach to constructing the semiclassical theory for Floquet-
Bloch electrons can be found in Ref. [48], which gives qual-
itatively the same results. In the second half, we investigated
the density matrix of the Floquet-Bloch system attached to
a heat bath, which shows the essential distinction between a
periodically driven Bloch system and a static one. The den-
sity matrix is shown to be generally non-diagonal and time-
dependent for nonzero damping, while it becomes diagonal
and time-independent when the damping is turned off. By us-
ing the diagonal density matrix, we can calculate the intrinsic
DC current, which is nonzero indicating the non-equilibrium
nature of the Floquet-Bloch system. We further discussed the
implications when finite damping is included and found that
the semiclassical scheme developed in this work cannot be
applied to the damping Floquet-Bloch system. Further devel-
opments are certainly needed to overcome this inapplicability.
In the rest of this section, a few remarks are given emphasiz-
ing the potential of this semiclassical method combined with
the Floquet-Bloch systems.

Firstly, we want to comment on the non-equilibrium nature
of the Floquet-Bloch system which leads to strangely behaved
electron densities at different eigenstates. As we have already
mentioned in Sec. V, the electron populations in the steady
state are no longer a function of the quasi-energy. For ex-
ample, the relation ∂ρ

∂k = ∂ρ
∂ω

∂ω
∂k does not hold in general. In

contrast to the equilibrium electron distribution that cares only
about the energy of the electron, the non-equilibrium distribu-
tion discussed in this work has also strong momentum depen-
dence. A direct consequence of such momentum dependence
is the intrinsic non-zero DC current. We expect more physi-
cal implications of such non-energy-dependent distribution to
occur in higher dimensions.

Secondly, we emphasize that the semiclassical theory de-
veloped and applied in this work only deals with DC re-
sponses (slow time variations) of the Floquet-Bloch systems,
given that the oscillating part (fast time variations) has been
averaged. However, in periodically driven systems, there
are still physical observables sensitive to the fast time vari-
ations, such as the higher harmonic generations in strong
light-matter interactions [49]. Even for DC responses, some-
times there could be cases where we can get contributions
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from the high harmonics, as one can see from the fact that
〈〈ρÔ〉〉 6= 〈〈ρ〉〉〈〈Ô〉〉 if ρ is non-diagonal and/or contains fast
time variations. In those cases (for example, systems with fi-
nite damping), careful evaluations of 〈〈ρÔ〉〉 are needed.

Lastly, in this work, our scope is mostly limited to one spa-
tial dimension in the applications, where only a few physics
can be studied. Moreover, the spin degrees of freedom and
other possible internal degrees of freedom such as the valley
or pseudo-spins are completely ignored in our consideration.
We expect that, in future developments, the semiclassical for-
malism can be used to discuss more exotic physics with more
degrees of freedom and in higher dimensions, for example,
the spin-polarized photo-currents [25], the Hall effect in pe-
riodically driven systems [19], the light-induced magnetiza-
tion [50], and/or the electronic transport in Floquet topologi-
cal insulators [1, 51].

Appendix A: Orthonormal condition for the Floquet-Bloch
wavefunction

Given the Floquet-Bloch eigen-wavefunction:

|Ψµ
k(r, t)〉 =

∑
n,β

fµ,βn,k e
−inΩt|ϕαk+nκ(r)〉, (A1)

we have

〈Ψµ
k(r, t)|Ψν

k′(r, t)〉

=
∑
n,m

∑
α,β

(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
einΩt〈ϕαk+nκ(r)|ϕβk′+mκ(r)〉e−imΩtfν,βm,k′

=
∑
G

∑
n,m

∑
α,β

ei(n−m)Ωt
(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
fν,βm,k′

× δα,βδ(k + nκ− k′ −mκ+G)

=
∑
G

∑
q

e−iqΩt

[∑
n,α

(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
fν,αn+q,k−qκ+G

]
× δ(k − k′ − qκ+G)

=
∑
G

∑
q

e−iqΩtδµ,νδq,0δ(k − k′ − qκ+G)

=
∑
G

δµ,νδ(k − k′ +G), (A2)

where we have used the relation in Eq. (10). HereG is the re-
ciprocal lattice vector of the corresponding static Bloch crys-
tal. It is worthwhile to note that the orthonormal condition
of the Floquet-Bloch eigen-wavefunction does not involve the
time integral.

Appendix B: The position center of the wave-packet

The position center of a Floquet-Bloch wave-packet is
given by the expectation value of the position operator evalu-

ated under the wave-packet wavefunction

rc(τs) ≡〈〈Wµ|r̂|Wµ〉〉 =
∑

nn′,αβ

1

T

∫ τs+T

τs

dτfe
−i(n′−n)Ωτf

×
∫
dkdk′|a(k, τs)|eiγ(k,τs)

(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
× 〈ϕαn,k|r̂|ϕ

β
n′,k′〉f

µ,β
n′,k′e

−iγ(k′,τs)|a(k′, τs)|,
(B1)

where the position operator r̂ sandwiched by the Bloch states
can be evaluated as [31, 37]

〈ϕαn,k|r̂|ϕ
β
n′,k′〉

=
[
i∂knδα,β + 〈uαn,k|i∂k′n′ |u

β
n′,k′〉

]
δ(kn − k′n′), (B2)

with kn ≡ k + nκ. Notice that we can first integrate out
the fast time dependence part: 1

T

∫ τs+T
τs

e−i(n
′−n)Ωτf dτf =

δn,n′ , thus the expression for the position center becomes

rc(τs) =
∑
n,αβ

∫
dk |a(k, τs)|2

{
δα,β

[(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
fµ,βn,k∂kγ(k′, τs)

+ i
(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
∂kf

µ,β
n,k

]
+ 〈uαn,k|i∂k′n |u

β
n,k′〉

(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
fµ,βn,k

}
+
∑
n,α

∫
dk |fµ,αn,k |

2|a(k, τs)|∂k|a(k, τs)|. (B3)

The last term actually vanishes given that
∑
n,α |f

µ,α
n,k |2 = 1

and
∫
dk ∂k|a(k, τs)|2 = 0, which follows from the fact that

|a(k, τs)|2 ∼ δ(k − kc(τs)). And we also have for an arbi-
trary function f depending slowly on the quasi-momentum k:∫
dk|a(k, τs)|2f(k) ≈ f(kc(τs)). So, the position center can

be evaluated as

rc(τs) ≈ ∂kcγ(kc, τs)

+
∑
n,α

i(fµ,αn,kc
)∗∂kcf

µ,α
n,kc

+
∑
β

Aα,βn,kc(f
µ,α
n,kc

)∗fµ,βn,kc


≡ ∂kcγ(kc, τs) + 〈〈ũµk|i∂k|ũ

µ
k〉〉|k=kc

(B4)

where Aα,βn,kc is the interband Berry connection at kc + nκ of
the corresponding static Bloch system without Floquet drive,
and |ũµk〉 =

∑
n f

µ,α
n,k e

−inΩτf einκ·r|uαn,k〉 is the periodic part
of the Floquet-Bloch wave-function.

The position center rc in the Floquet context has a special
meaning. The fast variations that have been averaged over
the Floquet period correspond to oscillating motions of the
electron around rc. Thus, one can view rc as the guiding
center of the electron, which then can carry DC current.
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Appendix C: The time derivative of the wave-packet

Next, let us look at the time derivative of the wave-packet,
which is the expectation value of the operator id/dt:

〈〈Wµ|i
d

dt
|Wµ〉〉 =

∑
nn′,αβ

1

T

∫ τs+T

τs

dτfe
inΩτf

∫
dkdk′

× |a(k, τs)|eiγ(k,τs)
(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
〈ϕαn,k|i

(
d

dτf
+

d

dτs

)[
|ϕβn′,k′〉

× fµ,βn′,k′e
−iγ(k′,τs)|a(k′, τs)|e−in

′Ωτf
]
, (C1)

where we explicitly separate the contributions between slowly
varying and fast varying parts. As we can see, the only fast
varying part is the time-dependent phase factors einΩτf and
e−in

′Ωτf , so the fast time dependence can be readily inte-
grated out:

〈〈Wµ|i
d

dt
|Wµ〉〉

=
∑
n,αβ

∫
dkdk′|a(k, τs)|eiγ(k,τs)

(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
〈ϕαn,k|

×
(
nΩ + i

d

dτs

)
|ϕβn,k′〉f

µ,β
n,k′e

−iγ(k′,τs)|a(k′, τs)|.

(C2)

Now, we should be careful when counting the slow time de-
pendence of the wave function. First of all, we have explicit
slow time dependence in |a(k, τs)| and |γ(k, τs)|. The coef-
ficient fµ,βn,k (rc) depending on k and the position center rc
has slow time dependence through rc(τs) and will get an-
other time dependence after taking the k-integration (getting
it from the weight |a(k, τs)|). Then the most tricky one is
the slow time dependence of the Bloch wave-function |ϕαn,k〉
which is obtained through the position center dependence:
|ϕαn,k〉 → |ϕαn,k(rc)〉 = ei(k+nκ)·r̂|uαn,k(rc)〉. Having this
extra dependence, we can write dτs = ∂τs + ṙc · ∂rc , where
Ȯ ≡ dO/dτs means slow time derivative. Similarly, we have

〈ϕαn,k|i
d

dτs
|ϕβn′,k′〉

=

[
i
d

dτs
δα,β + 〈uαn,k|i

d

dτs
|uβn,k〉

]
δ(kn − k′n′), (C3)

Therefore, by plugging Eq. (C3) into the time evolution, we
get

〈〈Wµ|i
d

dt
|Wµ〉〉 = ∂τsγ(kc, τs) +

∑
n,α

∣∣∣fµ,αn,kc

∣∣∣2 nΩ

+ 〈〈ũµk|i∂τs |ũ
µ
k〉〉|k=kc

+ ṙc · 〈〈ũµk|i∂rc |ũ
µ
k〉〉|k=kc

,

(C4)

where we have used the fact that ∂τs
∫
dk |a(k, τs)|2 = 0. We

want to emphasize here that there are three different length
scales: the lattice constant a of the static crystal; the wave-

length of the propagating wave 2π/|κ|; and the typical length
of the external field L. The change of rc should only track
the variation of the external field, thus we may require a sep-
aration of the external length scale from the other two scales.
Typically, it will be L � 2π/|κ| ∼ a or 2π/|κ| � L � a.
Notice that after the momentum integration, all k-dependent
quantities will become kc(τs)-dependent inherited from the
weight function |a(k, τs)|2, which then introduces extra slow
time dependence. It is important to observe that

∂τsγ(kc, τs) =γ̇(kc, τs)− k̇c · ∂kcγ(kc, τs)

=γ̇(kc, τs)− k̇c ·
[
rc − 〈〈ũµk|i∂k|ũ

µ
k〉〉|k=kc

]
,

(C5)

based on which, we have

〈〈Wµ|i
d

dt
|Wµ〉〉 = γ̇(kc, τs)

− k̇c · rc +
∑
n,α

∣∣∣fµ,αn,kc

∣∣∣2 nΩ + 〈〈ũµk|i∂τs |ũ
µ
k〉〉|k=kc

+ ṙc · 〈〈ũµk|i∂rc |ũ
µ
k〉〉|k=kc

+ k̇c · 〈〈ũµk|i∂k|ũ
µ
k〉〉|k=kc

.

(C6)

It is important to note that there are no fast-time derivatives
in the above equation since the fast-time variations have been
integrated by taking the time average over the Floquet period.
This is again based on the assumption of two separate time
scales.

Appendix D: Energy of the wave-packet and its gradient
correction

The wave-packet constructed is essentially an extended ob-
ject with finite size in both real space and momentum space.
Thus, the potential energy of such an extended object will
have gradient corrections additional to the energy simply eval-
uated at the position center rc. The energy of the wave-packet
can be evaluated as

Eµ ≡ 〈〈Wµ|Ĥ(r̂, t)|Wµ〉〉
≈ 〈〈Wµ|Ĥc(r̂, τf ; rc, τs)|Wµ〉〉+ 〈〈Wµ|∆Ĥ|Wµ〉〉
≡ E0

µ(rc,kc, τs) + ∆Eµ, (D1)

where the first order gradient correction to the Hamiltonian
reads

∆Ĥ =
1

2

[
(r̂ − rc) ·

∂Ĥc

∂rc
+
∂Ĥc

∂rc
· (r̂ − rc)

]
. (D2)

It is easy to show that the leading order reads

E0
µ(rc,kc, τs) = ~ωµ(kc, rc) + ~

∑
n,α

nΩ
∣∣∣fµ,αn,kc

∣∣∣2 . (D3)
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Then the gradient correction to the energy is

∆Eµ =
1

2
〈〈Wµ|(r̂ − rc) ·

∂Ĥc

∂rc
+
∂Ĥc

∂rc
· (r̂ − rc)|Wµ〉〉

= Re 〈〈Wµ|
∂Ĥc

∂rc
· (r̂ − rc)|Wµ〉〉. (D4)

Evaluating the gradient correction requires some algebra which will be performed below. Let us first evaluate the following
quantity

∑
nn′,αβ

(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
〈Φαn,k(r, rc)|

∂Ĥc

∂rc
|Φβn′,k′(r, rc)〉f

ν,β
n′,k′

=
∂

∂rc

 ∑
nn′,αβ

(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
〈Φαn,k(r, rc)|Ĥc|Φβn′,k′(r, rc)〉f

ν,β
n′,k′

− ∑
nn′,αβ

∂

∂rc

[(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
〈Φαn,k(r, rc)|

]
Ĥc|Φβn′,k′(r, rc)〉f

ν,β
n′,k′

−
∑

nn′,αβ

(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
〈Φαn,k(r, rc)|Ĥc

∂

∂rc

[
|Φβn′,k′(r, rc)〉f

ν,β
n′,k′

]
= ~

∂ωµ(k, rc)

∂rc
δµ,νδ(k − k′)−

∑
nn′,αβ

~[ων(k′, rc)− ωµ(k, rc) + (n′ − n)Ω]
∂

∂rc

[(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
〈Φαn,k(r, rc)|

]
|Φβn′,k′(r, rc)〉f

ν,β
n′,k′

(D5)

where we have utilized facts that

Ĥc

∑
n,α

fµ,αn,k |Φ
α
n,k(r, rc)〉 =

∑
n,α

(ωµ(k, rc) + nΩ)fµ,αn,k |Φ
α
n,k(r, rc)〉. (D6)

Now, we can proceed to evaluate the energy correction. We have

〈〈Wµ|
∂Ĥc

∂rc
· rc|Wµ〉〉 = rc · 〈〈Wµ|

∂Ĥc

∂rc
|Wµ〉〉

= rc ·
∑

nn′,αβ

∫
dkdk′ |a(k, τs)|eiγ(k,τs)

(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
〈〈Φαn,k(r, rc)|

∂Ĥc

∂rc
|Φβn′,k′(r, rc)〉〉f

µ,β
n′,k′e

−iγ(k′,τs)|a(k′, τs)|

= rc ·
∂~ωµ(kc, rc)

∂rc
, (D7)

where we have used Eq. (D5) and assumed that the spatial variation of the external field is small so that the momentum is still
preserved, namely

∂

∂rc

[(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
〈Φαn,k(r, rc)|

]
|Φβn′,k′(r, rc)〉f

ν,β
n′,k′ =

∂

∂rc

[(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
〈Φαn,k(r, rc)|

]
|Φβn′,k′(r, rc)〉f

ν,β
n′,k′δ(kn − k

′
n′). (D8)

Then,

〈〈Wµ|
∂Ĥc

∂rc
· r̂|Wµ〉〉 =

∑
nn′,αβ

∑
ν

∑
α′β′,mm′

∫
dkdk′dk′′ |a(k, τs)|eiγ(k,τs)

(
fµ,αn,k

)∗ 〈
〈Φαn,k(r, rc)|

∂Ĥc

∂rc
|Φα

′

m,k′′(r, rc)〉f
ν,α′

m,k′′

·
(
fν,β

′

m′,k′′

)∗
〈Φβ

′

m′,k′′(r, rc)|r̂|Φ
β
n′,k′(r, rc)〉

〉
fµ,βn′,k′e

−iγ(k′,τs)|a(k′, τs)|, (D9)

where we have inserted an identity operator from the completeness of the Floquet-Bloch basis:

I =
∑
ν

∑
α′β′,mm′

∫
dk′′|Φα

′

m,k′′(r, rc)〉f
ν,α′

m,k′′

(
fν,β

′

m′,k′′

)∗
〈Φβ

′

m′,k′′(r, rc)|. (D10)
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Again, using Eq. (D5), we have

〈〈Wµ|
∂Ĥc

∂rc
· r̂|Wµ〉〉 =

〈
~
∑
n′,β

∑
ν

∑
β′,m′

∫
dkdk′dk′′ |a(k, τs)|eiγ(k,τs)

{
∂ωµ(k, rc)

∂rc
δµ,νδ(k − k′′)

−
∑

nm,αα′

[ων(k′′, rc)− ωµ(k, rc) + (m− n)Ω]
∂

∂rc

[(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
〈Φαn,k(r, rc)|

]
|Φα

′

m,k′′(r, rc)〉f
ν,α′

m,k′′

}

·
(
fν,β

′

m′,k′′

)∗
〈Φβ

′

m′,k′′(r, rc)|r̂|Φ
β
n′,k′(r, rc)〉f

µ,β
n′,k′e

−iγ(k′,τs)|a(k′, τs)|
〉
, (D11)

which contains two terms. The first term is

~
∑
n′,β

∑
ν

∑
β′,m′

∫
dkdk′dk′′ |a(k, τs)|eiγ(k,τs)δµ,νδ(k − k′′)

× ∂ωµ(k, rc)

∂rc
·
(
fν,β

′

m′,k′′

)∗
〈〈Φβ

′

m′,k′′(r, rc)|r̂|Φ
β
n′,k′(r, rc)〉〉f

µ,β
n′,k′e

−iγ(k′,τs)|a(k′, τs)|

= ~
∑
n′,β

∑
β′,m′

∫
dkdk′ |a(k, τs)|eiγ(k,τs)

∂ωµ(k, rc)

∂rc
·
(
fµ,β

′

m′,k′′

)∗
〈〈Φβ

′

m′,k′′(r, rc)|r̂|Φ
β
n′,k′(r, rc)〉〉f

µ,β
n′,k′e

−iγ(k′,τs)|a(k′, τs)|

=
∂~ωµ(kc, rc)

∂rc
· rc, (D12)

where we have used the definition for the position center rc. The second term is much more complicated, which can be calculated
as〈
~
∑

nn′,αβ

∑
ν

∑
α′β′,mm′

∫
dkdk′dk′′ |a(k, τs)|eiγ(k,τs)[ωµ(k, rc)− ων(k′′, rc) + (n−m)Ω]

∂

∂rc

[(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
〈Φαn,k(r, rc)|

]
× |Φα

′

m,k′′(r, rc)〉f
ν,α′

m,k′′

(
fν,β

′

m′,k′′

)∗
〈Φβ

′

m′,k′′(r, rc)|r̂|Φ
β
n′,k′(r, rc)〉f

µ,β
n′,k′e

−iγ(k′,τs)|a(k′, τs)|
〉

=
〈
~
∑

nn′,αβ

∑
ν

∑
α′β′,mm′

∫
dkdk′dk′′ |a(k, τs)|eiγ(k,τs)[ωµ(k, rc)− ων(k′′, rc) + (n−m)Ω]

∂

∂rc

[(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
〈Φαn,k(r, rc)|

]
× |Φα

′

m,k′′(r, rc)〉f
ν,α′

m,k′′

(
fν,β

′

m′,k′′

)∗ {
i∂k′δβ,β′e

−i(n′−m′)Ωτf δ(k′′m′ − k′n′)

+ 〈Φβ
′

m′,k′′(r, rc)|e
ik′
n′ ·ri∂k′

[
e−ik

′
n′ ·r|Φβn′,k′(r, rc)〉

]}
fµ,βn′,k′e

−iγ(k′,τs)|a(k′, τs)|
〉
, (D13)

where we have used the relation [37]:

〈Φβ
′

m′,k′′(r, rc)|r̂|Φ
β
n′,k′(r, rc)〉 = i∂k′δβ,β′e

−i(n′−m′)Ωτf δ(k′′m′−k′n′)+〈Φ
β′

m′,k′′(r, rc)|e
ik′
n′ ·ri∂k′

[
e−ik

′
n′ ·r|Φβn′,k′(r, rc)〉

]
,

(D14)
which is an extension of Eq. (B2). Now, we have to be very careful in evaluating each term in the above expression. The term
involving i∂kδβ,β′e−i(n

′−m′)Ωτf is〈
~
∑

nn′,αβ

∑
ν

∑
α′β′,mm′

∫
dkdk′dk′′ |a(k, τs)|eiγ(k,τs)[ωµ(k, rc)− ων(k′′, rc) + (n−m)Ω]

∂

∂rc

[(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
〈Φαn,k(r, rc)|

]
× |Φα

′

m,k′′(r, rc)〉f
ν,α′

m,k′′

(
fν,β

′

m′,k′′

)∗
i∂k′δβ,β′e

−i(n′−m′)Ωτf δ(k′′m′ − k′n′)f
µ,β
n′,k′e

−iγ(k′,τs)|a(k′, τs)|
〉

=
〈
~
∑

nn′,αβ

∑
ν

∑
α′,ml

∫
dkdk′ |a(k, τs)|eiγ(k,τs)[ωµ(k, rc)− ων(k′ + lκ, rc) + (n−m)Ω]

∂

∂rc

[(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
〈Φαn,k(r, rc)|

]
× |Φα

′

m,k′+lκ(r, rc)〉fν,α
′

m,k′+lκ

(
fν,βn′−l,k′+lκ

)∗
i∂k′e

−ilΩτf fµ,βn′,k′e
−iγ(k′,τs)|a(k′, τs)|

〉
=
〈
~
∑
n,α

∑
ν

∑
α′,ml

∫
dkdk′ |a(k, τs)|eiγ(k,τs)[ωµ(k, rc)− ων(k′ + lκ, rc) + (n−m)Ω]

∂

∂rc

[(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
〈Φαn,k(r, rc)|

]
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× |Φα
′

m,k′+lκ(r, rc)〉fν,α
′

m,k′+lκe
−ilΩτf

∑
n′,β

[(
fν,βn′−l,k′+lκ

)∗
fµ,βn′,k′

]
i∂k′e

−iγ(k′,τs)|a(k′, τs)|

+ e−iγ(k′,τs)|a(k′, τs)|
∑
n′,β

[(
fν,βn′−l,k′+lκ

)∗
i∂k′f

µ,β
n′,k′

]〉
=
〈
~
∑

nn′,αβ

∑
ν

∑
α′,ml

∫
dkdk′ |a(k, τs)|eiγ(k,τs)[ωµ(k, rc)− ων(k′ + lκ, rc) + (n−m)Ω]

∂

∂rc

[(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
〈Φαn,k(r, rc)|

]
× |Φα

′

m,k′+lκ(r, rc)〉fν,α
′

m,k′+lκe
−ilΩτf e−iγ(k′,τs)|a(k′, τs)|

(
fν,βn′−l,k′+lκ

)∗
i∂k′f

µ,β
n′,k′

〉
, (D15)

where we have used Eq. (10) and Eq. (D8). Plugging the above result into Eq. (D13), the second term becomes〈
~
∑

nn′,αβ

∑
ν

∑
α′β′,mm′

∫
dkdk′dk′′ |a(k, τs)|eiγ(k,τs)e−iγ(k′,τs)|a(k′, τs)|

× [ωµ(k, rc)− ων(k′′, rc) + (n−m)Ω]
∂

∂rc

[(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
〈Φαn,k(r, rc)|

]
|Φα

′

m,k′′(r, rc)〉f
ν,α′

m,k′′

(
fν,β

′

m′,k′′

)∗
× 〈Φβ

′

m′,k′′(r, rc)|e
ik′
n′ ·ri∂k′

[
e−ik

′
n′ ·rfµ,βn′,k′ |Φ

β
n′,k′(r, rc)〉

] 〉
=
〈 ∑
nn′,αβ

∑
ν

∑
α′β′,mm′

∫
dkdk′dk′′ |a(k, τs)|eiγ(k,τs)e−iγ(k′,τs)|a(k′, τs)|

× ∂

∂rc

[(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
〈Φαn,k(r, rc)|

]
[~ωµ(k, rc) + n~Ω− Ĥ(r, rc)]|Φα

′

m,k′′(r, rc)〉f
ν,α′

m,k′′

(
fν,β

′

m′,k′′

)∗
× 〈Φβ

′

m′,k′′(r, rc)|e
ik′
n′ ·ri∂k′

[
e−ik

′
n′ ·rfµ,βn′,k′ |Φ

β
n′,k′(r, rc)〉

] 〉
=
〈 ∑
nn′,αβ

∫
dkdk′ |a(k, τs)|eiγ(k,τs)e−iγ(k′,τs)|a(k′, τs)|

∂

∂rc

[
eikn·r

(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
〈Φαn,k(r, rc)|

]
× e−ikn·r[~ωµ(k, rc) + n~Ω− Ĥ(r, rc)]e

ik′
n′ ·ri∂k′

[
e−ik

′
n′ ·rfµ,βn′,k′ |Φ

β
n′,k′(r, rc)〉

] 〉
. (D16)

After taking the time average, we will have δn,n′ and approx-
imately momentum conservation δ(k − k′), which gives〈 ∑
nn′,αβ

∫
dk |a(k, τs)|2

∂

∂rc

[
eik·r

(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
〈Φαn,k(r, rc)|

]
× e−ik·r[~ωµ(k, rc) + n~Ω− Ĥ(r, rc)]e

ik·r

× i∂k
[
e−ik·rfµ,βn′,k|Φ

β
n′,k(r, rc)〉

] 〉
=
〈∫

dk |a(k, τs)|2
∂

∂rc

∑
n,α

[
eik·r

(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
〈Φαn,k(r, rc)|

]
× e−ik·r[~ωµ(k, rc) + i~∂τf − Ĥ(r, rc)]e

ik·r

× i∂k
∑
n′,β

[
e−ik·rfµ,βn′,k|Φ

β
n′,k(r, rc)〉

] 〉
(D17)

Recall that the periodic part of the Floquet-Bloch wavefunc-
tion is defined as

|ũµk〉 =
∑
n,α

fµ,αn,k e
−inΩτf einκ·r|uαn,k〉 = e−ik·r

∑
n,α

fµ,αn,k |Φ
α
n,k〉

(D18)

which satisfies the Schrodinger equation at specific k:

[Ĥ(k)− i~∂τf ]|ũµk〉 = ~ωµ(k)|ũµk〉 (D19)

with Ĥ(k) ≡ e−ik·rĤ(r)eik·r and also the completeness re-
lation:

∑
µ |ũ

µ
k〉〈ũ

µ
k| = Ik. Thus, the second term is reduced

to

〈〈∂rc ũ
µ
kc
| ·
[
~ωµ(kc, rc)−

(
Ĥ(kc, rc)− i~∂τf

)]
|i∂kc ũ

µ
kc
〉〉

(D20)

Finally, we obtain the energy correction as

∆Eµ = Re 〈〈Wµ|
∂Ĥc

∂rc
· (r̂ − rc)|Wµ〉〉

= Re

{
∂~ωµ(kc, rc)

∂rc
· rc + 〈〈 ∂

∂rc
ũµkc |

·
[
~ωµ(kc, rc)−

(
Ĥ(kc, rc)− i~

∂

∂τf

)]
|i ∂
∂kc

ũµkc〉〉

− ∂~ωµ(kc, rc)

∂rc
· rc
}
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= Im〈〈 ∂
∂rc

ũµkc |

·
[(
Ĥ(kc, rc)− i~

∂

∂τf

)
− ~ωµ(kc, rc)

]
| ∂
∂kc

ũµkc〉〉

= Im〈〈 ∂
∂rc

ũµkc | ·
[
ĤF (kc, rc)− ~ωµ(kc, rc)

]
| ∂
∂kc

ũµkc〉〉,

(D21)

where ĤF = Ĥ−i~∂τf is the Floquet Hamiltonian. Here, ∂τf
only acts on the fast-varying time-dependent variables, which
is different from ∂τs as we explained before. In the case where
there is no external inhomogeneity in time (i.e., no slow time
dependence), we may write ĤF = Ĥ − i~∂t as shown in
Ref. [30].

In Sec. III C, we specified the external slowly varying field
as the electromagnetic field, thus the energy correction can be
written as

∆Eµ = Im〈〈 ∂
∂rc

ũµkc(rc, τs)|

·
[
ĤF (kc, rc)− ~ωµ(kc, rc)

]
| ∂
∂kc

ũµkc(rc, τs)〉〉

= Im

[
∂eA

~∂rc
〈〈 ∂
∂qc

ũµqc |
]
·
[
ĤF (qc)− ~ωµ(qc)

]
| ∂
∂qc

ũµqc〉〉

= − e

2~
(∇rc ×A)

· Im〈〈 ∂
∂qc

ũµqc | ×
[
ĤF (qc)− ~ωµ(qc)

]
| ∂
∂qc

ũµqc〉〉

≡ −B ·m, (D22)

whereB = ∇rc ×A(rc, τs) is the magnetic field and

m =
e

2~
Im〈〈 ∂

∂qc
ũµqc | ×

[
ĤF (qc)− ~ωµ(qc)

]
| ∂
∂qc

ũµqc〉〉
(D23)

is the local magnetic moment of the Floquet-Bloch wave-
packet due to its self-rotation in the magnetic field.

Appendix E: The integration and summation in Eq. (46)

The integration over the quasi-momentum k and summa-
tion over the index n (andm) should make the following equa-
tion true: ∑

n

∫ ′
dk|Ψµ

k+nκ(r, t)〉〈Ψν
k+nκ(r, t)|

=

∫
BZ

dk|Ψµ
k(r, t)〉〈Ψν

k(r, t)|,
(E1)

so that it can run through all possible states in the first Floquet-
Bloch Brillouin zone. There are two possible scenarios: com-
mensurate and incommensurate pair of (κ,G), whereG is the
reciprocal lattice vector. Let us use a simple (1+1)D space-
time crystal as an example. For the commensurate case, we
have κ = pG/q with (p, q) being co-prime numbers, where

we should have

∑
n

∫ ′
dk →

q−1∑
n=0

∫ G/q

0

dk. (E2)

For the incommensurate case, one should expect that q →∞,
which reduces the above mapping to simply (1/N )

∑∞
n=0

with no integration over k needed (here N is a proper nor-
malization factor), instead, we need to choose a representa-
tive k0 for the quasi-momentum. This is counterintuitive but
can be understood in the following way: the set {k0 + nκ
mod G|n ∈ N} is a dense cover of the interval [0, G] if κ and
G are incommensurate to each other.

Appendix F: Density matrix of the Floquet-Bloch system with
damping

Casting Eq. (44) into the Floquet-Bloch basis, we have

〈Ψµ
k+nκ(r, t)|i∂tρ̂|Ψν

k+mκ(r, t)〉
= i∂t〈Ψµ

k+nκ(r, t)|ρ̂|Ψν
k+mκ(r, t)〉

− 〈i∂tΨµ
k+nκ(r, t)|ρ̂|Ψν

k+mκ(r, t)〉
− 〈Ψµ

k+nκ(r, t)|ρ̂|i∂tΨν
k+mκ(r, t)〉

= i∂tρ
F
{µ,n},{ν,m}(k, t) + 〈Ψµ

k(r, t)|[Ĥ, ρ̂]|Ψν
k(r, t)〉

− [ωµ(k + nκ)− ων(k +mκ)]ρFµ,ν(k, t), (F1)

and

〈Ψµ
k+nκ(r, t)|[D̂, ρ̂]|Ψν

k+mκ(r, t)〉
= −Γ〈Ψµ

k+nκ(r, t)|ρ̂|Ψν
k+mκ(r, t)〉

+ Γ〈Ψµ
k+nκ(r, t)|ρ̂B,eq|Ψν

k+mκ(r, t)〉
= −ΓρF{µ,n},{ν,m}(k, t)

+ Γ
∑
αβ,pq

ρB,eqα,β (k + nκ+ pκ,k +mκ+ qκ)

× ei(p−q)Ωt
(
fµ,αp,k+nκ

)∗
fν,βq,k+mκ

= −ΓρF{µ,n},{ν,m}(k, t)

+ Γ
∑
αβ,pl

ρB,eqα,β (k + nκ+ pκ)δn−m,l

× e−ilΩt
(
fµ,αp,k+nκ

)∗
fν,βp+l,k+mκ, (F2)

where l ≡ q − p and we have assumed that the Bloch
equilibrium is diagonal in momentum k: ρB,eqα,β (k,k′) =

ρB,eqα,β (k)δ(k−k′). Putting all together, the Liouville equation
can be rewritten as

[i∂t − ωµ(k + nκ) + ων(k +mκ) + iΓ]ρF{µ,n},{ν,m}(k, t)

= iΓ
∑
αβ,pl

ρB,eqα,β (k + nκ+ pκ)δn−m,l

× e−ilΩt
(
fµ,αp,k+nκ

)∗
fν,βp+l,k+mκ. (F3)
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Since we are considering the steady states, the density matrix
must also be time-periodic, so that we can write

ρF{µ,n},{ν,m}(k, t) =
∑
l

ρF,l{µ,n},{ν,m}(k)e−ilΩt. (F4)

we can obtain:

ρF,l{µ,n},{ν,m}(k) = −iΓ
∑
αβ,p

δn−m,l

×
ρB,eqα,β (k + nκ+ pκ)

(
fµ,αp,k+nκ

)∗
fν,βp+l,k+mκ

ωµ(k + nκ)− nΩ− ων(k +mκ) +mΩ− iΓ

= iΓ
∑
αβ,p

ρB,eqα,β (k + nκ+ pκ)
(
fµ,αp,k+nκ

)∗
fν,βp+l,k+mκ

ωnµ(k)− ωmν (k)− iΓ
δn−m,l.

(F5)

Here ωnµ(k) ≡ ωµ(k + lκ) − nΩ is actually corresponding
to the µ-th Floquet-Bloch band at the n-th Floquet replica.
One can think about this as an extended zero picture in the
frequency domain [8].

Appendix G: Density matrix for κ = 0 with finite damping

Our discussion now will be restricted to the case where κ =
0, then the density matrix becomes [16]:

ρF,lµ,ν(k) = −iΓ
∑
αβ,n

ρB,eqα,β (k)
(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
fν,βn+l,k

ωµ(k)− ων(k)− lΩ− iΓ
. (G1)

which is clearly non-diagonal and time-dependent for finite
damping. For now on, to simplify our discussion, we con-
sider only the case where the damping is very small such that
Γ� ∆FB . Here ∆FB = minµ,ν,l,k(ωµ(k)−ων(k)− lΩ) is
the Floquet-Bloch direct band gap. Our first goal is to diago-
nalize the density matrix in Eq. (G1) up to the first order in Γ,
which can be done by properly rotating the non-damped basis
{|Ψµ

k(r, t)〉}:

|Ψµ
k(r, t; Γ)〉

= |Ψµ
k(r, t)〉+ Γ

∑
ν

Gµ,ν(k, t)|Ψν
k(r, t)〉+O(Γ2). (G2)

One should ensure that the new basis {|Ψµ
k(r, t; Γ)〉} has to

be also orthonormalized, namely,

〈Ψµ
k(r, t; Γ)|Ψν

k′(r, t; Γ)〉
= [δµ,ν + Γ(Gν,µ(k, t) + G∗µ,ν(k, t))]δ(k − k′) +O(Γ2)

= δµ,νδ(k − k′) +O(Γ2),

(G3)

which requires that

Gν,µ(k, t) = −G∗µ,ν(k, t). (G4)

Then the density matrix under this new basis becomes

ρFµ,ν(k, t; Γ) = 〈Ψµ
k(r, t; Γ)|ρ̂|Ψν

k(r, t; Γ)〉 = ρFµ,µ(k)δµ,ν

− iΓ
∑
αβ,n

∑
l(µ,ν)

ρB,eqα,β (k)
(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
fν,βn+l,k

ωµ(k)− ων(k)− lΩ− iΓ
e−ilΩt

+ ΓGν,µ(k, t)
[
ρFµ,µ(k)− ρFν,ν(k)

]
+O(Γ2), (G5)

where

ρFµ,µ(k) =
∑
αβ,n

ρB,eqα,β (k)
(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
fµ,βn,k (G6)

is the time-independent and diagonal density matrix in
Eq. (G1) when Γ → 0,

∑
l(µ,ν) stands for a conditional sum-

mation over index l: summing over all l if µ 6= ν or summing
over non-zero l if µ = ν. Thus, for ρFµ,ν(k, t; Γ) to be diago-
nalized up to the first order in Γ, we have, for µ 6= ν

Gν,µ(k, t) =
i

ρFµ,µ(k)− ρFν,ν(k)

×
∑
αβ,n

∑
l

ρB,eqα,β (k)
(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
fν,βn+l,k

ωµ(k)− ων(k)− lΩ− iΓ
e−ilΩt. (G7)

One can check that Eq. (G4) indeed holds. However, the diag-
onal terms in G can not be determined which are only known
to be purely imaginary. The final diagonalized density matrix,
therefore, reads

ρFµ,ν(k, t; Γ) = δµ,ν×ρFµ,µ(k) + iΓ
∑
αβ,n

∑
l 6=0

ρB,eqα,β (k)
(
fµ,αn,k

)∗
fµ,βn+l,k

lΩ + iΓ
e−ilΩt

 ,
(G8)

which will always contain fast-time-dependent parts. The dis-
cussion can be also applied to cases with not-so-small damp-
ing. In general, there is no such orthonormal basis that can
make the density matrix diagonal and time-independent si-
multaneously for a non-zero Γ.

Appendix H: Floquet gap of the oblique space-time crystal in
(Ω, κ) parameter space

In this Appendix, we show how the Floquet-Bloch di-
rect band gap changes in the parameter space (Ω, κ). The
Floquet-Bloch direct band gap is defined as ∆FB =
minµ,ν,n,m,k(ωnµ(k) − ωmν (k)), where ωnµ(k) ≡ ωµ(k +
nκ) − nΩ. In the case where only one Floquet-Bloch band
is present, the gap is simply ∆FB = mink(ω(k) − ω(k +
κ) + Ω). As one can see clearly in Fig. 4, the Floquet gap
shows a very similar pattern to the intrinsic current behavior
discussed in the main text. Moreover, we also observe band-
closing curves in the two-dimensional parameter space. It can
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FIG. 4. The Floquet direct gap (in logarithm log10(∆FB))) of the
model described in Eq. (56) as a function of parameters (Ω, κ) at
fixed coupling strengths.

be shown that the exact band-closing curves are the conse-
quence of choosing ∆1 and ∆2 to be real, which makes the
Floquet Hamiltonian in Eq. (56) a real symmetric matrix.
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Merging of Dirac points and Floquet topological transitions in
ac-driven graphene. Physical Review B, 88(24):245422, 2013.

[25] Berdakin, Matı́as and Rodrı́guez-Mena, Esteban A and Foa
Torres, Luis EF. Spin-polarized tunable photocurrents. Nano
Letters, 21(7):3177–3183, 2021.

[26] Di Xiao, Ming-Che Chang, and Qian Niu. Berry phase ef-
fects on electronic properties. Reviews of modern physics,



20

82(3):1959, 2010.
[27] Kohler, Sigmund and Lehmann, Jörg and Hänggi, Peter. Driven

quantum transport on the nanoscale. Physics Reports 406, 379–
443 (2005)

[28] Genske, Maximilian and Rosch, Achim. Floquet-Boltzmann
equation for periodically driven Fermi systems. Physical
Review A, 92(6):062108, 2015.

[29] Puviani, Matteo and Manghi, Franca and Bertoni, Andrea.
Dynamics and control of edge states in laser-driven graphene
nanoribbons. Physical Review B, 95(23):235430, 2017.
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