
Topological Chiral Edge States in a Synthetic Dimension of Atomic Trap States

David Reid,1 Christopher Oliver,1, 2 Patrick Regan,1, 3 Aaron Smith,1 Thomas Easton,1, 3

Grazia Salerno,4 Giovanni Barontini,1 Nathan Goldman,5, 6 and Hannah M. Price1

1School of Physics and Astronomy, University of Birmingham,
Edgbaston, Birmingham B15 2TT, United Kingdom

2National Quantum Computing center, Didcot, Oxfordshire, United Kingdom.
3National Physical Laboratory, Hampton Road, Teddington TW11 0LW, UK

4Department of Applied Physics, School of Science, Aalto University, Espoo, Finland
5Center for Nonlinear Phenomena and Complex Systems,
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A key hallmark of quantum Hall physics is the existence of topological chiral states at the system
boundary. Signatures of these edge states have been experimentally observed in cold atoms by using
different approaches, including notably that of “synthetic dimensions” in which internal states are
coupled together and reinterpreted as sites along an artificial spatial dimension. However, previous
atomic synthetic dimension implementations have been limited to relatively small system sizes with
inflexible boundaries. In this paper, we propose instead how to use a synthetic dimension of atomic
trap states to observe chiral edge states in a large quantum Hall system with a tunable edge. We
present numerical simulations for relevant experimental parameters, showing how this scheme may
be used to probe the properties and robustness of the edge states to defects. Our work opens the
way for future experiments in topological physics with synthetic dimensions, while also providing
new ways to manipulate and control highly-excited trap states.

I. INTRODUCTION

Topological phases of matter are interesting ma-
terials which host robust states localised on the sys-
tem surface [1, 2]. In the 2D quantum Hall effect, for
example, these states are chiral and propagate one-
way around the 1D edge of the system [3, 4]. Such
topological edge states are protected against disor-
der and fabrication imperfections as they cannot be
removed without changing the topological invariants
of the bulk material, either through closing the en-
ergy gap between bands or breaking symmetries [5].

While first discovered in electronic materials [1, 2],
topological phases of matter have since become an
important topic of research also in many other
fields, including ultracold atoms [6–8] and photon-
ics [9–12]. Within this context, the approach of
“synthetic dimensions” has emerged as a powerful
way to implement artificial gauge fields for neutral
atoms and photons, and hence to engineer topo-
logical phases of matter [11, 13–47]. The central
idea of this approach is to re-interpret some set of
modes or degrees of freedom, such as internal atomic
states [13–25] or motional states [27–31], as sites
along a synthetic spatial dimension by applying a
suitable external coupling. This has led to inves-
tigations of many interesting phenomena, including
quantum Hall ladders [15, 16, 28, 47], non-Hermitian
topological bands [48] and even 4D quantum Hall
physics [13, 29, 32, 49].

In ultracold atoms, synthetic dimensions notably
allowed for the first experiments on the “skipping
orbits” stemming from quantum-Hall chiral edge

states [15, 16]; these were observed thanks to the
presence of sharp boundaries along the synthetic di-
mension, resulting from only coupling together a
finite number of hyperfine states. However, these
early experiments were severely limited to only a
few synthetic dimension sites making it impossi-
ble to distinguish edge and bulk physics. Since
then, experiments in synthetic dimensions with cold
atoms have expanded, but still remain limited to a
couple of tens of sites along the synthetic dimen-
sion [19, 20, 30]. They have also recently been over-
taken by 2D real-space cold-atom experiments (i.e.
without synthetic dimensions), which have been able
to explore larger systems with more tunable edge po-
tentials [50–52].

In this paper, we propose how to overcome previ-
ous limitations to explore chiral topological states in
a system with a very long synthetic dimension made
up of atomic trap states [27]. This builds on our re-
cent experiment using this scheme, where we demon-
strated 1D Bloch oscillations across many tens of
states [41]. We now theoretically show how to ex-
tend this set-up, by including another real spatial
dimension and an artificial magnetic field, in order
to realise a type of 2D quantum Hall system known
as the coupled wire model [20, 53, 54]. Our pro-
posed scheme has the key benefit that we are able
to engineer a tunable upper edge in the synthetic di-
mension, allowing us to easily change both the “soft-
ness” of the boundary as well as the effective width
of the resulting system, and hence the location and
properties of the associated edge states. We also
demonstrate how the controllablity of the long syn-

ar
X

iv
:2

41
0.

10
50

1v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.q

ua
nt

-g
as

] 
 1

4 
O

ct
 2

02
4



2

thetic dimension can be exploited to explore both
bulk and edge physics, and to imprint defects for
testing the robustness of the chiral edge modes.

Experimentally, our proposal is based on creat-
ing spatially- and temporally-varying optical poten-
tials, e.g. using a digital micromirror device, and so
does not require any additional apparatus as com-
pared to the previous experiment [41]. This work
therefore paves the way for future experiments to
explore chiral edge states in this type of set-up. In
the future, it will also be especially interesting to
explore the role of inter-particle interactions in this
model, as the usual mean-field contact interactions
in real space will lead to exotic long-range inter-
actions along the synthetic dimension [27], and so
may lead to new types of interacting ground states.
Moreover, it is important to note that the topologi-
cal edge states described in this work are physically
very different from those found in other realizations,
such as in real-space systems [50, 51] or with inter-
nal atomic states [15, 16, 20], as here they corre-
spond to atoms moving in opposite real-space direc-
tions depending on whether they are in high-energy
or low-energy states of a (perpendicularly-oriented)
harmonic trap [55]. This therefore opens the way
for new approaches to experimentally control dif-
ferent energy states, with potential applications in
areas such as trapped and guided atom interferom-
etry [56–58] and quantum thermodynamics [59–61],
when the control of highly-excited trapped states is
required.

Outline

The outline of the paper is as follows: in Sec-
tion II, we introduce the proposed scheme and re-
view how a synthetic dimension of atomic trap states
can be engineered. We then show how to intro-
duce a tunable upper edge along the synthetic di-
mension using, e.g. a digital micro-mirror device,
in order to realise chiral edge state motion in the
hybrid (real-synthetic) 2D plane. We discuss how
to control the location and properties of the chiral
edge states, firstly, via tuning the length of the syn-
thetic dimension in Section III.1, and secondly, by
changing the “softness” of the effective edge poten-
tial in the synthetic dimension in Section III.2. In
Section IV, we then show how to introduce static
impurities along the upper edge of the synthetic di-
mension, and hence visualise the robustness of the
chiral edge motion. Finally, in Section V, we propose
how to experimentally observe bulk cyclotron orbits
within the same set-up, before drawing conclusions
in Section VI.

FIG. 1. A 2D schematic of the proposed experiment.
a) The elongated cigar-shaped harmonic trap, with
ωx = ωz ≡ ω ≫ ωy, projected into the relevant x − y
plane. b) The trap states along the x direction are re-
interpreted as sites in a synthetic dimension when the
periodic driving potential V (x, y, t) is applied. This driv-
ing potential is designed to introduce nearest-neighbour
hopping amplitudes with magnitude, Jλ [Eq. 4], along
the synthetic dimension. The initial driving phase, ϕ0y,
of V (x, y, t) then appears as a y-dependent phase associ-
ated with the hopping between states. c) Combining the
synthetic dimension indexed by λ with the y direction
then leads to a 2D coupled wire model with an artificial
magnetic flux quantum Φ through a plaquette of length
lB≡2π/ϕ0 along the y-axis.

II. SCHEME

In this Section, we will first review how to create
a synthetic dimension of atomic trap states and then
discuss how this approach can be used to realise the
desired 2D quantum Hall coupled wire model [53,
54]. We will then briefly introduce the numerical
simulations that will be used in the remainder of
the paper to explore the behaviour of this model.

II.1. Realising the 2D Coupled Wire Model

Motivated by the recent experiment realising a
synthetic dimension of atomic trap states [41], we
start from an atomic gas in an elongated ‘cigar-
shaped’ harmonic trap with trapping frequencies
along the x, z and y direction chosen to be, respec-
tively, ωx =ωz ≡ω ≫ ωy [see Fig. 1(a)]. Hereafter,
we assume that we can neglect the particle motion in
the z direction due to the strong trapping confine-
ment, and hence we restrict our discussion to dy-
namics in the x−y plane [41]. In this setting, the
motion along x will be activated by external drive.
The full 2D Hamiltonian is then given by

Ĥ(x, y, t) =
p̂2x + p̂2y
2m

+
m

2
(ω2x2 + ω2

yy
2) + V (x, y, t),(1)

where m is the mass of a single atom and we choose
the periodic shaking potential as [27]

V (x, y, t) = κx cos(ωDt+ ϕ0y), (2)
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where ϕ0y is the y-dependent initial driving phase,
ωD is the driving frequency and κ is the driving
strength.
Throughout, we neglect the role of inter-particle

interactions, focusing instead on the single-particle
physics; this is a good approximation for sufficiently
dilute thermal atomic clouds, as in the experiment
of Ref. 41, although it will be very interesting in the
future to include interaction effects [27].
Indexing the harmonic trap states along x with

λ = 0, 1, 2..., the stroboscopic motion in the x-
direction can be captured by an effective time-
independent Floquet tight-binding model [27]

Ĥsynth(λ, y) ≈
∑
λ

Jλ|λ− 1, y⟩⟨λ, y|eiϕ0y + h.c.

+∆
∑
λ

λ|λ, y⟩⟨λ, y|, (3)

where |λ, y⟩ denotes the trap-state basis, ℏ = 1
throughout, ∆≡ω−ωD is the (small) drive detuning
and Jλ is the effective hopping amplitude,

Jλ = κ

√
λ

8mω
. (4)

This effective Hamiltonian therefore describes
nearest-neighbour couplings along a synthetic di-
mension of atomic trap states [see Fig. 1(b)] to-
gether with a force along the synthetic dimension,
F ≡−∆, which can induce Bloch oscillations as ob-
served experimentally in Ref. [41] and as will be used
in Section V. Note that Eqs. 3 and 4 are only valid
within a rotating-wave approximation, which holds
for ωD ≈ ω≫ Jλ and ∆ [27]. Other driving poten-
tials can also be used to couple the atomic trap states
in a similar manner, leading to different forms of Jλ,
as in the experiment of Ref. 41 and as discussed fur-
ther in Appendix A.
Setting ∆ = 0 and including the kinetic energy

along the y direction, we then obtain the desired
effective stroboscopic 2D model given by

ĤCWM (λ, y) =
p̂2y
2m

+ Ĥsynth(λ, y), (5)

which is represented schematically in Fig. 1(c). This
is a coupled wire model [20, 53, 54], as the particles
move within a discrete array of “wires” that are ori-
ented along y, with unit spacing along the λ direc-
tion. The y-dependent hopping phases in Eq. 3 can
then be interpreted as the Peierls phases acquired
by a charged particle (with charge q = 1) hopping
in the presence of a perpendicular magnetic field in
the λ−y plane, such that a magnetic flux quantum
Φ0 is enclosed within an effective plaquette of mag-
netic length lB ≡ 2π/ϕ0 along the y direction [see
Fig 1 (c)].
If the hopping amplitudes are translationally-

invariant [i.e. if Jλ is independent of λ], it can be eas-
ily shown that the resulting 2D coupled wire model

[Eq. 5] has a topologically non-trivial band structure
with the lowest energy bands being classified with
non-trivial Chern numbers |C| = 1 with associated
robust chiral edge states inside the band-gaps [54].
Introducing non-uniformity in the hopping ampli-
tudes [c.f. Eq. 4] distorts the band-structure [see Ap-
pendix A], but does not destroy the desired topolog-
ical chiral edge state physics provided the band-gap
remains open [20, 27].

Including the weak harmonic trapping potential
along the y direction leads finally to the full stro-
boscopic 2D effective Hamiltonian associated with
Eq. 1 as given by

Ĥ2D(λ, y) =
p̂2y
2m

+
1

2
mω2

yy
2 + Ĥsynth(λ, y). (6)

The presence of the weak trap along y confines the
atoms in this direction and serves as an effective
“soft” boundary on which to observe chiral edge
state behaviour [c.f. Ref. 62 and discussion below].
We therefore control the effective length of the sys-
tem along y by changing the value of ωy; physically,
if the trapping frequency is weakened then atoms
can move further away from the center of the sys-
tem, which should lead to larger experimental signa-
tures of chiral edge state behaviour. Note that the
choice of a harmonic trap along y is motivated by the
existing experimental set-up of Ref. 41, but in prin-
ciple, other (e.g. sharper) confining potentials along
y could be used to probe the edge state behaviour.
The nature of the edges in the synthetic dimension
are also highly relevant for studying this behaviour
and we discuss how these can be engineered to as-
sist our investigation into edge-state physics in Sec-
tion III.

II.2. Numerical Simulations

In the following, we study the time dynamics of
the 2D time-dependent Hamiltonian [Eq. 1] with ad-
ditional potential terms, which are introduced be-
low to engineer a tunable upper edge in the syn-
thetic dimension [c.f. Section III.1]. By considering
the full time-dependent Hamiltonian, we are simu-
lating the full dynamics, without a stroboscopic or
rotating-wave approximation, allowing us to verify
that the desired chiral behaviour of the 2D coupled
wire model may be observed using this experimen-
tal scheme. To carry out the simulations, we ex-
press all the x-dependent terms in the Hamiltonian
in terms of λ and perform the evolution in the syn-
thetic λ−y space. While we primarily present and
analyse our results in synthetic space, we can also
map the wavefunction back to the real x−y space
after every time step to obtain the full real-space dy-
namics. Note that, experimentally, measurements,
e.g. of the atomic density, will be made in real space,
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but then can be translated into synthetic space as
discussed in Ref. [41].
To illustrate the interesting physics, we focus prin-

cipally on two different types of (non-interacting)
simulations; firstly, we consider idealised zero-
temperature simulations for an initial Gaussian-like
wave-packet, and secondly, we simulate a thermal
cloud that is initialised at an experimentally-realistic
temperature [41]. Firstly, for the zero-temperature
simulations, we chose the initial state to have the
Gaussian form

ψG (y, λ) = Ae
− (y−y0)2

2σ2
y eiky(y−y0)e

(λ−λ0)2

2σ2
λ eikλ(λ−λ0)

(7)
where A is a normalisation constant and y0 and λ0
are the initial center-of-mass positions along y and
λ respectively. Similarly, σy (σλ) and ky (kλ) are re-
spectively the initial widths and the initial momenta
along the y (λ) directions. Experimentally, it is nat-
ural for the wave-packet to start at the center of the
weak trap along y, and so in the simulations we set
y0 = 0. Additionally, we select λ0 = 0, as we phys-
ically expect that atoms will predominantly occupy
the lowest energy states before the shaking potential
is switched on. One advantage of our scheme is that
λ = 0 is also naturally the lower boundary of the
synthetic dimension, meaning that we can expect
good coupling into the desired chiral edge state.
For all simulations, we chose experimentally-

realistic parameters [41] corresponding to, unless
otherwise stated, m = 86.9u (for 87Rb where u is
the atomic mass unit), ϕ0 = 0.2µm−1, ω = ωD =
2π × 200Hz, ωy = 2π × 5Hz and κ = −98Hz. Note,
to represent κ in these units we have multiplied
it by the harmonic oscillator length along x. We
have also numerically tuned the initial wave-packet
widths and the initial momenta to enhance the cou-
pling to the edge-state, in order to maximise the
amount of the wave-packet which we observe mov-
ing chirally around the system; for the above pa-
rameters, this leads us to set σλ = 0.5, σy = 2.8yho
(where yho ≡

√
1/mωy), and ky =−0.1(yho)

−1. We
set kλ = 0 which is a natural choice for the edge-
state investigation, see also [27].
Secondly, we apply the methodology of Ref. 41 to

simulate the dynamics of a non-interacting thermal
gas, i.e. a non-interacting cloud of atoms which are
initially distributed over the levels of the 2D har-
monic trap according to a classical Boltzmann dis-
tribution. Numerically, an initial state has the form

ψT (x, y) = B

N−1∑
i=0

√
exp (−βEi)

Z
exp (iθi) |φi⟩ (8)

where B is a normalization constant, β is the inverse
temperature, Ei corresponds to the energy of the ith

2D harmonic oscillator eigenstate |φi⟩ and Z is the
associated partition function. Throughout, we set

the initial temperature to T = 20nK, as in the ex-
periment of Ref. 41. For each initial state, the phases
θi are randomly selected for every |φi⟩ from a uni-
form distribution between 0 and 2π. Note that only
a finite number, N , of the 2D harmonic trap states
are used in this construction; we verified thatN is al-
ways large enough that it does not affect the results.
Numerically, we generate many such initial states,
each with a different set of random phases {θi}, and
time-evolve each one under the full time-dependent
Hamiltonian, with the same experimentally-relevant
parameters as above. The resulting atomic densities
are then averaged together, destroying the phase co-
herence of the atomic distribution to mimic the be-
haviour of a thermal cloud [41].

III. ENGINEERING A TUNABLE EDGE IN
SYNTHETIC SPACE

To study topological edge states it is highly desir-
able to be able to control the properties of the sys-
tem’s edges, such as their location and “softness”.
The latter typically refers to the power, γ of the
power law potential V = |r|γ that induces the edge
along the given r direction [62], with a γ=1 poten-
tial corresponding to the softest edge investigated in
this work and a square-well potential (γ=∞) to the
hardest possible edge. From previous theoretical and
experimental investigations [50, 62–64], the softness
of the edge is known to affect, for example, the effi-
ciency of coupling a wave-packet into the edge state
as well as the wave-packet’s resulting group velocity.

In many synthetic dimension schemes, such as
those based on coupling internal atomic states [13–
25], there is a natural but fixed hard boundary at
both ends of the synthetic dimension reflecting that
the synthetic dimension is built out of a finite num-
ber of states [65]. Conversely, a synthetic dimen-
sion of harmonic trap states is, in principle, a semi-
infinite ladder of states, which starts from a “hard
wall” defined by the ground state (λ = 0) and ex-
tends indefinitely as λ → ∞. In practice, the an-
harmonicity of experimental traps adds, at lowest
order, a harmonic anti-trapping term along the syn-
thetic dimension [27]. However, while this effectively
limits the “length” of the synthetic dimension over
which Eq. 3 is sufficient to describe the physics, it
does not lead us to observe clean chiral edge state
behaviour. As we shall now propose, we can instead
introduce an additional real-space potential to engi-
neer a tuneable upper edge in synthetic space. We
shall firstly demonstrate that we can use this to con-
trol the number of sites of the synthetic dimension,
and then secondly discuss the extent to which we can
tune how “soft” the upper edge is in the synthetic
dimension.
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FIG. 2. (a)The lowest energy eigenvalues of Eq. 10 plot-
ted as horizontal dashed lines for the illustrative exam-
ple of Vd = 10ℏω and xwidth =

√
32xho, in units where

m=ω= 1, showing that the square-well potential shifts
the higher λ states off resonance as compared to the
usual energy spacing ω. b) The corresponding eigen-
state probability densities (dashed lines) as compared to
those of the usual harmonic trap (solid lines), showing
that higher energy states are increasingly modified by the
square-well potential. Here, the colors match those used
in panel (a), while the bare harmonic trapping poten-
tial is represented by a solid black line, and the addition
of the square-well potential is indicated by the vertical
dashed black lines. (c) The numerically-calculated Flo-
quet Hamiltonian matrix elements [Eq. 13] for onsite (or-
ange dots) and nearest-neighbour-hopping terms (black
dots), for the illustrative example Vd = 590Hz, and other
parameters as described in Section II.

III.1. Tuning the length of the synthetic
dimension

To realise a tunable upper boundary in the syn-
thetic dimension, we propose to shift higher har-
monic states off resonance towards higher energies.
In our scheme, the trap states along x are coupled
with a single frequency ωD [c.f. Eq. 2] exploiting the
fact that the states are equally spaced in frequency
with ω ≃ ωD. If the spacing between states be-
comes unequal and much larger than ωD, then it
becomes energetically unfavourable to hop between
sites. Thus, by only modifying the energy spacing
of the higher sites we can truncate the length of the
synthetic dimension. To implement this, we intro-
duce a square-well potential in the x direction as

Ve (x) = Vd [1−Θ(x− xe) + Θ (x+ xe)] , (9)

where Vd is the depth of the potential, Θ (x) is the
Heaviside function and xe ≡ xwidth/2 where xwidth is
the potential width [see Fig. 2(a)]. Such a potential
could be straightforwardly implemented, for exam-
ple, by using a DMD in the same way as the other
driving and trapping potentials in Eq. 1, meaning
that no additional equipment is required as com-
pared to the experimental set-up of Ref. 41.

We can see that the square well shifts the higher
harmonic states off resonance as desired by consid-
ering the 1D time-independent Schrödinger equation

along x in the absence of the driving potential,

Eψ(x) =

[
− 1

2m

d2

dx2
+

1

2
mω2x2 + Ve (x)

]
ψ(x).

(10)
The resulting energy eigenvalues, calculated in units
where m = ω = 1, for the illustrative example of
Vd = 10ℏω and xe =

√
8xho (where xho ≡

√
1/mω)

are indicated for the first few states in Fig. 2(a); as
one can see, the lowest eigenvalues remain approx-
imately equispaced, while above λ = 2, the energy
offset becomes significant. In Fig. 2(b), we also
compare the probability density of the eigenstates
(dashed lines) of Eq. 10 with those of the usual har-
monic trap states (solid lines), showing decreasing
agreement with increasing λ.

More formally, we can calculate the effective 1D
time-independent Floquet Hamiltonian Ĥeff that
captures the stroboscopic physics of the periodically-
driven x direction with the square well trap

HFloq =
p̂2x
2m

+
m

2
ω2x2+V (x, y = 0, t)+Ve(x) (11)

[27, 66, 67]. To evaluate this, we numerically con-
struct the stroboscopic evolution operator for the 1D
Hamiltonian Û(T, 0), starting from an initial time
t = 0 up to a final time t = T , where T is the period
of the drive. This 1D Hamiltonian is as described
in Eq. 1, neglecting the kinetic energy along y and
setting ωy = y = 0. We then calculate the effective
Hamiltonian using

Û(T, 0) = e−iT Ĥeff . (12)

To a good approximation for the λ values of interest,
we find

Ĥeff ≈
∑
λ

[Jλ+1,λ|λ+ 1⟩⟨λ|+ h.c. + Jλ,λ|λ⟩⟨λ|] ,

(13)
where the first two terms are the nearest-neighbour
hoppings and the third term is an on-site potential.
The values for the corresponding matrix elements,
Jλ,λ′ , are plotted in Fig. 2(c) as a function of λ, for

the example of Vd = 590Hz, xwidth =
√
32xho, with

other parameters as stated in Section II. As can be
seen, the nearest-neighbour terms vary as

√
λ as pre-

dicted by Eq. 4, while the square-well trap induces
a large on-site energy for higher λ sites. This ener-
getic penalty grows from being small to very large
over just 3 sites implying a relatively “hard” edge;
ways to make this a “softer” edge are discussed in
the next section. Note also that if Vd is significantly
larger than the value above, then other longer-range
(e.g. next-nearest-neighbour) hopping terms, which
have so far been neglected, will also be significantly
affected by the addition of the square well. However,
these terms only become sizable for values of λ where
Jλ,λ is large compared to the nearest-neighbour hop-
ping terms.
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FIG. 3. (i)-(v) Snapshots for the numerical evolution of the atomic density, |ψ|2, for an initial Gaussian wave-packet
in the synthetic λ−y plane with parameters as discussed in the main text and as stated in section II. For these
parameters, the predicted position of the upper edge along the synthetic dimension is λe = 18 [c.f. Eq. 16] (white
dotted line). The snapshots correspond to times t=0ms, 150ms, 265ms, 365ms and 560ms respectively, showing clear
chiral motion of the wave-packet around the edge of the synthetic plane. (vi)-(x) Corresponding snapshots of the
atomic density in real x−y space for the same times as the upper panels. These times correspond to stroboscopic
measurements of the wave-packet; meaning any micromotion has been removed. As the wave-packet climbs the
synthetic dimension, the wave-packet shifts to negative x and y until it approaches the square well at xe = 6xho
(white dotted lines). The atoms are then transported back along the positive y direction, while occupying the highest
available λ-states; note during this process the wave-packet zig-zags between x = ±6, as visible in panel (viii). Upon
reaching the “soft” edge in y (due to the weak harmonic trap), the atoms move from x = −6 to x = 0 as they move
down the synthetic dimension.(xi), (xii), (xiii) and (xiv) are center-of-mass trajectories with the upper and lower
panel illustrating the stroboscopic and full (including micromotion) dynamics. (xi) and (xiii) are the synthetic space
case with (xii) and (xiv) corresponding to the real space equivalents respectively. Finally, in (xi), (xii), (xiii) and
(xiv) the red becomes darker further into the trajectory from t = 0ms to t = 600ms

From the above arguments, it is natural to an-
ticipate that changing the width, xwidth, of the
square well potential in real space can be used to
directly tune the effective location of the edge along
λ, by shifting different numbers of states off reso-
nance. Analytically, we can make a prediction for
the location of the edge along λ, by considering a
semiclassical wave-packet moving in a 1D harmonic
trap and a large square-well-like potential within the
WKB approximation. Inside the well, the semiclas-
sical (i.e. center-of-mass) position, λcom, can be ex-
pressed as [27]

λcom =
mω

2
x2com +

1

2mω
p2com (14)

where xcom and pcom are the semiclassical (center-
of-mass) real-space position and momentum respec-
tively. This originates from introducing a classical
complex variable

α =

√
mω

2
xcom + i

pcom√
2mω

, (15)

where |α|2 = λcom. Then, at the turning points at
±xwidth/2, the momentum pcom = 0, and hence the
position along the λ direction is given by

λe =
x2width

8x2ho
. (16)

We can cross-reference this equation with the calcu-
lated Floquet-Hamiltonian hopping elements and we
see that that λe is within a couple sites of where the

onsite potential becomes comparable to the nearest-
neighbour hopping amplitudes. This suggests that
the effective length of the synthetic dimension can
be tuned from a few up to e.g. 50 sites by choosing
suitable values of xwidth up to 20xho (i.e. 15.3µm for
these parameters).

We now verify that the above prediction [Eq. 16]
for tuning the length of the synthetic dimension
holds for the full 2D Schrödinger dynamics, and
show that we can indeed use this scheme to ob-
serve chiral edge state behaviour in our system. To
this end, we numerically simulate the full real-space
time-evolution under the total Hamiltonian consist-
ing ofH [Eq. 1] together with Ve [Eq. 9]. We perform
this process firstly in idealised Gaussian wave-packet
simulations and then for a thermal cloud.

In Fig. 3, we show snapshots of the numerical
atomic density, |ψ|2, for an initial Gaussian wave-
packet at successive times in (i)-(v) synthetic λ−y
space and (vi)-(x) real x− y space. Here, we set
Vd = 0.13MHz and xwidth = 12xho, with other
parameters as in Section II. We have taken the
above snapshots stroboscopically, at full periods of
TD ≡ 2π/ωD, such that the effects of micromotion
are removed. In Fig. 3, we include center of mass tra-
jectories for the stroboscopic ((xi) and (xii)) and full
dynamics - including micromotion ((xiii) and (xiv)).
(xi) and (xiii) are synthetic space trajectories, whilst
(xii) and (xiv) are the equivalent real space trajec-
tories.

When measured stroboscopically the synthetic
space picture, Fig. 3 (i-v) and (xi), exhibits a clear
clockwise trajectory around the λ−y plane, as ex-
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pected for the chiral edge state behaviour in a 2D
quantum Hall system. We have checked that revers-
ing the sign of the artificial magnetic flux, ϕ0, also
reverses the direction of the trajectory as expected.
As predicted, we also see that the wave-packet does
not travel above λe (white dotted line), showing that
we have indeed created an upper edge along the syn-
thetic dimension. Note that, due to the wave-packet
width, the wave-packet peak is observed a few sites
below λe, as we have also used in our quantitative
analysis later in this section. When micromotion is
included the synthetic space trajectories remain es-
sentially unaltered Fig. 3 (xiii).

During the corresponding stroboscopic motion in
real space, we observe that the atoms shift to the
left along y whilst performing downward hops in the
x direction. This hopping corresponds to the spatial
extent of the atomic trap state; as the wave-packet
travels up synthetic space it descends in x direction.
The presence of the additional square-well (dotted
white lines) prevents the wave-packet from reach-
ing lower values of x hence enforcing a maximum
λ state. When measured stroboscopically the ideal
chiral edge state behaviour would therefore translate
into the atomic density sequentially moving in the
negative y direction, stroboscopically travels down
x, moving in the positive y direction whilst perform-
ing a “zig-zag” between x±6, moving back to x = 0,
and moving back towards y = 0. If the sign of κ is
switched the wave-packet undergoes the same trajec-
tory but travels upwards in the x direction instead.
Numerically, we observe that the motion along y and
the movement along x are not entirely decoupled,
reflecting the presence of the weak harmonic trap
along y, as discussed further below. Nevertheless,
we can still see the clear signatures of this physics
[c.f. Fig. 3], including the nodal structure associated
with the high-lying trap states in panel (viii).

Unlike the synthetic space picture the inclusion of
micromotion has a significant effect on the trajectory
of the wave-packet in real space. To illustrate the
effect of the micromotion we plot the center mass,
Fig 3 (xiv), ten times per period TD. We observe
that the stroboscopic movement downwards is re-
placed with oscillations centered on the origin in x
with varying amplitude. The stroboscopic motion
of the wave-packet in x acts as an envelope for the
micromotion oscillations. Thus the amplitude in-
creases as the spatial extent of the harmonic states
grows.

To confirm the tunability of the upper edge along
the synthetic dimension, we now vary xwidth, with all
other parameters as specified above unless otherwise
stated. In Fig. 4(a) we plot the resulting numerical
center of mass with respect to λ and y over time for
seven values of λe, as implemented by selecting the
appropriate values of xwidth in Eq. 16. In each case,
we see a clockwise trajectory around the λ−y plane,
as expected. Initially, all seven trajectories coincide

FIG. 4. (a) The numerical evolution of the center of
mass for a Gaussian wave-packet in the λ−y plane, for
different values of λe (as determined from Eq. 16). The
colorbar for each trajectory runs over time from t = 0ms
(pale color) to t = 701ms (dark color). Each trajectory
shows the characteristic chiral motion associated with
the edge of a quantum Hall system, with orbits for higher
values of λe moving further along the synthetic λ direc-
tion as expected. (b) Numerical estimates for λe from
Eq. 17 (black dots) as compared to the analytical pre-
diction from Eq. 16 (red dashed line), showing excellent
agreement. All parameters are as stated in Section II.

FIG. 5. (a) The numerical evolution of the center of mass
for a thermal cloud in the λ−y plane, for different values
of λe (as determined from Eq. 16). The colorbar for each
trajectory runs over time from t = 0ms (pale color) to
t = 970ms (dark color). Each trajectory again shows
the characteristic chiral motion associated with the edge
of a quantum Hall system, with orbits for higher values
of λe moving further along the synthetic λ direction as
expected. (b) Numerical estimates for λe (black dots),
as calculated according to Appendix C, as compared to
the analytical prediction from Eq. 16 (red dashed line),
again showing excellent agreement. All parameters are
as stated in Section II and the main text.

while the wave-packet is exploring small values of
λ, as the influence of the real-space square-well po-
tential is weak. However, the trajectories then de-
viate from each other sequentially as those with a
larger xwidth and hence larger λe continue further up
the synthetic dimension before reaching the effective
edge. Note that the edge along λ is relatively “hard”
[see Fig. 2 and Section III.2 below], while that along
y is “soft”, due the weak harmonic trap along y.
This is reflected in the shape of the chiral trajectory,
where we see that atoms continue to move in y when
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they are skipping along λ on the right or left side of
the system, but they do not significantly move in
λ while they are travelling at the top or bottom of
the system along y [c.f. Fig. 3]. For these parame-
ters, the effects of micromotion along the synthetic
dimension are also small and not clearly visible on
this scale.

We can also use the numerical center-of-mass re-
sults from Fig. 4(a) to quantitatively check the tun-
ability of the length of the synthetic dimension that
is predicted by λe [Eq. 16]. To do so, we first find
the maximum center-of-mass position, ⟨λ⟩max, for
each trajectory. We then calculate the width of the
wave-packet density distribution at this maximum
position to extract the corresponding standard de-
viation σλmax. The location of the upper synthetic
edge can then be estimated as

λe ≈ ⟨λ⟩max + σλmax. (17)

The corresponding numerical estimates of λe are
plotted in Fig. 4(b)(black dots), where they are com-
pared to the analytical prediction [Eq. 16] (dashed
red line). As can be seen, there is very good agree-
ment, verifying that we can reliably tune the length
of the synthetic dimension by changing xwidth.

We now repeat this analysis for the more exper-
imentally relevant case of an initial thermal cloud
[c.f. Section II], as plotted in Fig. 5 and shown in
more detail in Appendix B. All parameters are the
same as in the Gaussian wave-packet simulations
above, except that the driving strength is increased
to κ = −500Hz; this is because we observe empir-
ically that a higher driving strength is more effec-
tive at coupling the atoms into the synthetic dimen-
sion in the thermal simulations. As can be seen in
Fig. 5 (a), the resulting center-of-mass trajectories
are smoothed out in the thermal simulations as com-
pared to those in Fig. 4. However, importantly, the
critical features remain and the chiral edge state be-
haviour is clearly visible. Note that as compared
to the Gaussian wave-packet simulations, a reduced
percentage of atoms participate in the chiral mo-
tion [c.f. Appendix B]; this is because the width of
the thermal cloud is set by the temperature and
strength of the weak trap, and so cannot be eas-
ily optimised as for the idealised simulations. We
could, in principle, increase the number of atoms
participating in the chiral dynamics by lowering the
temperature, which would be more experimentally
restrictive, or increasing ωy, which would reduce the
desired motion along the y direction. Finally, we
can again use the numerical trajectories to quan-
titatively confirm the tunability of the synthetic di-
mension length. The data analysis is detailed in Ap-
pendix C, and the corresponding numerical results
are plotted in Fig. 5(b). Here, we again see clear
quantitative agreement between the numerics and
analytics, demonstrating that this approach can be

successfully used to tune the length of the synthetic
dimension over many sites.

III.2. Tuning the softness of the upper edge in
the synthetic dimension

As introduced above, another key feature of a
boundary is its “softness”, corresponding to how
quickly the boundary potential changes spatially. In
a recent real-space experiment, the softness of the
edge was shown to affect the properties of chiral
quantum Hall trajectories, such as the group veloc-
ity of the particles [50]. As we shall now investigate,
we can also effectively change the softness of the
upper edge in our synthetic dimension by modify-
ing the square-well potential introduced above. We
shall firstly consider the effect of simply softening the
real-space profile of the square-well potential across
certain regions (as specified below), before exploring
a wider range of parameters to show how to create
sharp and soft edges in the synthetic dimension.

As shown in Fig. 6(a), instead of the square-well
potential discussed above, we can apply a softer real-
space potential to tune higher λ states away from
resonance. Experimentally, this could be applied
using a DMD, as in the previous section. Physi-
cally, we expect that softening the real-space poten-
tial will mean that the higher trap states are less
far-detuned, and hence that the onsite potential in
synthetic space rises more gradually. To explore this
systematically, we define symmetric spatial regions
on either side of the origin that go from |x| = x−

to |x| = x+, where x+ > x−. Within these regions,
the optical potential then rises to a fixed height, Vd,
above the bare harmonic trap, according to a power-
law spatial dependence ∝ |x|γ [see Fig. 6(a)]. When
γ → ∞, this construction reduces to the square-well
potential considered in Section III.1 with xe = x+.
To explore how softening the real-space potential

affects the edge in synthetic space, we can numeri-
cally calculate the 1D effective Floquet Hamiltonian
as in Section III.1. The resulting matrix elements
are shown in Fig. 6(b) for γ = 4 and for the square-
well with γ = ∞, with x− = 4xho and x+ = 6xho
and other parameters as in panel (a). As can be
seen, the onsite terms (red dots) rise more gradu-
ally for γ = 4 than for γ = ∞, indicating a softer
upper edge in the synthetic dimension. Motivated
by Eq. 16, we can also introduce two characteristic
positions along the synthetic dimension, namely

λe− ≡ (2x−)2

8x2ho
, λe+ ≡ (2x+)2

8x2ho
. (18)

We observe that for γ = 4, the onsite terms begin
to increase near λe−, where the real-space potential
starts to significantly affect the trap states. These
terms then peak close to λe+, after which both the
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FIG. 6. (a) The real-space potential as a function of x
as introduced to tune the softness of the upper edge in
the synthetic dimension. Around x = 0, this potential is
simply given by the bare harmonic trap, while between
positions |x| = x− and |x| = x+ (vertical dashed lines),
it increases according to a power law with exponent γ
up to a fixed height, Vd, above the trap. Here, we have
taken x− = 4xho, x+ = 10xho and Vd = 980Hz , with
other parameters as given in Section II. (b) Numerically-
calculated matrix elements of the corresponding effective
1D Floquet Hamiltonian for γ = 4 and γ = ∞, with
x+ = 6xho and other parameters as in panel (a). As can
be seen, the onsite terms rise more gradually for γ = 4
than γ = ∞, indicating a softer boundary in the syn-
thetic dimension. In both cases, the nearest-neighbour
terms (black dots) vary as

√
λ, as expected from Eq. 4.

Note that for γ = 4, we observe a marked deviation
from this behaviour at large λ, where we observe that
other terms in the Floquet Hamiltonian become impor-
tant. This is indeed true more generally but can-not be
observed in the γ = ∞ case due to number of λ sites in-
cluded. Lines are a guide to the eye. Note that a similar
treatment has been undertaken in [68] for a fractional
Chern insulator.

FIG. 7. The numerical evolution of the center-of-mass
for a Gaussian wave-packet in the λ−y plane, for dif-
ferent values of γ. Parameters are as given in the main
text and in Section II. The colorbar for each trajectory
runs over time from t = 0ms (pale color) to t = 620ms
(dark color). The lower and upper dashed vertical lines
indicate the values of λe− and λe+ respectively. As can
be seen, the chiral trajectories coincide until they reach
λe−, after which the effect of the power-law real-space
potential becomes important. For larger values of γ, the
upper part of the trajectories is further up the synthetic
dimension and becomes noticeably flatter, reflecting a
sharper edge in the synthetic dimension.

FIG. 8. Numerically-calculated matrix elements of the
effective 1D Floquet Hamiltonian for the examples of a
sharp edge (left panel) and a soft edge (right panel) along
the synthetic dimension, as found by scanning over vari-
ous parameters (see main text for details). For the sharp
edge, the onsite terms (red dots) become comparable to
the nearest-neighbour hopping energy (black dots) over
∼ 4 sites, while for the soft edge, this requires more than
10 sites. Lines plotted are a guide to the eye. To quantify
the edge softness, we plot the onsite terms on a logarith-
mic scale for λ ∈ [6, 13] (left inset) and λ ∈ [20, 60] (right
inset). A linear fit (dashed line) is used to extract the
power-law exponent, which is found to be γλ = 7.4 for
the sharp edge and γλ = 1.2 for the soft edge, demon-
strating the tunability of this upper boundary.

onsite potential and the nearest-neighbour couplings
(black dots) decrease and other longer-range terms
become important. In general these terms may peak
before λ+e if the Vd is sufficiently large for the real
space potential to have increased significantly be-
fore x+. For γ = ∞, instead the onsite terms do
not increase until near λe+, where the square-well
potential first becomes important.

To explore the effects of changing γ on the chi-
ral edge state dynamics, we numerically simulate
the full time-evolution of an initial Gaussian wave-
packet [c.f. Section II]. The resulting center-of-mass
evolution in the λ−y plane is shown in Fig. 7 for dif-
ferent values of γ. Here, we have chosen Vd=981Hz,
x−=4xho and x+=6xho (corresponding to λe−=8
and λe+=18 respectively), with all other parameters
as stated in Section II. As can be seen, all the orbits
coincide initially, exhibiting clockwise skipping tra-
jectories as they travel left along y and up the first
few λ states [c.f. Fig 4]. Upon reaching λe− (lower
dashed line), the trajectories begin to diverge, with
those for lower γ being more significantly affected
by the power-law potential and thus extending less
far up the synthetic dimension. Notably, we observe
that the shape of the upper part of the orbit becomes
much flatter as γ is increased, confirming our expec-
tation that the effective upper edge in the synthetic
dimension becomes sharper.

We have also explored numerically how varying
more parameters in our model can be used to max-
imise the sharpness/softness of the edge along the
synthetic dimension. In Fig. 8, we show the calcu-
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lated Floquet matrix elements for examples found of
a very sharp edge (left panel) and a very soft edge
(right panel). The former corresponds to a square-
well potential with Vd = 1040Hz and λe = 10, while
the latter is for a real-space potential with γ = 1,
Vd = 590Hz, λe− = 8 and λe+ = 60. We have also
chosen κ = −65.5Hz for both, with other parame-
ters as in Section II. As can be seen, for the sharp
edge, the onsite terms rise rapidly from zero, while
for the soft edge, a similar rise requires tens of sites.
To quantify the softness of the edge, we plot the on-
site terms on a logarithmic scale [see insets in Fig. 8]
in order to extract the power-law dependence as a
function of λ. We find that these onsite terms vary
∝ λγλ , with an exponent of γλ = 7.4 for the sharp
edge and γλ = 1.2 for the soft edge. This provides
the upper and lower bound of the edge sharpness
in the regime of parameters investigated throughout
this paper. Additionally, we observe that the cur-
vature of this edge potential can be controlled via
this method too with positive and negative curva-
tures being seen respectively in the two cases shown
in Fig 8. It is possible to interpolate between these
two cases by further varying the parameters, show-
ing that the softness of the upper edge can be tuned
over a wide range.
To probe the effects on dynamics, we have nu-

merically simulated the full time-evolution of an ini-
tial Gaussian wave-packet for each of the above two
cases, with the resulting center-of-mass trajectories
plotted in Fig. 9. Here, we observe that the two tra-
jectories, while both being chiral, have very different
shapes, reflecting the differing softness of the upper
edge. In particular, the upper part of the trajectory
for the sharp edge (red) is much flatter with respect
to λ than that for the soft edge (blue), as expected.
Note that for the soft edge, the chosen Vd is weak
enough that some of the wave-packet continues mov-
ing even further up the synthetic dimension; this is
because there is a natural trade-off between how soft
the upper edge is and its ability to prohibit all of the
wave-packet from coupling into higher λ states. This
effect is reflected in Fig 9 by the asymmetry between
the ascent and descent of the center-of-mass trajec-
tory in synthetic space.

IV. CONSTRUCTING IMPURITIES IN THE
SYNTHETIC DIMENSION

One of the reasons for the substantial research
interest in topological physics is the robustness of
topological edge states to back-scattering from de-
fects and imperfections [1, 2, 11, 12]. Having demon-
strated above how to induce a tuneable upper edge
in the synthetic dimension of harmonic trap states,
we now show how the same toolkit can be extended
to implement edge impurities, and hence to probe
this intrinsic robustness in future experiments.

FIG. 9. The numerical evolution of the center-of-mass
for a Gaussian wave-packet in the λ−y plane, for the two
cases shown in Fig. 8. As can be seen, the upper part
of the chiral trajectory for the sharp edge (red) is much
flatter with respect to λ, as the atoms travel from left to
right along y, than for the soft edge (blue), reflecting the
different softness of the boundary. The colorbar for the
red and blue trajectories runs over time from t = 0ms
(pale color) to t =638ms and t =2380ms (dark color)
respectively.

FIG. 10. Constructing an impurity along the upper edge
of the synthetic dimension. (a) The real-space potential
as a function of x and y which is used to engineer both
the upper edge and the impurity in synthetic space. The
details and parameters of this construction are described
in the main text and further specified in Appendix D.
Black indicates regions with vanishing potential, while
white indicates a total potential strength of Vd. (b) The
potential from panel (a) represented schematically. Here
black indicates λ < λe− for y− ≤ y ≤ y+, and λ < λe+

otherwise [c.f. Eq. 18]. As can be seen, the narrowing
of the potential well in panel (a) leads to a narrowing
of the system length along the synthetic dimension in
panel (b); this can be interpreted as having a defect on
the upper edge of the synthetic dimension.

To construct a boundary defect in the λ−y plane,
we consider a real-space potential like that shown in
Fig. 10 (a). As further detailed in Appendix D, this
potential is simply composed of a square-well poten-
tial, S1(x, y), with height Vd and xwidth = 2x+, to-
gether with a second square-well potential, S2(x, y),
also with height Vd but narrower width xwidth=2x−

that only exists within a region y− ≤ y ≤ y+ and
|x| ≤ x+. The first square well is used to create
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the upper edge in the synthetic dimension [c.f. Sec-
tion III.1], while the second represents the defect.
Note that for the Fig. 10 (a), we have chosen x+ =

6xho, x
−=

√
24xho, and y

+=y−=1yho. Experimen-
tally, this type of potential could again be engineered
using a DMD as in the previous sections, meaning
this scheme requires no additional equipment.

To visualise what the above means in synthetic
space, we can use the logic that we developed when
discussing the edge implementation in Section III.1.
As before, we expect there to be a relationship be-
tween xwidth and where the effective on-site potential
increases in the synthetic dimension. However, now
xwidth has a simple y-dependence, which will in turn
naturally imprint a y-dependence in the on-site po-
tential for the synthetic dimension. Specifically, the
narrower square-well potential [c.f. Fig. 10(a)] will
correspond to λe− [Eq. 18], while the wider one will
correspond to λe+ (with λe+ > λe−). This is rep-
resented schematically in Fig. 10(b), from which we
can see that the real-space potentials lead to a defect
adjacent to the upper edge of the synthetic dimen-
sion. For further confirmation of this, we have calcu-
lated the 1D Floquet Hamiltonian [c.f. Section III],
for values of y both inside and outside the impurity
region. Taking Vd=0.13MHz and other parameters
as in Section II, we indeed have found that the onsite
potential in synthetic space increases over a few sites
to become comparable to the nearest-neighbour hop-
ping amplitudes around λe+ and λe−, when outside
and inside the impurity region respectively.

Before continuing, it is also worthwhile highlight-
ing that there is considerable freedom to choose the
position and size of this impurity. For example, we
can select different values of y− and y+ in order to
change the width of the defect or move it along the
y-direction. We can similarly tune x− in order to
increase the width of the defect along the synthetic
dimension. However, we cannot easily vary our pa-
rameters to move the entire defect away from the
upper edge to another position along λ, such as the
lower edge at λ = 0. This is because the type of
real-space potential considered here affects all states
above a given λ.

To test the robustness of the chiral edge state be-
haviour observed in our proposal, we now numer-
ically simulate the full time-evolution of an initial
Gaussian wave-packet including the real-space po-
tentials described above. A snapshot of the resulting
atomic density at t = 310ms is shown in Fig. 11(a),
where we can see that the wave-packet robustly trav-
els around the defect. Note, although we outline the
impurity and upper edge using λe+ and λe− [purple
shading], the atoms feel the some of the potential
from the impurity earlier as expected from the Flo-
quet matrix elements. It is also worth re-iterating
that the peak of the atomic density is always seen
a few sites lower than the edge due to the wave-
packet’s width [c.f. Section III.1]. The parameters

FIG. 11. a) A snapshot at t = 310ms of the atomic
density for the full time-evolution of an initial Gaus-
sian wave-packet in the presence of the potential from
Fig. 10. Parameters are as stated in the main text and
in Section II. The approximate position of the edge and
impurity are indicated by purple shading [c.f. Fig. 10(b)].
Here we see that the wave-packet travels robustly around
the defect. (b) The corresponding center-of-mass trajec-
tories in the y−λ plane with the impurity (red) and with-
out the impurity (blue). As can be seen, both trajecto-
ries are identical before reaching the impurity region, at
which point the former trajectory deviates to go around
the impurity, before returning to the usual chiral motion
, demonstrating the robustness of this behaviour.

used here are Vd = 0.13MHz, with all others being
the same as those in Fig. 10 and in Section II. The
corresponding center-of-mass trajectory in the λ−y
plane is also then shown in Fig. 11(b) for the case
of without (blue) and with (red) the defect. As can
be seen, the defect causes a deviation in the latter
trajectory, but the overall chiral behaviour is still
clearly visible, demonstrating the robustness of this
motion.

Having understood the idealised case, we will per-
form more experimentally-realistic simulations for a
thermal cloud [see Section II]. A snapshot of the
atomic density is shown in Fig. 12(a) for t = 300ms,

with x+ =
√
100xho, x

− =
√
70xho, y

− = −5yho,
y+ = 5yho and Vd = 0.13MHz, and other parame-
ters as in Section II. As can be seen, the impurity
again acts as expected with most of the atoms trav-
elling around the defect. However, as compared to
the Gaussian wave-packet [c.f. Fig. 11], there is more
atomic density spread through the bulk and remain-
ing around the lower edge of the system. This is
because a smaller fraction of the atoms are initially
well-coupled into the edge state for the thermal sim-
ulations, as also discussed in Section III.1. More
sophisticated state preparation would therefore be
needed if coupling a larger fraction of the wave-
packet is required experimentally. Finally, we also
show in Fig. 12(b), the corresponding center-of-mass
trajectory with (red) and without (blue) the defect.
As can be seen, the two trajectories again diverge
when reaching the impurity; however, the increased
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FIG. 12. a) A snap shot at t = 300ms for the atomic
density of an initial thermal cloud. Parameters are as
stated in the main text and in Section II. The approxi-
mate position, calculated via Eq. 16, of the edge and
impurity are indicated by purple shading. We again
observe that most of the atoms travel robustly around
the defect; however, in this case there is more noise due
to a lower fraction of the atoms coupling into the edge
state. b) The corresponding center-of-mass trajectories
with (red) and without (blue) the impurity for a total
run-time of tf = 451ms. Here we can see that the two
trajectories diverge after reaching the defect with both
continuing in a clockwise orbit, but, due to the spread
of the thermal cloud, the rough outline of the impurity
can not be directly observed.

spread of atoms in the thermal simulations obscure
the outline of the defect. Nevertheless, the majority
of the atoms continue moving in a clockwise orbit,
indicating the robustness of the chiral motion in the
presence of an impurity.

V. BULK PHYSICS

An advantage of using atomic trap states is that
the resulting synthetic dimension can be very long
and consist of many tens of sites, allowing us to em-
ploy a single set-up to explore the different phenom-
ena that can occur on the edge or in the bulk of
a quantum Hall system. In this section, we focus
on how to observe the characteristic semi-classical
bulk physics associated with the 2D coupled wire
model with our scheme, firstly in idealised synthetic
systems, and then for more realistic experimental
settings.

As has been previously studied theoretically [42,
69] and experimentally [19, 20], a semi-classical
wave-packet in the bulk of a 2D coupled wire model
will undergo cyclotron orbits, similar to those found
in Landau levels. A key signature of these orbits is
that they are clockwise/anti-clockwise depending on
the sign of the magnetic field strength, ϕ0. Consid-
ering the equations of motion for a classical particle
subject to a magnetic field, also leads to an estimate

for the cyclotron frequency as [69]

ωc =
ϕ0

| meff |
(19)

where the effective mass meff =
√
mdmc is deter-

mined by the geometric mean of the effective masses
md and mc associated with the discrete and contin-
uous directions, respectively [42]. The latter effec-
tive mass, mc, simply corresponds to the mass of
the associated atom, while the former, md, can be
estimated from the 1D tight-binding dispersion as

md = − 1

2J cos⟨kd⟩
, (20)

where ⟨kd⟩ is the center-of-mass momentum along
the discrete direction and J is the corresponding
(uniform) hopping amplitude.

However, as compared to the ideal model above,
our scheme has several complications, as discussed
further below, including non-uniform hopping am-
plitudes along our discrete direction λ; a weak har-
monic trap along our continuous direction y; and
initial states which are naturally localised at the
edge (i.e. near λ = 0) rather than in the bulk of
the system, due to the energetic nature of the λ-
state synthetic dimension [c.f. Section. II]. To over-
come the latter issue, we propose to employ an initial
“preparation phase” in which we turn off the artifi-
cial magnetic flux and use a detuning of the driving
frequency, ∆≡ω− ωD, to impose a force [c.f. Eq. 3]
and hence induce a Bloch oscillation to move atoms
up the synthetic dimension [41]. Once the atoms
are sufficiently far away from the edge of the syn-
thetic space, we then set ∆ = 0 and turn on the
artificial magnetic flux, ϕ0, in order to look for bulk
cyclotron-orbit behaviour.

To first demonstrate the qualitative signatures of
cyclotron orbits in our scheme, we simulate the full
time-dynamics under Eq. 1 for an initial Gaussian
wave-packet, with parameters as in Section II. Dur-
ing the initial preparation phase, we set ∆ = 10Hz
from t=0 until tp =314ms; thereafter we set ∆=0
and turn on the artificial magnetic flux. The result-
ing center-of-mass trajectory in the synthetic λ−y
plane is shown in Fig. 13 with (a) ϕ0 = 0.2µm−1

and (b) ϕ0 = −0.2µm−1. As can be seen, during
the preparation phase, the center-of-mass first rises
steadily up the synthetic dimension, while maintain-
ing constant ⟨y⟩. As a Bloch oscillation corresponds
to periodic motion along λ, the wave-packet reaches
a maximum value of ⟨λ⟩ (set by the size of the detun-
ing as well as other parameters [41]) before starting
to descend the synthetic dimension again. We then
quench the Hamiltonian by switching off the detun-
ing and turning on the magnetic flux. By changing
tp and ∆, we can control both the final center-of-
mass position λ at the end of the preparation phase
as well as the corresponding semiclassical center-of-
mass momentum ⟨kλ⟩ along the synthetic dimension.
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FIG. 13. The numerical evolution of the center-of-
mass in the λ− y plane for an initial Gaussian wave-
packet under a two-step protocol consisting of an initial
preparation phase, where a non-zero detuning induces
a Bloch oscillation and pushes the wave-packet into the
bulk, followed by a second phase in which a non-zero
artificial magnetic flux generates cyclotron-like orbits, as
also highlighted in the right-hand panels. Parameters are
as given in the main text, with ϕ0 = ±0.2(µm)−1 in the
second phase of the protocol, for the upper and lower
panels respectively. As can be seen, reversing the sign of
the flux, reverses the sense of the orbit, as expected for
cyclotron motion.

Following the quench, the wave-packet then moves
in an ellipse-like trajectory in an opposite sense for
opposite magnetic flux [see insets of Fig. 13], as
expected for a cyclotron-like orbit. Note that we
also observe small and fast oscillations in these tra-
jectories, corresponding to micromotion in the full
time dynamics going beyond the effective Hamilto-
nian [27].

To now quantitatively study these orbits, we start
from a simplified model in which we neglect both the
weak harmonic trap along y and the initial prepa-
ration stage. This means that we choose an ini-
tial Gaussian state [Eq.7], here with λ0 = 19.1 and
y0 = 0.1, such that the wave-packet initially resides
entirely within the bulk. We also choose kλ = 2,
reflecting that the wave-packet can have a non-zero
momentum along λ. The other wave-packet param-
eters are chosen as σλ = 4.3, σy = 0.35yho and
ky = 0 to ensure good visibility of the desired cy-
clotron motion numerically. Using this initial state,
we then simulate the full time-dynamics for differ-

FIG. 14. Extracting the cyclotron frequency for an ide-
alised scheme, which neglects the harmonic trap along y
and assumes the wave-packet can be prepared directly in
the bulk (all parameters given in the main text). (a) &
(b) The numerical center-of-mass along λ and y respec-
tively as a function of time, showing characteristic sinu-
soidal oscillations. For convenience, the latter is plotted
in units of yho [see main text], although ωy = 0 for the
simulations. The data within the window highlighted
in blue is fitted according to Eq. 21. The result of this
fit is plotted in the lower panels (maroon dots), show-
ing good agreement with the full dynamics (solid black
lines). Note that the data for ⟨λ⟩ is smoothed by a mov-
ing average before fitting to remove the effects of micro-
motion. (c) The corresponding values for the cyclotron
frequency obtained by fitting ⟨λ⟩ (maroon triangles) and
⟨y⟩ (sky blue triangles) for different values of ϕ0. Errors
from the fits are plotted but do not exceed the size of
the markers. Also plotted is a simple analytical predic-
tion (black dashed line) for the cyclotron frequency from
Eq. 19 and Eq. 20, as further discussed in the main text.

ent ϕ0 ∈ [0.1, 0.4] (µm)
−1

as shown in Fig. 14. All
parameters are as stated in section II expect for
κ = −100Hz.

For each choice of the magnetic flux, ϕ0, we track
the center-of-mass trajectories ⟨λ⟩ and ⟨y⟩ with re-
spect to time; an example of this is shown for
ϕ0 = 0.25(µm)−1 in the upper panels of Fig. 14(a)
and (b). As expected, we observe that both ⟨λ⟩ and
⟨y⟩ evolve sinusoidally in time, corresponding to a
cyclotron-like orbit. To estimate the corresponding
cyclotron frequency, ωc, we fit each trajectory ac-
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FIG. 15. Extracting the cyclotron frequency when in-
cluding the weak harmonic trap and the initial prepa-
ration stage (all parameters in the main text). (a)&(b)
The numerical center-of-mass along λ and y respectively,
with the latter in units of yho. The initial preparation
stage is highlighted in green, and is used to push the
wave-packet from the bottom of the synthetic dimension
into the bulk. This is followed by the second phase high-
lighted in blue, in which we turn off the detuning and
switch on the magnetic field to induce cyclotron-like mo-
tion. The initial oscillations within the second phase are
fitted according to Eq. 21, with the result plotted in the
lower panels (maroon dots), alongside the full dynamics
(solid black lines). Note that the data for ⟨λ⟩ is again
smoothed before fitting to remove micromotion effects.
(c) The corresponding extracted cyclotron frequencies
for ⟨λ⟩ (maroon triangles) and ⟨y⟩ (sky blue triangles)
for different values of ϕ0. Errors from the fits are plotted
but are small compared to the size of the markers. Also
plotted is a simple analytical prediction (black dashed
line) taken from Eq. 25 and Eq. 20, as discussed in the
main text. Overall, there is good qualitative agreement,
although with deviations due to the more complicated
trajectories, shown e.g. in panels (a)&(b).

cording to the functional form

f = A cos(ωct+ ϕ) + h0, (21)

where A, ωc, ϕ and h0 are all fitting parameters.
Physically, ϕ is an initial phase offset, while A and
h0 represent the amplitude and initial value for os-
cillations in either ⟨y⟩ or ⟨λ⟩ as appropriate. When
fitting there are two additional issues we have to deal
with; firstly, there is micromotion visible as small

and fast oscillations in the ⟨λ⟩ trajectory. To ob-
tain the best estimate for the cyclotron frequency
in this case, we therefore remove the micromotion
by applying a moving average to the numerical data
before fitting. Secondly, the final fit parameters are
sensitive to the region of the trajectory for which
the fitting is undertaken. To reduce arbitrariness,
we therefore define our fitting region as the time-
window extending up to the second extremum of
the oscillation (not counting extrema that occur very
close to t=0). Examples of this fitting window are
highlighted in blue in the upper panels of (a) and (b).
In the corresponding lower panels, we then zoom in
to this window to highlight the resulting good agree-
ment between the numerical data (solid black line)
and the corresponding fit function (maroon dots).

In Fig. 14(c), we then plot the cyclotron frequen-
cies obtained by fitting the numerical data sepa-
rately for ⟨λ⟩ (maroon triangles) and ⟨y⟩ (light blue
triangles) as a function of the artificial magnetic flux,
ϕ0. We also plot error bars from the fit for each point
but these are small compared to the marker size. We
compare our numerical results with the simple ana-
lytical prediction from Eq. 19, taking mc = m and
using Eq. 20 to estimate md. For the latter, we ap-
proximate J as the value of Jλ [Eq. 4] evaluated at
λ = λ0, and use ⟨kd⟩ ≈ kλ from the initial wave-
packet. Note that Jλ and hence md can vary during
the cyclotron orbit; however, as Jλ∝

√
λ, we assume

this effect can be neglected when only a narrow range
of high-λ states are explored as in these cases. The
resulting analytical prediction is plotted as a dashed
black line, and is seen to be in excellent agreement
despite these approximations, particularly with the
fitted results for ⟨λ⟩. Note that the fitted results for
⟨y⟩ also agree well for small ϕ0, but then begin to
deviate at higher magnetic fluxes where the fitting
performs less well.

Now we will build upon these results for a simpli-
fied system and begin to add in more experimental
complications, starting with the weak harmonic trap
along y. This weak trap affects how the cyclotron
frequency varies as a function of magnetic field, as
can be seen by considering a simple classical Hamil-
tonian with minimal coupling

HMC =
p2x
2mx

+
(py − qBx)

2

2my
+

1

2
myω

2
yy

2, (22)

where q is the particle charge, A = (0, Bx, 0)
T
is the

magnetic vector potential, B is the magnetic field
strength and mx and my are the masses along the
(continuous) x and y directions respectively. Using
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Hamilton’s equations leads to

p̈yẍÿ
p̈x

 =


−ω2

y qBω2
y 0 0

qB
mxmy

− (qB)2

mxmy
0 0

0 0 −ω2
y − qB

mxmy

0 0 −qBω2
y − (qB)2

mxmy


pyxy
px

 ,

(23)

from which we can assume solutions of the formpy(t)x(t)
y(t)
px(t)

 =

A1

A2

A3

A4

 eiωct, (24)

where A1, ...A4 denote the time-independent ampli-
tudes. In addition to two trivial solutions, ω2

c = 0,
this leads to cyclotron orbits with

ωc = ±

√
ω2
y +

(qB)2

m2
eff

, (25)

where meff =
√
mxmy. Therefore, we may expect

that adding a weak harmonic trap along y leads to an
offset in the cyclotron frequency if ωy is sufficiently
small enough.
To test this numerically, we again investigate the

full time-dynamics for an initial Gaussian wave-
packet, but now including both the weak trap along
y as well as the preparation stage of the protocol
described above. Examples of the resulting numer-
ical evolution of the center-of-mass along λ and y
are shown in Fig. 15(a)&(b) respectively. Here, we
have chosen an initial state [Eq. 7] with λ0 = y0 =
ky = kλ=0, σy =0.5yho and σλ=0.5. We have also
set the detuning ∆=12.5Hz, as well as κ=−100Hz
and ω=2π × 200Hz. The initial preparation phase
[light green region in (a)&(b)] with ϕ0 = 0 lasts
until tp = 2/|∆|, such that the semiclassical wave-
packet has a final center-of-mass momentum ⟨kλ⟩≈2
[c.f. Fig. 14] as well as a final center-of-mass posi-
tion in the bulk. Due to the weak trap, the width
of the wave-packet along y also expands and con-
tracts during the dynamics; for the above parame-
ters, we have numerically selected ωy=2π × 6.25Hz
as leading to a reasonably narrow final width and
thus clear oscillations in the second phase of the evo-
lution [light blue region in (a)&(b)]. In this second
phase, ∆=0 with a non-zero value of ϕ0, here cho-
sen as ϕ0 =0.25 (µm)

−1
. Note that the trajectories

are now more complicated than for the idealised case
in Fig. 15, for example, due to the breathing of the
wave-packet due to the weak trap.
To estimate a cyclotron frequency, we follow the

same procedure as for Fig. 15 by fitting the numeri-
cal data according to a sinusoidal function [Eq. 21].
Similar to above, we define the fitting window as
extending from tp, the time of the quench, up to

the second extremum in the oscillation (not count-
ing extrema that occur very near to tp). Examples
of the resulting fits are shown (maroon dots) in the
lower panels of Fig. 15 (a)&(b), along with the full
numerical trajectories (black solid line). Due to the
more complicated evolution noted above, these fits
are not as accurate as for the previous idealised case,
but still appear to capture the main features of the
data. The corresponding estimates for ωc are then
extracted and plotted in Fig. 15 (c) for different
values of ϕ0. Errors from the fit are plotted, but
are small compared to the marker size. Here, we
have also plotted the classical analytical prediction
(dashed black line) of Eq. 25, with qB = ϕ0 and
meff =

√
mdm, where md is estimated from Eq. 20.

For the latter, we have used that ⟨kλ⟩ ≈ 2 and ap-
proximated J as Jλ [Eq. 4] evaluated at the final
center-of-mass position along the synthetic dimen-
sion at the end of the preparation phase. Note that
we observe significant quantitative discrepancies be-
tween the different sets of results; this is because the
more complicated trajectories make our results more
dependent on the choice of fitting window. These
discrepancies can be significantly reduced by choos-
ing an optimal fitting window for each trajectory in-
dividually; we have chosen not to do this to avoid the
arbitrariness introduced by such a procedure. Nev-
ertheless, despite these issues, we observe that the
simple analytical formula exhibits similar trends to
the data, including a flattening out of the cyclotron
frequency at small ϕ0, due to the weak trap, as well
as the expected linear dependence of ωc on the mag-
netic field at larger values of ϕ0. Note, that in this
case ωy is sufficiently small to simply act as an offset.

Finally, we find that qualitative signatures of
cyclotron-like motion can still be observed when in-
cluding thermal effects [c.f. Section II], as shown for
the center-of-mass evolution in the λ−y plane in Fig.
16. Here we have imposed a significantly stronger
trap along y, set by ωy = 2π × 100Hz, in order to
ensure the atoms are initially well-localised in the
y direction at the initial temperature of T = 20nK.
Other parameters are as in Section II, except for
∆ = 15Hz, κ = −260Hz and tp = 209ms. During
the second phase of the protocol, we set ∆=0 and
ϕ0 = ±0.3 (µm)

−1
for panel (a) and (b) respectively.

As can be seen, the initial Bloch oscillation again
drives the atoms up the synthetic dimension, al-
though now with additional visible oscillations along
y due to the stronger trap in this direction. Af-
ter the preparation phase, we again observe ellipti-
cal cyclotron-like trajectories, as highlighted by the
right hand panels in Fig. 16. Due to the larger
ωy and larger κ, the corresponding cyclotron fre-
quency is significantly larger [c.f. Eq. 25], leading to
smaller orbits and more visible micromotion oscil-
lations along λ. We also clearly observe that these
orbits have the opposite sense for opposite signs of
ϕ0, as expected for cyclotron-like physics.
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FIG. 16. The numerical evolution of the center-of-mass
in the λ−y plane for a thermal cloud [c.f. Section II] under
a two-step protocol consisting of an initial preparation
phase, where a non-zero detuning induces a Bloch oscil-
lation and pushes the atoms into the bulk, followed by a
second phase in which a non-zero artificial magnetic flux
generates cyclotron-like orbits, as also highlighted in the
right-hand panels. Parameters are as given in the main
text, with ϕ0 = ±0.3(µm)−1 in the second phase of the
protocol, for the upper and lower panels respectively. As
can be seen, reversing the sign of the flux, reverses the
sense of the orbit, as expected for cyclotron motion.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have theoretically proposed how
to observe robust chiral edge state physics by ex-
ploiting atomic trap states as a synthetic dimen-
sion. To achieve this, we combine the synthetic di-
mension with a real spatial dimension and an ar-
tificial magnetic field, so as to realise a version of
the 2D quantum Hall coupled wire model. To cre-
ate a tunable upper edge along the synthetic dimen-
sion, we imprint additional real-space potentials in
order to effectively simulate a synthetic 2D λ− y
plane with closed boundary conditions, and hence
to explore chiral edge state motion. We have shown
how this upper edge can be controlled, not only in
terms of its location, but also its “softness”, allow-
ing us to observe different types of chiral orbits. We
can also imprint defects along this upper edge and
hence visualise the robustness of the edge state mo-
tion. Finally, we have shown how we can probe bulk
cyclotron-like orbits within the same scheme by us-
ing suitable state-preparation protocols.

Experimentally, our proposal could be imple-
mented using, e.g. a digital micromirror device, and
so does not require additional equipment as com-
pared to the previous experiment [41]. In our study,
we have also used experimentally-relevant parame-
ters and carried out simulations both for an idealised
Gaussian wave-packet and a more realistic thermal
cloud, paving the way for future experiments. In-
terestingly, the topological edge states described in
this work are physically very different from those in
other realizations [15, 16, 20, 50, 51], as they cor-
respond to atoms moving along opposite real-space
directions depending on whether they occupy low-
energy or high-energy states of a (perpendicularly-
oriented) strong harmonic trap. This is therefore a
new approach to experimentally controlling different
trap states, which can be of interest in areas such as
trapped and guided atom interferometry [56–58] and
quantum thermodynamics [59–61].

This work also opens up many other interesting
avenues for future study. Firstly, the artificial
magnetic field in this set-up is highly controllable,
as it is determined by the spatially-dependent phase
of the applied shaking potential. In the future, this
could be modified dynamically, e.g. to investigate
quenches of the magnetic field strength, or spatially,
e.g. to study the effects of magnetic barriers on
transport. Secondly, it will be of great interest to
explore the role of inter-particle interactions in this
model, as the usual mean-field contact interactions
in real space correspond to having exotic long-range
interactions along the synthetic dimension [27], and
so may lead to new types of interacting ground
states and edge state physics. Finally, it will be
interesting to extend our scheme to move defects
away from the upper edge in the synthetic dimen-
sion, and so to study, more generally, the effects of
imperfections and disorder on both edge and bulk
physics. It is also possible to extend the width of
the defect along the synthetic dimension, so as to
create different types of geometries such as tunable
quantum Hall interferometers [70]. These types of
systems are of great interest in solid-state physics,
as, for example, they provide a way to probe the
fractional statistics of quasiparticles in fractional
quantum Hall materials [71], but they have yet to
be realised within cold-atom experiments.
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Appendix A: Choice of Driving Potential

As mentioned in the main text, many different
forms of the driving potential can be chosen to gen-
erate couplings along the synthetic dimension of har-
monic trap states. In particular, any suitable po-
tential with an odd spatial dependence in x can be
utilised [27]; the recent experiment in Ref. [41], for
example, employed the driving potential

Valt(x, t) = −V0Θ(x sin(ωDt+ ϕ)). (A1)

One natural option to study topological chiral edge
states would therefore be to extend this type of shak-
ing potential by setting ϕ = ϕ0y. However, ex-
perimentally, it is also important that a substantial
amount of the atomic density is coupled into the
edge state to ensure a clear signature can be ob-
served. Previously, in Ref. [41], it was found that
only ≈ 50% of the atomic density was coupled into
the synthetic dimension by this type of shaking po-
tential. Similarly, when simulating the full time-
evolution of a Gaussian wave-packet under the full
Hamiltonian of Eq. 1 with the shaking potential V
replaced by Valt [Eq. A1], we have observed that a
sizable fraction of the wave-packet remains around
λ = 0 throughout the dynamics. In contrast, for the
driving protocol used in the main text [Eq. 2], most
of the atomic density does move up the synthetic
dimension, and hence chirally around the system,
allowing for a large experimental signature.
To explore why these driving potentials lead to

such different results, we start by numerically cal-
culating the 1D effective Floquet Hamiltonians that
describe the stroboscopic motion along the x direc-
tion (i.e. with y = 0) [c.f. Section III.1]. The re-
sulting nearest-neighbour hopping terms are plot-
ted in the upper panels of Fig. 17 when using (a)
the driving protocol from the main text [Eq. 2],
or (b) the driving potential from the recent experi-
ment [41] [Eq. A1].Experimentally-realistic parame-
ters are chosen as stated in Section II but in the case
of (b) parameters κ = −420Hz and ω = 2π × 167Hz
are chosen to be closer to those used in the previous
experiment. For the main-text shaking potential,
the hopping amplitudes can be approximated with
Jλ ∝

√
λ [Eq. 4, as can also be seen in Fig. 17(a).

For the previously-realized experimental potential,
on the other hand, the hopping amplitudes can be
approximated as Jλ ∝ iJ , where J is a constant [41],

as can be seen for larger values of λ in Fig. 17(a).
However, the latter approximate form breaks down
towards λ = 0, where oscillations in the hopping
amplitudes are observed [41].

To visualise the effect of these oscillations, we can
calculate the energies of the corresponding effective
2D coupled-wire models

Hcw =
k2y
2m

+
∑
λ

Jλe
iϕ0y|λ− 1, y⟩⟨λ, y|+ h.c. (A2)

where ky is the momentum along the y direction
and Jλ is given by the above numerically-calculated
hoppings. The resulting band-structures are shown
in the lower panels of Fig. 17 (a) and (b) respectively,
for a finite number of sites (Nλ = 45) along the
synthetic dimension. Here, the colorbar indicates
the expectation value ⟨λ⟩ of the position along the
synthetic dimension for each state. As can be seen,
chiral edge physics is clearly visible in both cases
as the states at ky < 0 are localised on the lower
edge of the system (around λ = 0) with a negative
group velocity along the y direction, while those with
ky>40 are localised on the upper edge of the system
(around λ= 45) with a positive group velocity [53,

54]. The
√
λ-dependence in the hopping amplitudes

of panel (a) results in a tilting of the effective bulk
bands, similar to the effect of applying an electric
field along the synthetic dimension. In panel (b),
conversely, the bulk bands are flat, similar to usual
Landau levels. However, on closer inspection, there
are small local minima in the bandstructure around
ky = 0, arising from the oscillations in the hopping
amplitudes at low λ.

To see this even more clearly, we construct by
hand a toy Hamiltonian with hopping amplitudes
that have even larger oscillations near λ = 0 [see
upper panel in Fig. 18]. We have checked in our nu-
merical simulations of the dynamics that this leads
to even fewer atoms moving chirally around the sys-
tem. We have also recalculated the corresponding
2D band-structure, as shown in the lower panel of
Fig. 18. As expected, the oscillations in the hop-
ping amplitudes lead to even larger distortions in
the band-structure around ky = 0 [see also inset in
Fig. 18] as compared to Fig. 17(b). In particular, we
observe the appearance of local minima and states
with positive group velocities along the y direction.
These minima occur near where the wave-packet is
initially prepared and so may explain why a large
percentage of the atomic density does not exhibit the
desired chiral behaviour. Populating states around
λ=0 will, in general, lead to the occupation of both
chiral and non-chiral states, decreasing the desired
experimental signal. This suggests that potentials
like the experimental driving potential utilised in
Ref. [41] are not as good candidates for investigating
chiral edge state motion as the potential used in the
main text, for which there are no oscillations in the

http://www.birmingham.ac.uk/bear
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FIG. 17. (Upper panels) Numerically-calculated
nearest-neighbour matrix elements of the effective 1D
Floquet Hamiltonian using (a) the driving potential from
the main text [Eq. 2] and (b) from the experiment in
Ref. [41]. Parameters are as given in Section II. Note that
for (a) these hopping amplitudes are purely real and vary

as
√
λ [c.f. Eq. 4], while for (b) they are purely imagi-

nary and approximately constant, except for at small
λ. (Lower panels) The 2D effective band-structures for
the corresponding coupled resulting coupled wire models
[Eq. A2] for Nλ = 45 sites along the synthetic dimension.
Each state is colored according to its expectation value
⟨λ⟩ with respect to the synthetic dimension. Both cases
show localised chiral edge states. For (a) the bulk states
are also tilted with respect to ky, similar to Landau lev-
els under an electric field. For (b), the bulk levels are
flat but oscillations appear in the band-structure near
the edge states around ky = 0 where states are associ-
ated with ⟨λ⟩ ≈ 0.

FIG. 18. (Upper panel) Nearest-neighbour matrix ele-
ments chosen for a toy Hamiltonian. The hopping ampli-
tudes are chosen as uniform for λ>7, but with large os-
cillations for small λ, motivated by Fig. 17(b). Note, we
calculate these hopping amplitudes for more than λ = 45
sites to remove small finite size effects. (Lower panel)
The corresponding coupled-wire model band-structure
[Eq. A2], with parameters and colorbar as in Fig. 17.
For this toy Hamiltonian, we again see flat Landau-like
bands in the bulk but now with larger oscillations around
ky =0, corresponding to states localised at the lower edge
in λ. As shown in the inset, zooming into this region,
there are local minima and states which are no longer
chiral. We can therefore expect that preparing an ini-
tial wave-packet around λ= 0 will populate both chiral
and non-chiral states, decreasing the desired experimen-
tal signal.

effective hopping amplitudes at small λ.

Appendix B: Evolution of the Density for
Thermal Simulations

In Fig. 3 in the main text, we presented snap-
shots for the evolution of the atomic density, |ψ|2,
for an initial Gaussian wave-packet. Here we present
analogous results in Fig. 19 for the thermal simula-
tions. For simplicity we select the same parameters
as for the thermal simulations in Section III.1, with
λe = 45 [c.f. Eq. 16]. The snapshots show succes-
sive time, firstly, in (i)-(v) synthetic λ−y space and,
secondly, in (vi)-(x) real x−y space.

In synthetic space, we can clearly observe the
clockwise trajectory of the atomic cloud, as expected
for the chiral edge state behaviour in a 2D quan-
tum Hall system. Note that in contrast to the sim-
ulations for the Gaussian wave-packet, the initial
cloud is very wide along y, with the consequence
that the atomic density becomes smeared out along
the edge state orbit, with some atoms remaining
near λ=0 throughout the dynamics. As also briefly
discussed in the main text, the initial width of the
thermal cloud is controlled by the (experimentally-
motivated) choices of temperature and weak trap
frequency, and so cannot be independently opti-
mized to decrease these unwanted effects. Never-
theless, the signatures of the desired chiral motion
are still readily apparent in the full dynamics.

The above chiral features are also reflected in the
real-space motion in the x−y plane as shown in the
lower panels of Fig. 19. Here, we can see that the
thermal cloud moves first to the left along y, while
expanding along x in a characteristic zig-zag pattern.
The width of this pattern reaches a maximum when
the atoms feel the additional square-well potential,
corresponding to approaching the upper-edge along
the synthetic dimension. The cloud then moves back
along the y direction, before shrinking again as the
atoms return to near λ = 0, and then move back
towards the center of the plane.

Appendix C: Extracting the Upper Edge for the
Thermal Simulations

In Fig. 5 in the main text, we have estimated the
location of the upper edge along the synthetic di-
mension from our numerical simulations of a ther-
mal cloud. However, as shown in Appendix B, the
atoms are very spread out along the chiral orbit in
synthetic space due to the large initial width of the
cloud along the y direction. To deal with this, we
have modified our data analysis as we now discuss
in more detail.

We shall illustrate our analysis procedure for the
specific example of xwidth =

√
320xho, which is



19

FIG. 19. (i)-(v) Snapshots for the numerical evolution of the atomic density, |ψ|2, for a thermal cloud in the synthetic
λ−y plane with parameters as discussed in the text and as stated in section II. In this case the snapshots are taken
such that the micromotion is included. The snapshots correspond to times t = 0, 110, 200, 321, 440ms respectively,
showing the chiral motion of the atomic density around the edge of the synthetic plane. (vi)-(x) Corresponding
snapshots of the atomic density in real x−y space for the same times as the upper panels. As can be seen, the
thermal cloud moves to the left along y while expanding along x, as it climbs the synthetic dimension. It then moves
back along y while maintaining the width along x, before shrinking again as it descends the synthetic dimension.

FIG. 20. (a) Snapshot of the numerical evolution of the
atomic density for a thermal cloud at t = 388ms for the
example of xwidth =

√
320xho and all other parameters

as given in the main text. As can be seen, the atomic
density is spread around the boundary of the synthetic
plane. To estimate the location of the upper edge, we
therefore select a sub-section of the plane, as highlighted
by the non-faded region, and calculate the corresponding
local ⟨λ⟩. This is then an estimate for λe which is re-
plotted in panel (b), taken from Fig. 5 in the main text.

one of those studied in the main text. We begin
by calculating the center of the mass ⟨λ⟩ of the
cloud throughout the dynamical simulation and then
choose a snapshot of the density in synthetic space
where the maximum value of ⟨λ⟩ has been reached.
Such a snapshot is shown, for example, in Fig. 20(a)
corresponding to t = 388ms. As can be seen, the
wave-packet is almost entirely delocalised around the
the edge of the synthetic system; as a consequence
the value of ⟨λ⟩ that has been calculated from the
full cloud will underestimate the position of the up-
per edge significantly. Note that this is unlike in the
Gaussian wave-packet simulations where the wave-
packet remains well-localised during the trajectory
[c.f. Fig. 3]. To circumvent this issue, we there-

fore re-calculate the center of mass ⟨λ⟩ for a small
sub-section of the synthetic plane, which is high-
lighted by the non-faded region in Fig. 20(a). For
all the simulations analysed, this sub-section is fixed
as λ ∈ [15, 60] , y ∈ [−1.23, 1.28] yho. In this way, we
only consider atoms which are travelling along the
upper edge of the synthetic dimension. This new
calculated value of ⟨λ⟩ is then our estimate of λe,
and is the value plotted in Fig. 20(b) and Fig. 5. As
can be seen, this analysis provides good agreement
with the analytical prediction as also discussed in
the main paper.

Appendix D: Additional Real-Space Potentials

In this Appendix, we detail the forms of the real-
space potentials which have been used in the main
text to tune the softness of the upper edge in Sec-
tion III.2 and to imprint an impurity in Section IV.

Firstly, to tune the softness of the edge, we super-
pose two top hat functions

S1 = Θ
(
x− x−

)
−Θ

(
x− x+

)
+Θ

(
x+ x+

)
−Θ

(
x− x−

)
, (D1)

where x+ > x−. We also have the square well po-
tential [Eq. 9] with xe = x+

Ve = Vd[1 + Θ
(
x− x+

)
−Θ

(
x+ x+

)
]. (D2)

The total additional real-space potential is then

V (x) = VdS1

(
| x |γ − (x−)

γ)
(x+)

γ − (x−)
γ + Ve. (D3)

This potential is designed so that the first term van-
ishes at |x−| and then rises with a power law, of
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power γ, to be equal to Vd at |x+| as plotted in
Fig. 6(a).
Secondly, to add an impurity, we design an addi-

tional top hat function as

Sy (y) = Θ
(
y+ − y

)
−Θ

(
y− − y

)
. (D4)

We then combine this with Eq. D1 to give

Vimpurity(x, y) = VdSy ⊗ S1 (D5)

where Vd determines the impurity height. This pro-
cess essentially, creates two boxes in real space where
(x−, y−), (x+, y−), (x−, y+), (x+, y+) enumerates
the coordinates of the corners of one of these boxes,
with the second box being a reflection of the first
over the y axis. Finally, to create the upper edge in
the synthetic dimension, we again add the square-
well potential with width 2x+ and depth Vd. The
resulting total additional real-space potential can be
seen in Fig. 10(a).
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