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Topology-linked binary degrees of freedom of guided waves have been used to

expand the channel capacity of and to ensure robust transmission through pho-

tonic waveguides. However, selectively exciting optical modes associated with

the desired degree of freedom is challenging and typically requires spatially-

extended sources or filters. Both approaches are incompatible with the ultimate

objective of developing compact mode-selective sources powered by single emit-

ters. In addition, the implementation of highly desirable functionalities, such

as controllable distribution of guided modes between multiple detectors, be-

comes challenging in highly-compact devices due to photon loss to reflections.

Here, we demonstrate that a linearly-polarized dipole-like source can selectively

excite a topologically robust edge mode with the desired valley degree of free-

dom. Reflection-free routing of valley-polarized edge modes into two spatially-

separated detectors with reconfigurable splitting ratios is also presented. An

optical implementation of such a source will have the potential to broaden the

applications of topological photonic devices.

I. INTRODUCTION

Photonic structures, such as waveguides, beam-splitters, and filters, represent an impor-

tant family of optical components and devices that are crucial for compact (e.g., on-chip)

generation and manipulation of light1–3. For optical communication applications, key char-

acteristics of such components include bandwidth, reconfigurability, and channel capacity4.

The latter can be enhanced by employing additional degrees of freedom (DoFs) of a light

wave such as its polarization state or, in the case of a multi-mode waveguide, their mode

index5–7. Additional DoFs of a photon can be utilized for various important tasks, includ-

ing creating entangled states for quantum information science applications8–10. However,

there are numerous challenges associated with using multi-mode waveguides. For example,

different modes differ by their propagation speed, resulting in temporal separation between

information-carrying pulses. In addition, preferential coupling to one specific mode often

requires the emitter properties, such as the orientation of its dipole transition and its spatial
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location inside the waveguide, to largely match the electromagnetic profile of that mode and

mismatch those of the others11–13.

Topological photonics exploits symmetries in real and reciprocal spaces to enable robust

propagation of edge (or kink) modes guided by domain walls between gapped photonic crys-

tals with different quantized topological indices14–16. Examples of such topological indices

associated with propagation bands include the Chern number17,18 that can have nonzero in-

teger values with broken time-reversal symmetry (TRS), as well as the spin-Chern19–23 and

the valley-Chern24–28 half-integer indices in the systems with preserved TRS. Topological

robustness associated with the latter Chern indices is contingent on the conservation of the

corresponding binary DoFs: spin and valley DoFs, respectively. The synthetic spin DoF is

preserved by the property of spin-degeneracy19,21; the valley DoF is preserved by the specific

orientations of domain walls or photonic crystal terminations24,25.

Therefore, topological photonics provides an entirely new way of thinking about propa-

gation robustness, reflection suppression, and other empirically useful phenomena that can

be engineered through preserving binary DoFs. For example, a domain wall between two

photonic crystals with different topological indices can support topologically robust edge or

kink (TREK) states. These TREK states are associated with conserved DoFs and do not

suffer from back-scattering. Not surprisingly, advances in topological photonics have already

contributed to conceptual developments in numerous photonic components and devices29,

including waveguides26, cavities30–33, and lasers34–36. Here we utilize the ideas from topolog-

ical photonics to develop a new approach to mode-selective excitation of multi-mode robust

waveguides by single (point-like) emitters. We also demonstrate reflection-free routing (or

beam-splitting) of the excited modes into two spatially-separated detectors (see schematic in

Fig. 1(b)) with reconfigurable splitting ratios. Unbalanced beam splitting has been proposed

and used in several multi-photon non-classical interference experiments37,38.

II. RESULTS

A. Description of the photonic platform

The multi-mode waveguide (MMW) is formed by the domain wall between two spin

photonic crystals (SPCs) with opposite signed spin Chern number Cs,v
SPC, where s =↑, ↓
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labels the binary spin DoF, and v = K,K ′ labels the binary valley DoF. This MMW

supports two forward-propagating (s =↑) TREK states with identical group velocities, but

different phase velocities corresponding to v = K and v = K ′21–23. The routing capability

is enabled by placing a rhomboid-shaped valley photonic crystal (VPC) at the corner of the

SPC domains. Domain walls between the band-gap-sharing SPC and VPC regions serve as

single-mode waveguides supporting chiral TREK states labelled by their conserved spin and

valley DoFs.

As a specific platform for realizing the SPCs and VPCs, we adopt the microwave photonic

crystals introduced in Ref.23 and used in several experiments22,25. The structure is comprised

of an array of metallic rods arranged in a triangular lattice and placed between two metallic

plates (at z = ±h/2) which confines wave along the ẑ-direction. Non-trivial spin and

valley textures are produced by breaking two distinct spatial symmetries23. Specifically, by

placing the cylindrical rods asymmetrically with respect to the mid-height (z = 0) plane,

the mirror symmetry is broken, and nonzero valley-independent photonic spin-Chern indices

C
↑(↓),v
SPC = ± sgn(∆s)/2 are induced. Here the + (−) signs correspond to ↑ (↓) spin-polarized

states and sgn(∆s) = sgn(gtop − gbot) [Fig. 1(a)], and |∆s| ∝ (h− hs) is proportional to the

SPC band gap width (see Supplementary Material). Likewise, by modifying the rods’ cross

sections from circles to C3v-symmetric tripod-like shapes, the in-plane inversion symmetry

is broken, and nonzero spin-independent valley-Chern indices C
s,K(K ′)
VPC = ± sgn(∆v)/2 are

induced. The + (−) signs correspond to K(K ′) valley-polarized states. |∆v| ∝ (θ − 30◦)

[Fig. 1(a)] corresponds to the VPC band gap width (see Supplementary Material).

1. Propagation properties of TREK states

The bulk-edge correspondence predicts that, at SPC-VPC interfaces, only the TREK

states with specific combinations of spin- and valley-DoFs exist23,25,39. As an example,

we consider the SPC−-VPC− interface [along the x̂-direction in Fig. 1(c)]. Here the −
sign represents ∆s < 0 (∆v < 0) for SPC (VPC), respectively. For the subspace of elec-

tromagnetic modes with s =↑ and v = K ′, the difference between the Chern indices is

∆C = |C↑,K ′

SPC − C↑,K ′

VPC| = 1, indicating that this interface supports one forward-propagating

TREK state marked as Ψ↑K ′

in Fig. 1(c), where +x̂ is the forward direction. Similarly, the

SPC+-VPC− interface supports a Ψ↑K TREK state propagating along the−ŷ′ = x̂/2−
√
3ŷ/2
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FIG. 1. (a) Geometrical definitions of the PTI unit cells. Upper left (right): SPC+(−) with ∆s > 0

(∆s < 0). Lower left (right): VPC side (cross section) views. VPC+(−) configuration: ∆v > 0

when θ < 30◦ and ∆v < 0 when θ > 30◦. (b) Photonic structure for valley-selective splitting of

the TREK states. Blue (red) circles: SPC+(−). Yellow tripods: VPC with θ = 60◦. A: valley-

selective emitter embedded inside the MMW. B and C: receiving ports. Orange (cyan) arrow: Ψ↑K ′

(Ψ↑K) TREK states. (c) Band diagrams of the two SPC-VPC interfaces from (b), for the tripods

configuration θ = 60◦. Only the spin up states excited by emitter A in the SPC+-SPC− MMW are

shown. Orange (cyan) solid lines: band-gap-spanning TREK states with v = K ′ (v = K) valley

DoF. Grey background: bulk modes. (d) Same as (c), but for the tripods configuration θ = 0◦.

Insets: |Ez| distributions of the TREK states at the corresponding SPC-VPC interfaces. Unit cell

parameters: ds = 0.345a0, hs = 0.85a0, gtop = gbot = 0.15a0, l = 0.12a0, w = 0.06a0, dv = 0.2a0,

g = 0.03a0, hv = 0.94a0, h = a0, where a0 = 36.8mm is the lattice constant.
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direction [Fig. 1(c)].

Propagation directions of such TREK states are exchanged by flipping the sign of ∆v

of VPC: the Ψ↑K (Ψ↑K ′

) state propagates along the +x̂(−ŷ′)-direction [Fig. 1(d)]. For the

specific VPC geometry shown in Fig. 1(a), such sign flip is accomplished by rotating the

tripods. Therefore, the orientation angle θ of the tripods inside the VPC domain [Fig. 1(b)]

can be used for valley-dependent splitting of electromagnetic energy: depending on θ, a

given valley component predominantly flows into either port B or C.

Valley-dependent beam splitting using large VPC domains prevents the TREK states

from evanescent tunnelling into an “unintended” port, and produces essentially ∼ 100%

flow into an “intended” port39. In contrast, when the VPC domain is a compact, “poor”

insulator (with a narrow band gap), the tunnelling effect becomes significant. The finite size

of the VPC region enables tunnelling of valley-polarized TREK states into the unintended

port, thereby allowing the energy flow ratio to vary in a wide range. Using semi-analytical

methods, we find that such change results from the considerable evanescent tunnelling when

the band gap is narrow.

2. Launching valley-polarized TREK states

TREK states can be excited by feeding optical energy into the structure either from an

external source26 (e.g., through a waveguide) or directly by dipole-like emitters25 embedded

inside the topological MMW. The latter approach can potentially lead to more compact de-

vices. However, exciting a spin-valley-polarized TREK state Ψsv with a specific combination

of spin and valley DoFs (s, v) by a single emitter can be challenging. An arbitrarily placed

point source (e.g., a single quantum emitter for the optical, or an electrically-small antenna

for the microwave frequency range) will, in general, couple to multiple modes supported by

the MMW. For example, a ẑ-polarized dipole placed inside a SPC+-SPC− MMW generally

radiates into all of the four TREK modes Ψsv modes, where s =↑, ↓ and v = K,K ′. For

the TREK states excited by source A and travelling towards the beam splitter [indicated as

the two arrows in Fig. 1(b)], the spin-DoF must be s =↑. Although the sign of the group

velocity automatically selects the spin-DoF, the valley-DoF is still undetermined.

While it is possible to block one of the two valley-polarizations by adding an extra filter

to the structure39, such an approach compromises compactness and completely prevents one
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(a) (b

FIG. 2. TREK mode profiles and the photonic band structure of the SPC+-SPC− MMW. (a) |Ez|

distribution of the Ψ↑K ′

(left) and Ψ↑K (right) TREK states in the mid-height (z = 0) plane at

ω = ω0. Green crosses: source position rK ′ for selectively exciting the K ′-valley-polarized state.

Symbol
⊗

(
⊙

): rods attached to the top (bottom) plate. (b) Photonic band structure: bulk

(grey shading) and TREK (solid and dashed lines) states. Solid orange (cyan) lines: forward-

propagating Ψ↑K ′

(Ψ↑K) states. Dashed lines: backward-propagating states moving away from the

beam splitter. Parameters: same as in Fig. 1. Mid-gap frequency: ω0 = 0.744 (2πc/a0).

of the two valley-polarized photons (v = K or v = K ′) from entering the beam splitter. An

alternative approach to exciting the TREK state with a specific valley polarization utilizes

precisely phased radiation sources25,40. However, this approach can hardly be compatible

with the goal of developing single emitters for on-chip optical and potentially quantum

information processing applications.

Here we demonstrate that a linearly-polarized dipole-like source can selectively excite

valley-polarized TREK states propagating from the emitter towards the valley-dependent

beam splitter. The latter can distribute such polarized states between two output ports in

a controllable proportion. We place the emitter at a judiciously designed position based on

the electromagnetic field distribution of the desired valley-polarized state. The ẑ-directional

electric field distributions of the Ψ↑K ′

and Ψ↑K states are profoundly different [Fig. 2(a)],

thus enabling valley-selective excitation of TREK states using a ẑ-directional electric dipole.

By placing the dipole source oscillating at frequency ω inside the band gap at the position

r such that |E↑K ′

z (ω, r)| ≫ |E↑K
z (ω, r)|, we expect that the excitation efficiency Γ↑K ′

(ω) ∝
|E↑K ′

z (ω, r)|2 of the Ψ↑K ′

state is much larger than that of Ψ↑K (see Supplementary Material

for details). Specifically, when the dipole source is placed at the position r = rK ′ [Fig. 2(a)],
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we find that Γ↑K ′

/Γ↑K ≈ 43 at the mid-gap frequency ω = ω0 = 0.744 (2πc/a0). The high

degree of valley selectivity can be verified by detecting the TREK states at the output ports

B and C as described in Section IIB below.

B. Realization of an unbalanced beam splitter for valley-polarized TREK states

1. Experimental results

All the metallic components for the photonic platform shown in Fig. 1 – round rods for the

SPC, tripod-shaped rods for the VPC, and two plates – were constructed from aluminium.

For the SPC, the round rods were directly attached to one of the two metal plates, so

either one of the rod-plate gaps was set to zero (gtop = 0 or gbot = 0). The tripods were

symmetrically separated from both plates by foam (see Methods for details). The operating

frequency f ≡ ω0/2π ≈ 6.1GHz was set to the middle of the spectral band gap shared by

SPC and VPC.

First, we experimentally validated the concept of valley-selective TREK launching at the

SPC+-SPC− domain wall in Sec. IIA 2. This was done by placing a z-directional antenna

between two rods in the SPC− domain adjacent to the SPC+-SPC− domain wall, as shown

in Fig. 2(a). Tunnelling through the VPC region was suppressed by selecting the tripods

orientations, θ ≡ θ1 = 0◦ and θ ≡ θ2 = 60◦ to ensure the widest VPC band gaps. When the

tunnelling is minimized, only one port (B for θ = θ2 and C for θ = θ1) is expected to receive

the overwhelming majority of the K ′-polarized radiation as illustrated by Figs. 1(c,d).

The tunnelling effect is quantified by introducing the power fluxes WB(C) captured

by the corresponding port. The experimentally measured quantities W exp
B(C) are obtained

by scanning the pick-up antenna attached to the moving stage as shown in Fig. S7 of

the Supplementary Material. The experimental beam-splitting ratio, defined as Rexp
C ≡

W exp
C / (W exp

C +W exp
B ), is shown as circles in Fig. 3 for a range of tripod configuration angles.

Specifically, Rexp
C ≈ 0.87 when θ = θ1, and Rexp

B ≡ 1− Rexp
C ≈ 0.89 when θ = θ2, confirming

that the experimentally excited TREK state is indeed predominantly Ψ↑K ′

. We note that

a backward-propagating Ψ↓K TREK state of equal magnitude is also excited, because Ψ↑K ′

and Ψ↓K are time-reversal conjugates23,41. However, Ψ↓K(K ′) propagates away from the VPC

and cannot be measured by the detectors at port B or C.
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For comparison, we simulated the structure with COMSOL and calculated the corre-

sponding quantities Rsim
C ≡ W sim

C /
(

W sim
C +W sim

B

)

(green line in Fig. 3). W sim
B(C) is defined as

W sim
B(C) ≡

∫ ∫

B(C)
dS〈W 〉, The surface integral is over the structural periphery at the corre-

sponding port, and 〈W 〉 is the time-averaged power flow perpendicular to that periphery.

Simulation results are in good agreement with the experiment: Rsim
C ≈ 0.88 when θ = θ1,

and Rsim
B ≡ 1 − Rsim

C ≈ 0.90 when θ = θ2. Note that a balanced beam splitter corresponds

to RC = RB = 0.5, i.e., it splits energy of the incoming TREK state equally between the

two ports.

An important conclusion from these findings is that, even though the tunnelling of the

TREK states propagating towards their “intended” port into the “unintended” port is min-

imized by maximizing the VPC band gap for θ = θ1,2, it cannot be entirely eliminated for a

relatively compact beam-splitter used in this work. The tunnelling causes an effective “av-

eraging” effect, lowering the received energy ratio RC(B) [for θ = θ1(2)] below the excitation

efficiency ratio Γ↑K ′

/
(

Γ↑K ′

+ Γ↑K
)

≈ 0.98. This is because, with the maximized VPC band

gap, the tunnelling is still not negligible in this finite-sized structure (see Supplementary

Material for details).

As shown in Fig. 3, this tunnelling effect becomes more significant when the band gap

narrows for θ1 < θ ≤ θg or θg ≤ θ < θ2, where θg = 30◦ corresponds to the tripods orientation

that closes the band gap. The experimentally measured and simulated beam splitting ratios

change smoothly as θ approaches θg, and the band gap approaches zero. For example, when

θ = 33◦, the exponential decay of the Ψ↑K ′

state along the −ŷ-direction becomes significant

(Fig. 3c), causing considerable amount of energy to tunnel to Port C. Below we develop a

semi-analytical theory that describes how electromagnetic energy is distributed between the

two ports in the presence of tunnelling.

2. Theoretical Model of Tunnelling

To quantitatively describe the tunnelling phenomena, we use the following ansatz to rep-

resent the Ψ↑K ′

TREK state propagating along the SPC-VPC domain wall towards detector

B:

Ψ↑K ′

(x, y, t) =











Ae−iωt+(ik−κx)xe−κ2y, in the SPC domain,

Ae−iωt+(ik−κx)xeκ1y, in the VPC domain,
(1)
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(a)

θ = 60°

θ = 0°θ = 33°

(b)

(c) (d)
max

0

|E|

FIG. 3. (a) Beam-splitting ratio RC ≡ WC/ (WC +WB): experiment (black circles), COMSOL

simulation (green lines), and semi-analytical theory (red lines). The VPC domain has no complete

band gap for 27◦ < θ < 33◦ (shadowed region). (b,d) Time-averaged energy density for the largest

VPC band gap. Near-complete transmission of the Ψ↑K ′

state to port B for θ = 60◦ (∆v < 0) and

to port C for θ = 0◦ (∆v > 0). (c) Same as (b), but for a narrow VPC band gap for θ = 33◦.

Rsim
C ≈ 0.34. White lines: periphery of the metallic structure. The domain outside of the structure

is free space.

for x > x0 as defined in Fig. 4a. Here ω and k are the angular frequency and the wave-vector,

respectively, and κ1(2) is the decay constant into the VPC (SPC) domain along the transverse

(±ŷ) direction. The resulting tunnelling towards the structural periphery naturally leads to

energy loss. Therefore, the amplitude of the TREK state also exponentially decays along its

propagation x̂-direction with the decay constant κx. Throughout this study, κ2 ≡ κ2(∆s) is

a constant determined by the band gap width of the SPC. On the other hand, κ1 ≡ L−1
loc(∆v)
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implicitly depend on θ because ∆v ≡ ∆v(θ). As the VPC band gap narrows, Lloc increases.

Because κx and κ1 are physically related to each other – finite κx is the consequence of the

transverse directional tunnelling that happens when the wave propagates in the finite-sized

structure along the longitudinal direction – we use a semi-empirical equation to relate κx

and κ1: κx = κx0e
−t/Lloc (see Supplementary Material for details). Here κx0 ≈ 0.12/a0 and

t ≈ 7.9a0. The energy measured at port B (C), WB(C), is a sum of the transmitted energy

Wtr and the tunnelled energy Wtu:

WC = Γ↑K ′

Wtr + Γ↑KWtu, WB = Γ↑KWtr + Γ↑K ′

Wtu, for 0◦ < θ < 30◦;

WC = Γ↑KWtr + Γ↑K ′

Wtu, WB = Γ↑K ′

Wtr + Γ↑KWtu, for 30◦ < θ < 60◦,
(2)

where Wtr and Wtu depend on the decay constants κ1, κ2, and κx. Here Γ↑K ′(K) is the

excitation efficiency of the Ψ↑K ′(K) state in the SPC+-SPC− MMW.

With Eq. 2 and the decay constants calculated from the numerical results of COMSOL

simulation (see Supplementary Material for details), we compute the ratio of energy that

port C receives, RC . The result [red curve in Fig. 3(a)] reveals the “averaging” effect due to

band gap narrowing: the difference between WB andWC becomes smaller when θ approaches

30◦. We note that the tripod configuration angles θ and 60◦ − θ correspond to the same

VPC band gap width and hence the same Lloc. Therefore, the semi-analytical result satisfies

RB(θ) = RC(60
◦ − θ). We focus on the energy ratio of the minor port [the one receives less

energy, also see Fig. 4(b) caption], min(RB, RC).

Figure 4(b) demonstrates how min(RB, RC) depends on the excitation efficiency ratio

Γ↑K ′

/Γ↑K and the localization distance Lloc inside the VPC. By comparing the experimental

results (filled dots) with the semi-analytical model (coloured background along the grey

solid line), we observe that our model accurately captures how min(RB, RC) depends the

localization length. Furthermore, Fig. 4(b) reveals that the high excitation selectivity grants

considerable tunability of RB(C) for this compact structure.

The judiciously positioned dipole source provides an excitation efficiency ratio as high as

Γ↑K ′

/Γ↑K ≈ 43. With the high excitation selectivity of the Ψ↑K ′

state, our semi-analytical

model predicts that min(RB, RC) can change from 0.07 for Lloc = 3.4a0 (insignificant tun-

nelling, high contrast between the two ports) to 0.20 for Lloc = 6.7a0 (significant tunnelling,

moderate contrast between the two ports). In experiment, as θ changes from 60◦ (corre-

sponding to Lloc = 3.4a0) to 40◦ (corresponding to Lloc = 6.7a0), the energy ratio of the

11
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FIG. 4. (a) Schematic: leakage of the Ψ↑K ′

state through the finite-sized VPC (yellow) region.

Red and blue regions: SPCs with opposite signed spin-Chern numbers. (b) The beam-splitting

ratio (colour-coded) of the minor port [port B(C) for 0◦ < θ < 30◦ (30◦ < θ < 60◦)]. High (low)

contrast between the two ports occurs when min(RB , RC) → 0 [min(RB , RC) → 0.5]. Horizontal

axis: valley-polarization selectivity of the excitation, Γ↑K ′

/Γ↑K . Vertical axis: localization distance

Lloc of the TREK state inside the VPC, determined by the VPC band gap. Filled circles (squares):

experimental data of RB(C) (filling-colour-coded) for θ = 0◦, 10◦, and 20◦ (θ = 40◦, 50◦, and 60◦),

plotted to the right (left) of the grey vertical line which represents Γ↑K ′

/Γ↑K ≈ 43, corresponding to

the source shown in Fig. 2. The dashed black vertical line represents Γ↑K ′

/Γ↑K = 3 for comparison.

The two black crosses label the maximum and minimum localization distances (Lloc,max = 6.7a0,

Lloc,min = 3.4a0) that we implemented in experiment.

minor port is tuned from RC ≈ 0.11 to RC ≈ 0.23; as θ changes from 0◦ to 20◦, this ratio

is tuned from RB ≈ 0.13 to RB ≈ 0.25. The result demonstrates that, for this compact

structure, the energy received by the minor port can increase by ∼ 100% as Lloc doubles.

On the other hand, if the excitation selectivity was merely Γ↑K ′

/Γ↑K ≈ 3, then, based on

the semi-analytical result, min(RB, RC) can only be tuned from 0.27 to 0.34, i.e., only by

∼ 26%. As demonstrated in Fig. 4(b), the colour contrast along the dashed black line

(Γ↑K ′

/Γ↑K ≈ 3) is much less significant than that along the grey line (Γ↑K ′

/Γ↑K ≈ 43).

Overall, the high selectivity of the excitation enables the remarkable tunability of RB(C) for
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this compact structure.

III. DISCUSSION

Channel capacity of optical communications devices can be expanded by employing multi-

mode waveguides (MMWs). We demonstrate a new approach to manipulating the edge mode

supported by a topological MMW. The waveguide is a sharp domain wall between two SPCs

with opposite spin-Chern numbers, which supports two TREK states co-propagating with

identical group velocities and distinguished by their binary valley DoFs. In addition to the

topological robustness of the TREK states, we have demonstrated another important feature

of this MMW: a single linearly-polarized emitter can excite, with high selectivity, only one

of the two co-propagating TREK states. The high selectivity of excitation is verified by

feeding the excited states into a compact junction of two topologically different SPC-VPC

interfaces directed into separate output ports.

By controlling the band gap width of the VPC domain of the valley-DoF-sorter, it is

possible to re-distribute the energy of a valley-polarized TREK state between the two output

ports over a wide range: from ∼ 1 : 8 to ∼ 1 : 3, corresponding to the widest and the

narrowest experimentally realized band gaps, respectively. We have presented a concise

semi-analytical model to demonstrate that the physical reason for the energy re-distribution

between the two output ports is evanescent tunnelling. We expect that future efforts to

extend the concept of valley-based MMWs with single emitter source to the optical spectrum

will benefit various applications from telecommunications to quantum information science.

IV. MATERIALS AND METHODS

A. Experiment and Simulation

The aluminum tripods used to build the VPC are fabricated using wire electrical discharge

machining. Two pieces of structural foam (ROHACELL 51HF) are used to support the

tripods between the two parallel plates. Another piece of structural foam with laser-cut

holes is used for precisely locating the position and the directional angle of every tripod.

The source is a 23mm long, ẑ-directional antenna.
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We use a vector network analyzer (Keysight N5222A) to perform the measurement. Each

set of measurement contains 257 transmission spectra taken at uniformly spaced positions

ri along periphery B or C of structure. To calculate the total amount of detected energy at

a port, we sum |S21(ri)|2 over all ri along that periphery. The detect antenna is mounted

on a motor-driven Velmex BiSlide rail. Electromagnetic wave absorbers are attached to one

side of the rail to prevent reflection from the metallic surface (see Supplementary Material

Fig. S7 for details).

We use the finite-element-frequency-domain software, COMSOL Multiphysics, to perform

numerical computation. For band diagram calculations, we simulate supercells with 15 unit

cells on both sides of the interface. All the metallic components are set as perfect electric

conductors in COMSOL simulations.

B. Semi-analytical method

To analyse the TREK states, we solve the interface between two different Kane-Mele

Hamiltonians,

H = v(δkxτ̂z ⊗ ŝ0 ⊗ σ̂x + δkyτ̂0 ⊗ ŝ0 ⊗ σ̂y) + ∆H, (3)

where δk = k−K or k −K
′. τ̂i, ŝi, and σ̂i (i = 0, x, y, z) are Pauli matrices acting on the

band, spin, and valley subspaces. v represents the slope of the ungapped Dirac cone. The

perturbation term is ∆H ∝ ∆sτ̂z ⊗ ŝz ⊗ σ̂z for SPC and ∆H ∝ ∆v τ̂0 ⊗ ŝ0 ⊗ σ̂z for VPC.

We obtain the decay constant κ1(2) by fitting an exponential function to the COMSOL-

calculated time-averaged density profile of the TREK state (see Supplementary Material for

details). The transmitted (tunnelled) energy, Wtr (Wtu), is calculated through evaluating

|Ψ↑K ′(K)(x, y, t)|2 at the corresponding periphery of the structure.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was supported by .

Author contributions

Y.L., K.L., and Y.H. carried out the experiment. Y.L. and Y.Y. performed the simulation.

Y.L. provided theoretical analysis. F.G. and K.L. fabricated the sample. Y.L. and G.S.

prepared the manuscript. G.S. and B.Z. supervised the project.

14



Data availability

The data are available at .

Conflict of interest

The authors declare that they have no conflict of interest.

[1] Bogaerts, W. et al. Programmable photonic circuits. Nature 586, 207–216 (2020).
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