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Engineering dissipative dynamics in open quantum systems is under active focus, especially in
topological settings where resilient edge modes are expected to exhibit decay rates distinct from the
bulk. In this letter, we propose an efficient dynamical scheme to discern such long-lived excitations.
Employing a Floquet–Lindblad framework, we explore how periodic driving reshapes the key features
of a paradigmatic topological model, namely a Creutz ladder. Our results bear testimony to a drive-
induced unipolar-bipolar transition in the Liouvillian skin effect, which gets dynamically manifested
as a chiral-helical damping crossover. Such a transition effectively rescales the bulk localization
length, giving rise to a polarization drift that we identify as a new invariant for efficient diagnosis of
the nontrivial phases. As the transition becomes more gradual via tuning drive-rescaled parameters,
we uncover signatures of a scale-free localization where skin and extended modes coexist with distinct
decay rates. The emergent hierarchy of the decay rates yields two disparate timescales: a chiral
wavefront that rapidly empties the bulk, followed by a long-lived regime dominated by robust edge
modes. Overall, our results provide convincing evidence that periodic driving serves as a powerful
handle to manipulate dissipative topological phases and dynamically isolate the boundary modes.

Introduction.- Advances in the control of dissipation
and quantum coherence have reignited interest in the
physics of open and nonequilibrium quantum systems
[1, 2]. In this context, effective non-Hermitian (NH)
descriptions have emerged as powerful tools to capture
the dynamics of particle non-conserving systems [3–8].
The time evolution of such systems is governed by the
Gorini–Kossakowski–Sudarshan–Lindblad (GKSL) mas-
ter equation [9–11], which unifies coherent and dissipative
processes within a single Liouvillian framework, provid-
ing a natural arena to explore NH topology in the context
of open quantum dynamics.

Building on this connection, recent studies have
demonstrated that hallmark NH features, such as the
non-Hermitian skin effect (NHSE) [12–15], exceptional
points [16–19], and symmetry-protected amplification
[20, 21] etc., can manifest in Liouvillian spectra as well,
leading to the so-called Liouvillian skin effect (LSE) [22–
28]. These discoveries not only extend topological con-
cepts to dissipative systems, but also open routes toward
applications in photonic and acoustic platforms, includ-
ing unidirectional lasing [29], topological light transport
[30, 31], and enhanced sensing near exceptional degen-
eracies [32–34].

Despite these advances, several fundamental issues
remain unresolved. In particular, the dynamical role
of boundary modes in approaching the nonequilibrium
steady state, and their possible isolation from skin-
localized bulk modes, remain largely unexplored. while
Liouvillian dynamics can, in principle, support chi-
ral transport, where information flow is unidirectional
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FIG. 1. Schematic representation of a Creutz ladder (weakly)
coupled to an environment, with dissipation acting solely on
the A sublattice edge.

[29, 35, 36], a precise and active control over this propa-
gation is still in a state of its infancy.

Meanwhile, periodic driving offers a versatile means to
control NH effects far from equilibrium [37–43]. The in-
terplay between Floquet dynamics and NH topology has
revealed unconventional phases and tunable decay dy-
namics [44–49], raising a broader question: can periodic
driving dynamically control localization length and de-
cay rates to isolate boundary states from skin-localized
bulk modes during transient evolution? Remarkably, pe-
riodic driving enables precisely such control, facilitat-
ing state-selective decay, directional information trans-
fer, and alleviation of dissipative constraints. In this
Letter, we address these aspects by developing an exact
Floquet–Lindblad framework that captures the interplay
between periodic driving, dissipation, and topology in
open quantum systems.

Collectively, our results demonstrate a dynamical route
for synthesizing robust topological edge modes via a
drive-induced polarization drift that identifies the under-
lying topology; this is realized through controlled tun-
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FIG. 2. (a–d) Representative eigenstate profiles for selected
values of tV . Unipolar localization with FGBZ radius < 1
evolves into a bipolar configuration as tV increases, fol-
lowed by skin suppression associated with a reversal of eigen-
state polarization. (e) Drive-renormalized localization length,
ξdriven showing periodic modulation and divergences at the
skin-suppression points. Here we have chosen L = 100, tD =
tH = 0.5, γl = γg = 0.3, and T = 2.

ing of the driving parameters to ensure state-selective
decay, thereby triggering a rapid chiral wavefront that
empties the bulk and leaves behind the protected bound-
ary modes as long-lived excitations.

Creutz Ladder in Floquet-Lindblad framework.- Our
starting point is a paradigmatic model for realizing chi-
ral fermions, namely the quasi-1D Creutz ladder [50–53],
composed of two coupled chains connected via horizontal
(tH), vertical (tV ), and diagonal (tD) tunneling ampli-
tudes. A magnetic flux ϕ threads each plaquette through
a Peierls phase in the horizontal hopping. In momentum
space, the Hamiltonian read as,

H(k) = 2tH[cosk cosϕσ0 + sink sinϕσz]
+ (tV + 2tD cosk)σx. (1)

Moreover, for the π-flux configuration (2ϕ = π), the lad-
der supports a complete set of symmetries essential for
realizing nontrivial phases. As shown in Fig. 1, the lad-
der is weakly coupled to a Markovian bath, leading to

the following form of Lindblad master equation [9–11],

dρ

dt
= −i[H,ρ] +∑

α

(LαρL
†
α −

1

2
{L†

αLα, ρ}) . (2)

where the dissipative processes are assumed to act only
on the A-sublattice through a single loss and gain chan-

nel, Ll
x =

√
γl cx,A and Lg

x =
√
γg c

†
x,A. At this point,

the transient topology of the system, prior to significant
quantum jump activity, is governed by an effective NH
Hamiltonian, Heff = H − i∑αL

†
αLα which for ϕ = π/2,

becomes,

Heff(k) = (tV +2tD cosk)σx+(2tH sink+iγ/2)σz −iγ/2 I,
(3)

with γ = γl+γg. This form of the Hamiltonian is known to
exhibit NHSE due to asymmetric gain–loss contributions
[47, 48]. Finally, to capture the evolution of the system,
it is convenient to monitor the single-particle correlation

matrix [22–24], Cij = Tr[c†icjρ(t)], whose dynamics are
analyzed in terms of its deviation from the stationary
steady state, ĊSS , via C̃(t) = C(t) − CSS, which evolves

according to, C̃(t) = eHefft C̃(0) eH
†
eff

t.
However, the methodology outlined above proves inad-

equate under periodic driving. Since the time-dependent
Liouvillian prevents the steady-state solution from being
obtained through the continuous Lyapunov equation, as
was done in the static limit [22–28], additionally, a NH
analogue of Heff cannot be straightforwardly defined. To
overcome these challenges, we employ the third quantiza-
tion framework [54–56] which proceeds as follows. Start-
ing with n complex fermions we define 2n Majorana op-
erators constructed via cj = (w2j−1 − iw2j)/2, such that,

H = ∑p,q w
†
pHpqwq, and Lα = ∑p l

α
pwp. The Liouvillian

can then be expressed in a quadratic form in the Fock

space of superoperators, ϕ̂†
j , ϕ̂j , as,

L = 1

2
(ϕ̂† ϕ̂)(−X

† −iY
0 X

)( ϕ̂
ϕ̂†) −

1

2
Tr(X). (4)

The dynamics are primarily governed by the so-called
damping matrix, X = −4iH + 2(M +MT), with Mpq =
∑α l

α
p l

α
q
∗. Importantly, the matrix X dictates the ap-

proach to the steady state, functioning as the dynamical
counterpart to Heff.
Within this representation, the Liouvillian acquires a

compact matrix form that extends seamlessly to periodi-
cally driven open systems. Therefore, for a time-periodic
Liouvillian L(t), the stroboscopic evolution over one pe-

riod T is given by, UL = T exp[∫
T
0 dtL(t)] = eLFT , where

LF denotes the Floquet Liouvillian, expressed in the su-

peroperator basis as, eLFT = (e
−XF

†T −iQ
0 eXFT), with XF

representing the Floquet damping matrix [57–59], that
serves as the driven counterpart of X in the static case.
To elucidate the implications of driving, we consider a
step modulation protocol, where the damping matrix al-
ternates between two configurations within one period,
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for example,

Xk(t) = {
Xk(dx, dz = 0), for t ∈ [lT, lT + T /2),
Xk(dx = 0, dz), for t ∈ [lT + T /2, lT + T ).

(5)
Drive-induced chiral-to-helical damping.- Analogous to

the static case, the Floquet Liouvillian, XF, retains the
hallmark feature of the LSE (see Fig. 2(a) for tV = 0.1π).
The emergence of such nontrivial boundary modes is
captured through the non-Bloch framework, where the
conventional Brillouin zone is replaced by a generalized
Brillouin zone (GBZ) parameterized by β = eik [60–62].
Unlike the static scenario, determination of the Floquet
GBZ (FGBZ) requires symmetric time frames in which
XF assumes a massless Dirac structure. Followed by
which a second-order Taylor expansion of the character-
istic equation yields a tractable form of the FGBZ (de-
tails in the Supplementary Material (SM)). Interestingly,
analysis of the FGBZ reveals a series of special driv-
ing points, tV = 2nπ/T and tV = (2n + 1)π/T (n ∈ Z),
where the FGBZ takes the form of a unit circle. At
tV = 2nπ/T , the skin effect is completely suppressed,
while at tV = (2n + 1)π/T the system exhibits bipolar lo-
calization, with states equally distributed at both bound-
aries. For instance, tuning tV from 0.1π to 0.5π drives
a transition from a unipolar to a bipolar configuration
[Fig. 2(b)], where positive- (negative-) energy modes lo-
calize at the left (right) edge. This marks the emergence
of an anomalous Z2 skin effect from an originally Z-
classified system [13]. Increasing tV further reverses the
boundary polarization [Fig. 2(c)] and restores the skin-
suppressed phase at tV = π [Fig. 2(d)]. Away from these
points, the LSE reappears with opposite boundary pref-
erence, indicating a drive-induced edge-to-edge commu-
nication through these skin-suppressed points.

In this context, the localization length ξ, that governs
the relaxation timescales [8, 23, 63], accurately captures
the dynamical signatures of such transitions. In the static

limit, ξ ∝ 2/ ln(∣r2∣), where r =
√
∣(tV − γ)/(tV + γ)∣ [63].

Extending this to the driven case yields effective param-
eters teffV = cos(γ) sin(tV ) cos(2tD) and γeff = sin(γ), and
helps in defining an effective localization length ξdriven
(see SM). As shown in Fig. 2(e), ξdriven exhibits a peri-
odic dependence on tV , diverging at the skin-suppressed
points (tV = 2nπ/T ) and collapsing between two consec-
utive ones, where exceptional points emerge (at ξdriven =
0). The regions between two successive exceptional
points correspond to trivial dissipative phases, revealing
a rich drive-controlled hierarchy of non-Hermitian local-
ization phenomena. Moreover, the dynamical imprint
of such unipolar–bipolar crossover appears as a drive-
induced chiral–helical damping transition. In the static
limit, the damping wavefront is strongly uni-directional,
imposing an information constraint where excitations
propagate efficiently only along one preferred direction
[35, 36]. Under periodic driving, however, the emergence
of Z2 points lifts this constraint, converting the one-sided
chiral decay into a helical damping pattern (see SM).

FIG. 3. (a) Floquet rapidity spectrum versus tV , color-coded
by the real eigenvalues of XF . (b) Polarization drift DP as a
function of tV , showing a one-to-one correspondence with the
spectral features in panel (a). Here, we have chosen L = 100,
tD = tH = 0.5, γl = γg = 0.3, and T = 2.

Dynamical Polarization and isolation of boundary
states.- In order to elucidate the dynamical imprint of
the unipolar–bipolar transition in identifying nontriv-
ial phases, we analyze the time evolution of the single-
particle correlation matrix, C(t). Unlike the static case,
where the stationary state follows from a continuous Lya-
punov equation, the time-periodic Liouvillian demands a
stroboscopic treatment. The correlation dynamics is then
governed by, [57, 58],

C(t) =U(t)C(0)UT(t) − iQ(t)UT(t), (6)

where U(t) = T exp[−∫
t
0 X(t′)dt′] and Q(t) encodes the

off-diagonal Floquet Livouillian (see SM). The asymp-
totic Floquet steady state, CF, satisfies the discrete Lya-
punov equation, U(T)CF −CFU

−T(T) = iQ(T). A di-
rectly measurable consequence of this dynamics appears
in the relaxation of local fermionic densities, quantified
by ñx(t) = nx(t) − nx(∞) with nx(t) = CxA,xA(t) +
CxB,xB(t). While under periodic boundary conditions

(PBC), the site-averaged density, ñ(t) =
√
∑ ñ2x/L, dis-

tinguishes topological and trivial phases through alge-
braic and exponential decay, respectively. This con-
trast, however, vanishes under open boundary conditions
(OBC), where all modes decay exponentially. Remark-
ably, periodic driving reinstates topological fingerprints
in the transient dynamics of n(t), motivating the ne-
cessity of a more sensitive dynamical probe. To this
end, we introduce the dynamical polarization, ∆P (t) =
∑

N
j=1 j nj(t)

N ∑N
j=1 nj(t)

, which measures the center-of-mass motion

of the fermionic density and directly tracks chiral damp-
ing. Starting from a uniformly filled state with ∆P (0) =
1/2, the evolution of ∆P (t) reflects asymmetric parti-
cle accumulation at the edges (see SM), signaling uni-
directional transport. In the static case, ∆P (t) relaxes
over similar timescales for both topological and trivial
phases, blurring the topological distinction. Under peri-
odic driving, however, the relaxation occurs on sharply
different timescales (more details in the SM), a behav-
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FIG. 4. (a),(b) Floquet rapidity spectrum as a function of tV ,
color–coded by the real eigenvalues ofXF and the correspond-
ing dIPR values, respectively. A direct comparison shows that
left/right skin modes exhibit enhanced decay rates, whereas
topological boundary modes retain the smallest decay rates.
(c) Time evolution of ∆P (t), revealing two distinct dynami-
cal regimes: an initial short–time decay governed by a rapidly
damped chiral wavefront that depletes the bulk, followed by
a long–time regime dominated by robust edge modes. Here,
L = 100, tD = 1.5, tH = 0.5, γl = γg = 0.3, and T = 2.

ior that directly stems from the drive-renormalized bulk
localization length, ξdriven. Moreover, as shown in Fig.
2(e), ξdriven remains significantly smaller than its static
counterpart over an extended range of tV , leading to a
stronger spatial confinement of the skin modes. As a
consequence, we find that, ∆P (t) remains pinned near
its extremal values (0 or 1) for extended periods in the
topological phase compared to the static case, whereas
it decays rapidly in the trivial one. To quantitatively
distinguish these regimes, we introduce the polarization
drift defined by,

DP = [∆P (t, tV ) −∆P (t, tV = (2n + 1)π/T ) ]
t>tmax

(7)

where tmax denotes the time at which ∆P (t) attains its
extremal value, and t is chosen to be larger than tmax

yet remains within the transient window. As shown in
Fig. 3(a), the rapidity spectrum of the Floquet Liouvil-
lian XF (color-mapped by its real component, indicating
decay rates) identifies the trivial regime, where ξdriven
[Fig. 2(e)] remains nearly flat and comparable to its value
at tV = (2n + 1)π/T (e.g., tV = π/2), leading to a bidi-
rectional Z2 skin effect and steady polarization near 0.5.
In contrast, in the topological regime ∆P (t) stays locked
at 0 or 1 over long times, yielding a finite DP , whereas

FIG. 5. (a) MIPR as a function of tD, revealing two distinct
regimes: an anti–PT –symmetric phase for tD < tDc , where
all states are skin–localized with nearly identical decay rates,
and an anti–PT –broken phase for tD > tDc , where a subset of
states becomes delocalized and acquires decay rates distinct
from the skin modes. (b) Evolution of the PBC spectrum
from point-gap to line-gap topology across tDc , signaling the
breakdown of LSE. (c) Finite–size scaling of MIPR, showing
system-size–independent localization for tD < tDc and a grow-
ing localization length for tD > tDc . Here, tD = 0.5 (tD < tDc)
and tD = 1.5 (tD > tDc), tH = 0.5, γl = γg = 0.3, and T = 2.

in the trivial phase it saturates rapidly to the reference
value, giving DP = 0. As shown in Fig. 2(b), the behavior
of DP provides a robust dynamical order parameter: a
finite value signals the onset of a topological phase, while
a vanishing DP indicates trivial behavior. This classifica-
tion is corroborated by the Liouvillian rapidity spectrum,
which exhibits increasingly sharp phase boundaries for
larger system sizes [Fig. 3(b)].
While the transient dynamics captured by the drive-

renormalized localization parameter successfully differ-
entiate the underlying topological regimes, the bound-
ary modes remain intertwined with the skin-localized
bulk states. A genuine isolation of edge states demands
distinct decay rates for bulk and boundary excitations.
However, as shown in Fig. 3(a), under weak dissipation
both exhibit nearly identical decay rates, owing to uni-
form real eigenvalues of the damping matrix that enforces
a global exponential decay of ñ(t) across both topological
and trivial phases under OBC. Nevertheless, in the strong
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dissipation limit, the static model can, in principle, gen-
erate nonuniform decay rates, but only at the expense
of breaking antiunitary symmetry and suppressing the
topological features. Moreover, such variation cannot be
systematically controlled. Periodic driving, in contrast,
provides a controllable route to selectively modify decay
rates without compromising topological protection. To
investigate this aspect, we consider a regime where the
driving dominates dynamics of the system. In particu-
lar, we choose a moderately large value of tD (specifi-
cally, tD = 1.5), so that higher winding numbers emerge
and multiple edge modes stabilize a globally topologi-
cal phase [48]. The rationale behind this choice will be-
come evident shortly. The rapidity spectrum [Fig. 4(a)]
exhibits a clear hierarchy of decay rates, ranging from
−γ/2 (green) to substantially larger magnitudes (blue).
Strikingly, these decay rates correlate with distinct lo-
calization properties. Although all states should exhibit
exponential localization under LSE, the drive induces an
unconventional redistribution. Remarkably, we find out
that, during the drive-induced unipolar–bipolar transi-
tion, not all the states switch their localization abruptly.
Instead, a fraction of states gradually delocalizes across
the lattice before relocalizing on the opposite edge, form-
ing a mixed regime where extended and skin-localized
modes coexist. We identify this as an intermediate skin
phase mediating as a bridge between unipolar and bipo-
lar regimes. To decipher this asymmetry, we compute the
directional inverse participation ratio (dIPR), defined as,

dIPR(ψn) = sgn
⎡⎢⎢⎢⎣

L

∑
j=1

(j −L/2 − δ)∣ψn,j ∣
⎤⎥⎥⎥⎦
IPR(ψn), (8)

with δ ∈ (0,0.5). Positive (negative) dIPR denotes right
(left) localization, while values near zero indicate delocal-
ized states. Fig. 4(b) presents the Liouvillian spectrum
color-coded by its dIPR values. A direct comparison with
Fig. 4(a) reveals that at certain values of tV the states
with the fastest decay rates (blue in Fig. 4a) correspond
to skin-localized bulk modes (non-zero dIPR in Fig. 4b),
while the most long-lived states with the smallest de-
cay rates are either extended (dIPR ∼ 0) or correspond
to the robust topological edge modes. This establishes
that periodic driving dynamically discerns the lifetimes
of topological boundaries from the dissipative bulk.

The dynamical consequence of this decoupling is also
reflected in the temporal evolution of polarization. As
illustrated in Fig. 4(c), for tV = 0.1π and 0.9π, ∆P (t)
initially approaches 0 or 1 depending on the localization
direction. However, the skin modes characterized by ex-
tremal damping rates decay rapidly before reaching full
saturation, eventually stabilizing around ∆P (t) ∼ 0.5,
where only the long-lived edge modes at the two bound-
aries persist. Consequently, the temporal evolution nat-
urally separates into two regimes: a short-time regime
dominated by a rapidly decaying chiral wavefront that
empties the skin-localized bulk, followed by a long-time
regime governed by resilient topological edge states.

Further, to achieve a more transparent characteriza-
tion of the decay-rate spectrum, we identify tD as a con-
trollable knob, clarifying why a stronger tD is required to
induce state-selective decay. Varying tD drives the sys-
tem through an intermediate skin phase with coexisting
localized and extended modes. The emergence of such
coexistence suggests the presence of a critical threshold,
tDc , that signals an abrupt change in the localization
behavior, reminiscent of the critical skin effect [64]. To
characterize this crossover, we compute the mean IPR,
MIPR = 1

L ∑n IPR(ψn), which provides a global measure
of localization. As shown in Fig. 5(a), the MIPR varies
non-monotonically with tD, showing a distinct critical
point (tDc) where it rapidly decreases on either side of
it. For, tD < tDc , the spectrum is dominated by skin-
localized modes, whereas tD > tDc marks the onset of the
intermediate skin regime. This transition coincides with
the spontaneous breaking of anti-PT symmetry. While
the tD < tDc regime remains anti-PT symmetric with dis-
tinct PBC and OBC spectra, for tD > tDc , the anti-PT
symmetry is broken, leading to a qualitative change in the
spectral topology. As illustrated in Fig. 5(b), the point-
gap topology corresponding to PBC closes across the
transition and evolves into a line-gap structure at higher
tD. For the representative value tD = 1.5 (which we used
in Fig. 4), the system lies deep in this symmetry-broken
regime, where the spectrum exhibits complex topology
and a hierarchy of decay rates. Moreover, as seen in Fig.
4(b), localized states tend to cluster near the topological
edges, either around λ = 0 or ±π/T while the extended
bulk states occupy the intervening regions, leading to an
energy-dependent separation between localized and ex-
tended states, which we refer to as an anomalous mobil-
ity edge. Furthermore, the scaling behavior of localiza-
tion also changes qualitatively across such transition. in
the symmetry-preserving phase, the MIPR remains size-
independent, while in the broken phase it follows a loga-
rithmic scaling, ln(MIPR) = −αln(N)−C. Numerical fits
shown in Figs. 5(c),(d) yield α ≈ 0 in the unbroken phase
and α ≈ 0.5 in the broken phase, implying that some
of the states are localized, while the remainder remain
extended. This suggests the emergence of a scale-free lo-
calization behavior in the anti-PT broken regime, where
the localization length scales linearly with system size.
Consequently, this signals the onset of delocalized states
that exhibit decay rates distinct from those of the skin
modes.

Conclusion.- Overall, our results provide a coherent
framework for diagnosing nontrivial phases. While a drift
in the transient polarization reliably captures the under-
lying topology, tuning the drive-induced parameters en-
ables a scale-free localization regime, which naturally en-
ables state-selective decay, allowing protected boundary
modes as the sole long-lived excitations. Altogether, our
results demonstrate a compact and physically relevant
route for diagnosing and manipulating NH topological
phases through their dynamical responses.
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S1: THIRD QUANTIZATION

Here, we provide a full derivation for the third quantization technique used in the main text. The subsequent
discussion follows the adjoint-fermion approach used in the literature [S54–S56]. We start by rewriting all (the
complex) fermions in terms of real Majorana operators. For each lattice site j and sublattice η (with η =A,B), we
define

cj,η =
w2j−1,η − iw2j,η

2
, c†j,η =

w2j−1,η + iw2j,η

2
, (S1)

where wa,η are the real Majorana operators satisfying

{wa,η,wb,β} = 2δa,b δη,β , (S2)

We collect all Majorana operators into a single column vector

w = {w1,A,w1,B ,w2,A,w2,B , . . .}
T
,

whose length is 4N for a chain with N lattice sites and two internal degrees. In such a Majorana basis, the Hamiltonian
and any linear jump operator take the quadratic and linear forms

H =
4N

∑
a,b=1

waHabwb, (S3)

Lα =
4N

∑
p=1

l(α)p wp , (S4)

where H is a real antisymmetric 4N × 4N matrix and each lα is a column vector of Majorana coefficients. The

construction of Hab and l
(α)
p for the Creutz Ladder is done by inserting the Majorana decomposition S1 into the

second quantized Hamiltonian and collecting coefficients. Now, the Lindblad master equation in the superoperator
form is written as,

dρ

dt
= Lρ(t) = −i[H,ρ] +∑

α

(LαρL
†
α −

1

2
{L†

αLα, ρ}) . (S5)

where L is the superoperator acting on the density matrix ρ consisting of the unitary part L0[ρ] and the dissipative part
D[ρ]. To handle the full dynamics including the quantum jumps, we move to the Liouville-Fock space K, i.e., the Fock space
of operators. In K we represent basis elements by products of Majorana operators,

Pα =
4N

∏
i=1

wαa
i , αi ∈ {0,1}, (S6)

The inner product is given by as ⟨xy⟩ = 2−4N tr [x†y] and the adjoint (or “super”) fermion annihilation and creation operators

ϕa, ϕ
†
a acting on ∣Pα⟩ ∈ K via

ϕi ∣Pα⟩ = δαi,1 ∣wiPα⟩ , ϕ†
i ∣Pα⟩ = δαi,0 ∣wiPα⟩ . (S7)

These obey the fermion canonical anti-commutation relations

{ϕi, ϕ
†
j} = δij . (S8)
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The action of the Majorana operators wa is given by,

∣wiPα⟩ = (ϕ
†
i + ϕi) ∣Pα⟩ ,

∣Pαwi⟩ = P (ϕ
†
i − ϕi) ∣Pα⟩ , (S9)

where P is the fermion parity operator defined as P = (−1)∑a αa = exp(iπN), N being the number operator. Using the
anticommutation relations, it can be shown that the density matrix ρ(t) can now be represented by the basis element ∣Pα⟩.
The unitary part of the Liouvillian reads as

L0[ρ] = −i[H,ρ(t)]

= −i∑
a,b

Hab(∣wawbPα⟩ − ∣Pαwawb⟩)

= −4i∑
a,b

ϕ†
aHabϕb

= −4iϕ†
⋅HM ϕ . (S10)

The non-unitary part can be written as

D[ρ] = − 1
2∑

n

({L†
nLn, ρ(t)} − 2L

†
nρ(t)Ln)

= − 1
2 ∑
n,i,j

ln,il
∗
n,j(∣wiwjPα⟩ + ∣Pαwiwj⟩ − 2 ∣wiPαwj⟩)

= ∑
n,i,j

(1+P)
2
[ϕ†

i(ln,il
∗
n,j − ln,j l

∗
n,i)ϕ

†
j − ϕ

†
i(ln,il

∗
n,j + ln,j l

∗
n,i)ϕj]

+ ∑
n,i,j

(1−P)
2
[ϕi(ln,il

∗
n,j − ln,j l

∗
n,i)ϕj − ϕi(ln,il

∗
n,j + ln,j l

∗
n,i)ϕ

†
j]

= ∑
i,j

(1+P)
2
[ϕ†

i(Mij −Mji)ϕ
†
j − ϕ

†
i(Mij +Mji)ϕj]

+∑
i,j

(1−P)
2
[ϕi(Mij −Mji)ϕj − ϕi(Mij +Mji)ϕ

†
j], (S11)

whereMab = ∑m lm,al
∗
m,b. Thus, the full Liouvillian reads as

L = −4iϕ†
⋅HM ϕ

+ 1+P
2
[ϕ†
⋅(M −MT

)ϕ†
−ϕ†

⋅(M +MT
)ϕ]

+ 1−P
2
[ϕ⋅(M −MT

)ϕ −ϕ⋅(M +MT
)ϕ†
]. (S12)

Finally, for the physical sector with an even number of fermions, we set P = +1, so that Eq. (S12) reduces to the even-parity
Liouvillian L+ used in the main text, completing the derivation.

L+ =
1

2
(ϕ†
⋅ ϕ⋅) (

−X†
−iY

0 X
)(

ϕ†

ϕ
) −A0 , (S13)

where we define X = −4iHM + 2(M +M
T
), Y = 2i(M −MT

), and A0 =
1
2
Tr[X]. Here, ϕ† and ϕ represent the vector form

of the adjoint creation and annihilation operators, respectively. Since L+ takes an upper triangular form, the spectrum of the
Liouvillian, which is also called the Lindblad spectrum, is completely determined by the eigenvalues of X.

S2: FLOQUET-LINDBLAD FRAMEWORK

In order to understand the effects of dissipation in a periodically driven bulk, we first generalize the Floquet formalism to the
case of Lindbladian time evolution. The dynamics of the density matrix ρ̂ is governed by the time-dependent master equation

dρ̂

dt
= L(t)[ρ̂], (S14)
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where L(t) denotes the time-dependent Liouvillian superoperator. Over one period of the drive T , the stroboscopic evolution
is captured by the propagator

Û(t0 + T, t0) = T̂ exp[∫
t0+T

t0

dtL(t)] , (S15)

where T̂ denotes time ordering. Analogous to unitary Floquet theory, we define an effective Floquet Liouvillian LF (t0), such
that

Û(t0 + T, t0) = e
LF (t0)T . (S16)

To construct LF (t0) explicitly, we consider a piecewise-constant drive as used in the main text, where the system evolves
under two distinct Liouvillians L1 and L2 for two equal half-periods T /2. Using the third quantized framework introduced in
the previous section, we write the total evolution over one period as

eAFT
= eA2T /2eA1T /2, (S17)

where Ai are the shape-matrices of the respective Liouvillian in the third-quantized space:

Ai = (
−Xi

† iYi

0 Xi
) , i = 1,2. (S18)

The exponential of Ai can be evaluated using its block structure, namely,

eAiT /2 = (
e−Xi

†T /2 iZi

0 eXiT /2
) . (S19)

Here, the off-diagonal block Zi can be determined by requiring that the exponential commutes with Ai,

[Ai, e
AiT /2] = 0. (S20)

Evaluating this condition gives a Lyapunov-type matrix equation for each driving segment, such as

Xi
†Zi +ZiXi = e

−Xi
†T /2Yi −Yie

XiT /2, i = 1,2. (S21)

These two Lyapunov equations fully determine Z1 and Z2 for the first and second half-periods, respectively. Finally, the
effective Floquet-Lindbladian over one full driving period takes the block form

eAFT
= (

e−XF
†T
−iQ

0 eXFT) (S22)

where the matrices XF and Q are obtained by combining the two half-period propagators eA1T /2 and eA2T /2 using Eq. (S17).
The resulting effective generator LF encapsulates the full stroboscopic evolution. To derive the evolution of the covariance
matrix, we define

Cj,k(t) = Tr[wjwkρ(t)] − δj,k,

whose time dependence follows from the equation,

d

dt
C(t) = −XTC(t) −C(t)X + iY. (S23)

The corresponding dynamics can be expressed more compactly as

d

dt
D(t) = [A(t),D(t)], D(t) ≡ (

1 C(t)
0 0

) , (S24)

which is satisfied by the formal solution

D(t) = T exp(∫
t

0
dτ A(τ))D(0) T̃ exp(−∫

t

0
dτ A(τ)) , (S25)

where T and T̃ denote time- and anti–time-ordering, respectively. The Floquet steady state corresponds to a fixed point of
this evolution, i.e., a state for which D(t) remains unchanged after one full driving period T . This condition yields

DF = e
AF T DF e−AF T

⇒ CF e
XT

F − e−X
†T
F CF = iQ, (S26)

where Eq. (S22) was used to obtain a discrete-time Lyapunov equation for the Floquet steady-state covariance matrix CF .
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S3: FLOQUET GBZ AND BULK LOCALIZATION LENGTH

In this section, we outline the detailed procedure for constructing the Floquet generalized Brillouin zone (FGBZ) using
symmetric time frames and explain how this approach yields an analytic version of the driven analogue of the bulk localization
parameter. For static non-Hermitian systems, the GBZ is obtained from the characteristic equation

det[X(β) −E] = 0, (S27)

which produces a polynomial of degree 2N in β [S60, S65]. In Floquet systems, however, the stroboscopic evolution typically
generates effective long-range couplings, resulting in characteristic equations involving infinite-order polynomials in β (where
β = eik), which makes a direct FGBZ construction significantly more difficult.

A major simplification emerges upon working in symmetric time frames, where the Floquet Liouvillian takes the form of a
massless Dirac operator. By identifying t = T /2 as the time-reversal-symmetric point, the evolution over one period can be
divided into two segments, F and G, which are chiral-symmetric partners. This leads to the symmetric-frame propagators

UL,1 = FG, UL,2 = GF. (S28)

In each frame, the effective damping matrix becomes a product of three exponentials; for example,

XF,1 = e
−idx(k)σxT /4 e−idz(k)σzT /2 e−idx(k)σxT /4, (S29)

and an analogous expression holds for XF,2. Using Euler identities for Pauli matrices, one may write these products in a
compact form as

Xj,k = n0(k) + inj(k) ⋅σ, j = 1,2, (S30)

where n0(k) = cos[λ(k)] and nj(k) is constructed from suitable trigonometric combinations of the underlying static vectors.
For the step-driven protocol, these reduce to the effective d-vectors of the form

d1x = sin(dx) cos(dz), d1z = sin(dz), (S31a)

d2x = sin(dx), d2z = cos(dx) sin(dz), (S31b)

with
dx = tV + 2tD cosk, dz = 2tH sink + iγ/2. (S32)

Despite this concise structure, these expressions encode long-range interactions via functions for example sin[F (cosk)], implying
that the characteristic equation may contain infinitely many powers of β. To render the problem tractable, we perform a
controlled Taylor expansion in the hopping amplitudes (corresponding to tH = tD), assuming they are small enough that the
expansion can be truncated at a finite order n. This approximation reduces the characteristic equation to a quartic polynomial
in β given as,

λ2
(β) = d2j,x(β) + d

2
j,z(β), j = 1,2, (S33)

which, following a second-order Taylor expansion, assumes a general form,

λ2
(β) =

2

∑
j=−2

Dj βj . (S34)

Now consider two solutions β and β′(= βeiθ) of equal magnitude. Subtracting the corresponding characteristic equations yields

0 =
2

∑
j=−2

Djβj
(1 − eijθ), (S35)

from which one extracts all allowed β over θ ∈ [0,2π]. Sorting the solutions by their magnitude and selecting those satisfying
∣β2N ∣ = ∣β3N ∣ (with N sampling points in θ) yields the Floquet GBZ, denoted Dβ , as shown in the inset of Fig. 1 of the main
text.

At this stage, it is important to note that the FGBZ directly determines the bulk localization parameter, since the radius
r = ∣β∣ gives the localization length ξ ∝ 2/ ln(r2). For static systems, this reduces to the well-known expression [S63],

r =

√

∣
tV − γ

tV + γ
∣. (S36)

Similarly, in the driven case, an analogous expression emerges once we extract the drive-induced effective parameters teffV and
γeff . This requires evaluating dx(k) and dz(k) at the symmetric points k = 0 and π which yields

dx(0) = tV + 2tD, dz(0) = γ, (S37)

dx(π) = tV − 2tD, dz(π) = γ. (S38)
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FIG. S1. Panels (a)–(b) show the time evolution of ñx(t) at unit cells x = 5,30,70, and 95 for tV = 0.1π and tV = 0.5π,
respectively. Panels (c)–(d) display the maximum of ñx(t) over the full time window as a function of the unit cell index. For
tV = 0.1π, the spatial profile reveals a pronounced information constraint: the signal decays exponentially toward the right,
while algebraically toward the left. At the Z2 point tV = 0.5π, this asymmetry is lifted, yielding a bipolar skin effect with
symmetric information flow. Here, we have chosen L = 100, tD = tH = 0.5, γl = γg = 0.3, T = 2.

This leads to the effective quantities

deffx (0) = sin(tV + 2tD) cosγ, (S39)

deffx (π) = sin(tV − 2tD) cosγ, (S40)

which we now identify in terms of drive-induced parameters,

deffx (0) = t
eff
V + 2t

eff
D , (S41)

deffx (π) = t
eff
V − 2t

eff
D . (S42)

Solving these results in the drive-induced parameters as,

teffV = cosγ sin(tV ) cos(2tD), and γeff
= sinγ. (S43)

Using these effective parameters, we obtain a schematic analytic form of the driven bulk localization length ξdriven, which
exhibits periodic behavior and diverges at the skin-suppressed points where the Floquet GBZ collapses to a unit circle (see
Fig. 2(e) of the main text).

S4: BREAKING THE INFORMATION CONSTRAINT

A distinctive consequence of the Liouvillian skin effect is the emergence of an information constraint, arising from the
unequal decay rates of the excitation amplitudes propagating in mutually opposite directions. This asymmetry effectively
restricts information flow to a preferred direction. In order to further examine this behavior, we initialize the system in a
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FIG. S2. (a) Time evolution of the dynamical polarization ∆P (t) for the periodically driven Liouvillian, initialized from a
uniformly filled state with ∆P (0) = 0.5. For tV = 0.1π (0.9π), the polarization saturates near 0 (1) before eventually relaxing to
its steady-state value, while at the Z2 point tV = 0.5π the bi-directional skin effect keeps ∆P (t) pinned around 0.5. (b)–(c) Time
dependence of ∆P (t) for the static and driven cases, respectively, for several representative tV values. Although tV = 0.3,0.5,
and 0.8 lie in the topological regime and tV = 1.2 and 1.4 in the trivial one, the static Liouvillian exhibits nearly identical
relaxation times across all cases. In contrast, periodic driving leads to sharply separated relaxation timescales, with topological
and trivial phases evolving distinctly. Here, we have chosen L = 100, tD = tH = 0.5, γl = γg = 0.3, T = 2.

zero-momentum state, corresponding to a single occupation at the central site, and monitor the spatiotemporal evolution of
the relative particle number, defined as,

ñx(t) = nx(t) − nx(∞) (S44)

Fig. S1(a) shows the evolution of ñx(t) at representative sites, x = 5,30,70 and 95 respectively corresponding to tV = 0.1π
where all the wavefunctions are left localized. For each site, we extract the maximum value of ñx(t) over the full time window.
This quantity max(ñx) turns out to be a smooth, single-valued function of x, whose spatial profile is shown in Fig. S1(c). The
resulting damping wavefront exhibits a striking directional bias, in the sense that the signal amplitude decays exponentially
toward the left (x→ x−N/2) but only algebraically toward the right (x→ x+N/2). This asymmetric relaxation constitutes an
information constraint, where the propagation of excitations is restricted to one direction, quantitatively captured by, Ic ∝ ∣r∣

4x

[S35, S36].
Moreover, periodic driving provides a powerful technique to manipulate, and even reverse, this directional restriction. By

tuning the drive parameter tV the unipolar skin effect undergoes a drive-induced unipolar–bipolar transition, enabling controlled
inversion of the preferred direction of information flow (for example, the bias flips at tV = 0.9π). Remarkably, at the emergent
Z2 points (in our case tV = 0.5π), the directional asymmetry collapses entirely. Here, the damping becomes helical, displaying
symmetric decay in both directions, as illustrated in Fig. S1(b) and (d). This marks a complete lifting of the information
constraint. Thereby, periodic driving provides a controlled means to modulate, and at special points, eliminate the directional
information bias inherent to dissipative systems.

S5: DYNAMICAL POLARIZATION: STATIC VS TIME-PERIODIC LIOUVILLIAN

We now examine how dynamical polarization serves as a sensitive probe for distinguishing non-trivial phases in the driven
Liouvillian. In the static limit, under periodic boundary conditions, the global site-averaged fermion density is defined as,

ñ(t) =
√

∑ ñ2
x/L (S45)

discriminates the topological and trivial phases through algebraic versus exponential decay. However, this contrast collapses
under open boundaries, where all the modes decay exponentially, eliminating any dynamical signature of topology. Periodic
driving, however, reinstates clear topological signatures even in finite systems, motivating the need for a more robust (and
unambiguous) dynamical observable. To this end, we introduce the dynamical polarization,

∆P (t) =
∑j j nj(t)

∑j N nj(t)
, (S46)

which tracks the center-of-mass motion of the fermionic density and directly encodes chiral damping. Starting from a uniformly
filled state with ∆P (t) = 1/2 the time evolution of ∆P (t) reflects the asymmetric accumulation of particles toward one boundary.
As shown in Fig. S2(a), if all Floquet eigenmodes are right-localized, ∆P (t) grows toward unity, while left-localized modes
drive it toward zero; both eventually relax to the steady-state configuration at long time scale. While, in the static Liouvillian,
this relaxation proceeds over nearly identical timescales for both topological and trivial phases [Fig. S2(b)], consistent with the
uniform exponential decay observed in ñ(t). Under periodic driving, however, the relaxation times differ sharply across phases
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[Fig. S2(c)], which turns out to be direct consequence governed by the drive-rescaled bulk localization length (which enters

the scaling of ∆P (t) through n(t) ∝ eO(L/ξ)). Moreover, as shown in Fig. 2(e) of the main text, ξdriven remains much smaller
than its static counterpart over a broad range of tV , leading to stronger spatial confinement of skin modes. Consequently,
∆P (t) stays pinned near its extremal values (0 or 1) for extended durations in the topological phase, while relaxing rapidly
in the trivial one. We further exploit this behavior to define a drift in the polarization (see Eq. 7 of the main text), which
quantitatively discriminates between the driven topological and trivial regimes, and corroborates the spectral topology obtained
in Fig. 3 of the main text.
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