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The combined effect of disorder and interactions is central to the richness of condensed matter
physics and can lead to novel quantum states such as the Bose glass phase in disordered bosonic
systems. Here, we report on the experimental realisation of the two-dimensional Bose glass using
ultra-cold atoms in an eight-fold symmetric quasicrystalline optical lattice. By probing the coherence
properties of the system, we observe a Bose glass to superfluid transition and map out the phase
diagram in the weakly interacting regime. Moreover, we reveal the non-ergodic nature of the Bose
glass by probing the capability to restore coherence. Our observations are in good agreement with
recent quantum Monte Carlo predictions and pave the way for experimentally testing the connection
between the Bose glass, many-body localisation, and glassy dynamics more generally.

INTRODUCTION

The interplay between disorder and interaction is cen-
tral to the richness of condensed matter physics since
any real-life material will inevitably contain a certain de-
gree of impurities and defects, and inter-particle inter-
actions are almost always present. While disorder tends
to localise non-interacting particles, leading to Anderson
localisation [1], interactions can counteract this, result-
ing in conducting ergodic states. More generally, the
combination of disorder and interactions gives rise to
rich physics governed by reduced or absent relaxation
and transport, such as glassy dynamics or non-ergodic
many-body localised systems, and forms one of the cen-
tral topics in quantum statistical physics during the last
decade [2].

In bosonic systems, a hallmark of this interplay is the
emergence of a novel ground-state phase, called Bose
glass. The Bose glass is an insulating but compress-
ible phase without long-range phase coherence [3, 4]. It
was originally discussed purely as a ground state at zero
temperature, but has been shown to extend to finite en-
ergy [5–8]. In the weakly interacting regime, the Bose
glass can be understood starting from a non-interacting
Anderson insulator, where in the ground state all bosons
localise at the lowest potential minimum; see Fig.1c.
Adding small repulsive interactions to such systems will
lead to bosons spilling over into other low-lying orbitals
in order to minimise the interaction energy. This regime
has also been referred to as an Anderson glass or Lifshitz
glass [9, 10]. With increasing interactions, and thereby
increasing chemical potential, these originally isolated or-
bitals will form local superfluid puddles that will eventu-
ally merge into a global superfluid phase.

Since the lowest-lying minima will typically be located
arbitrarily far away from each other, any changes to the
system that require redistribution of particles between
these will thus require arbitrarily long times, leading to
non-ergodic behaviour of the Bose glass. In the non-
interacting Anderson limit, orbitals localised at different
local minima can indeed possess arbitrary close energies

while having only exponentially weak couplings [11], thus
resulting in many almost degenerate levels. This absence
of level repulsion is a hallmark of non-ergodic phases and
has been shown numerically in a different context to ex-
tend to the many-body localised regime [12, 13]. As a
consequence of these exponentially small gaps, even slow
parameter changes within the Bose glass will cause a sig-
nificant number of excitations and take the system out
of equilibrium. Therefore, the thermodynamic notion of
quasi-static or adiabatic changes, where the system re-
mains in thermal equilibrium at all times and the pro-
cess is isentropic, does not apply. This unique feature
indicates that the Bose glass is a localised, non-ergodic
phase and opens the question to which degree it can be
regarded as the low-energy limit of bosonic many-body
localisation (MBL) [2].

Disordered interacting bosons have been studied for
instance using 4He in porous media [14], Cooper pairs
in superconducting films [15], and disordered quantum
magnets [16]. In the context of ultra-cold atoms, the Bose
glass has been extensively studied using various numer-
ical methods [17–25]. Initial experiments in one dimen-
sion demonstrated the loss of coherence but were strongly
affected by finite-temperature effects [26–30] and experi-
ments in three dimensions using speckle disorder studied
momentum and quench responses [31, 32].

In this work, we investigate the ground states of a
weakly interacting Bose gas in a two-dimensional (2D)
eight-fold rotationally symmetric quasicrystalline optical
lattice [33]. By analysing the momentum distribution of
the system, we observe the Bose glass-to-superfluid phase
transition, and map out the phase diagram in the weakly
interacting regime. Furthermore, our work experimen-
tally establishes the non-ergodic nature of the Bose glass,
thereby highlighting its continuous connection to poten-
tial bosonic MBL phases at finite energy density [34, 35].
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Fig. 1 | Lattice potential and sketch of possible
phases. a, The 2D quasicrystalline optical lattice is
generated by superimposing four independent 1D lat-
tices in the xy-plane, marked by small arrows. A deep
z lattice (large arrows) divides the system into a series
of independent quasi-2D layers. b, Examplary poten-
tial in a single layer. c, Repulsive interactions can de-
localise an originally localised disordered system. Fig-
ures from top to bottom sketch the transition of the
system’s ground state with increasing chemical poten-
tial µ, starting from the Anderson insulator (AI) in the
non-interacting limit (µ = ε0 = 0), the localised but
compressible Bose glass (BG) for weak repulsive in-
teractions where bosons spill over into other low-lying
minima and form local superfluid puddles, and finally
the superfluid (SF) when the chemical potential is com-
parable to the disorder strength ∆.

A 2D QUASICRYSTALLINE OPTICAL LATTICE

Quasicrystals are long-range ordered yet not peri-
odic [36, 37] and thereby represent a fascinating mid-
dle ground between order and disorder. In contrast to
purely random potentials, where in one and two dimen-
sions all single-particle eigenstates are localised for any
non-vanishing disorder [38], quasiperiodic potentials sup-

port a phase transition from extended to exponentially
localised states at a finite potential depth [39, 40], thus
providing an ideal platform for studying disorder-induced
phenomena.

In our experiment, we load a degenerate Bose gas
of ∼ 1.2 × 105 potassium 39K atoms into a 2D qua-
sicrystalline optical lattice using a 45 ms long exponential
ramp, see Methods. The optical quasicrystal is formed
by superimposing four independent blue-detuned one-
dimensional (1D) lattices in the xy-plane at 45◦ angles,
as depicted schematically in Fig.1a. Each of these lat-
tices is a 1D standing wave created by a retro-reflected
laser beam at wavelength λlat = 725.4 nm. In addition,
a deep lattice along the direction perpendicular to the
plane (z-axis) effectively slices the system into an array
of 2D layers (see the grey discs in Fig.1a). The resulting
potential is given by

V (ρ = {x,y}, z) = V0

4∑
i=1

sin2(ki · ρ + φi) + Vz sin2(kzz),

ki ∈
2π

λlat

{(
1
0

)
,

1√
2

(
1
1

)
,

1√
2

(
−1
1

)
,

(
0
1

)}
,

(1)

where V0 and Vz denote the lattice depths, and ki and kz
are the respective wave vectors (|ki| = kz = 2π/λlat) of
the four 1D lattices in the xy-plane and the z lattice. The
phase offsets φi are central to describe phasonic degrees
of freedom and topological pumping in these potentials,
but play no significant role for localisation in large sys-
tems [41].

Throughout this work, the depths of the horizontal lat-
tices are varied in the range of V0 = 1–4Erec while the z
lattice is kept at Vz = 20Erec, where Erec = ~2k2

lat/(2m)
is the recoil energy, ~ is the reduced Planck constant
and m is the atomic mass. The deep z lattice provides
a sufficiently strong vertical confinement so that inter-
layer tunnelling is negligible. As a consequence, atoms
loaded into the lattice will be tightly confined to individ-
ual quasi-2D systems that exhibit an eight-fold symmet-
ric quasicrystalline structure, as depicted in Fig.1b.

Even though the lattice depths used for the 2D qua-
sicrystalline lattice are rather low, the physics of the sys-
tem is nonetheless captured by a dedicated quasiperiodic
Bose-Hubbard model [41], which in second quantisation
reads

ĤQBH =
∑
i

εiâ
†
i âi −

∑
i 6=j

Jij â
†
i âj +

∑
i

Ui

2
n̂i(n̂i − 1).

(2)

Here â†i (âi) is the bosonic creation (annihilation)

operator on the ith lattice site, and n̂i = â†i âi is
the corresponding number operator. The Hamiltonian
ĤQBH is characterised by three site-dependent parame-
ters, namely on-site energies εi, tunnelling energies Jij ,



3

a

c

b

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30
1.0

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

2.0

2.2

2.4

2.6

2.8

3.0

3.2

3.4

3.6

3.8

4.0

La
tti

ce
 d

ep
th

 V
0 

(E
re

c)

F
W

H
M

 o
f c

en
tr

al
 p

ea
k 

(ħ
k l

at
)

Scattering length a (a0)

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

a = 4a0

0.0

1.0

O
pt

ic
al

 d
en

si
ty

2

2

-2

0

0-2
kx (klat)

k y
 (

k l
at
)

a = 2a0

a = 19a0

V0 < Vloc
(0)

Vloc ≤ V0 < Vloc
(0) (a)

V0 ≥ Vloc
(a)

BGSF BGBGSF

a = 9a0

3

2

10 20

0.7

0.0

4

1
0 30

La
tti

ce
 d

ep
th

 V
0 

(E
re

c)

Scattering length a (a0)

C
on

de
ns

at
e 

fr
ac

tio
n 

f c

a = 5a0

a = 0a0

Fig. 2 | Bose glass to superfluid transition. a, Time-of-flight images (9 ms TOF, 5 shots averaged) for differ-
ent scattering lengths a at a fixed lattice depth of V0 = 2.8Erec. While the system is localised in the non-interacting
and very weakly interacting cases, the appearance of sharp interference peaks for stronger interactions signals the
emergence of long-range phase coherence, characteristic for the superfluid. b, Width of the central peak, distin-
guishing the coherent superfluid (light blue) from the incoherent Bose glass (dark blue). The dashed line is a guide

to the eye indicating the detected phase boundary in the centre of the cloud V
(a)
loc . It is identical to the line shown

in the inset and in Fig.3d. White points and error bars denote the QMC prediction from Ref. [42], see Methods.
Images in panel ‘a’ correspond to parameters marked by red diamonds. The inset shows the condensate fraction fc
extracted from the same set of images, highlighting the coexistence of the two phases. c, Phase transition in inho-
mogeneous system. The shaded Gaussian denotes the in-trap atomic density and the parabola represents the ex-
ternal trapping potential. For shallow lattices, the ground state is purely superfluid (left). At the non-interacting

critical depth V
(0)
loc , the Bose glass starts to appear at the low-density edge of the cloud where interaction effects are

small (middle). With increasing lattice depth, the phase boundary gradually moves inwards until the entire cloud

enters the Bose glass phase at V
(a)
loc (right).

and on-site interactions Ui ∝ a, whose scale can be inde-
pendently controlled by tuning the atomic s-wave scat-
tering length a by means of a Feshbach resonance, see
Methods. We set ε0 := min εi = 0 and use ∆ := max εi as
an intuitive measure of “disorder strength”, even though
the modulation in Jij and Ui also influences the physics.

In the weakly interacting regime, systems described
by the Hamiltonian ĤQBH host a phase transition from
Bose glass to superfluid, as illustrated in Fig.1c. At
strong interactions with U � J , they furthermore host
commensurate Mott insulators [41, 42], however, this
regime is not probed in the current paper, see Methods.
In this strongly interacting regime, the term Bose glass
was introduced to describe the phase emerging when the
charge order of the Mott insulator vanishes for strong
enough disorder ∆ ≈ U [20, 24]. This regime exhibits
the same phenomenology as the weakly interacting Bose
glass, namely being a compressible, gapless, insulating
phase without long-range coherence, and hence they both
belong to the same Bose glass phase.

PHASE DIAGRAM

Our main observable to distinguish superfluid and lo-
calised states is the momentum distribution detected us-
ing time-of-flight (TOF) imaging, i.e., by releasing the
atomic cloud from all trapping potentials and imaging
its density distribution after 9 ms of free expansion. This
can be understood as a matter-wave diffraction exper-
iment where waves originating on different lattice sites
expand, overlap, and then interfere. Analogous to diffrac-
tion experiments in optics and in periodic lattices [43, 44],
the coherence length, i.e., the range of spatial coher-
ence between lattice sites, determines the width of the
matter-wave interference peaks. A high-contrast inter-
ference pattern composed of sharp peaks indicates the
presence of long-range phase coherence, the signature of
the superfluid phase. Localised states with only short-
range coherence, on the other hand, result in an incoher-
ent broad momentum distribution.

Fig.2a presents a series of TOF images recorded for
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different scattering lengths at a fixed lattice depth of
V0 = 2.8Erec. At this lattice depth, the single-particle
ground state is strongly localised [45], and the measured
momentum distribution at vanishing scattering length
(top-left panel) correspondingly exhibits the broad mo-
mentum profile of a localised Anderson insulator. With
increasing interactions, however, we observe a clear phase
transition from the incoherent Bose glass to a superfluid
with sharp, high-contrast interference peaks.

In order to quantitatively study this transition, we fit
the central peak of each individual TOF image using
2D Gaussians and extract its full width at half maxi-
mum (FWHM) as a measure of the coherence length.
The resulting phase diagram is shown in Fig.2b and
clearly reveals two distinct phases: the coherent super-
fluid at shallow lattices (light blue) turns abruptly into
the incoherent Bose glass (dark blue) at an interaction-

dependent critical lattice depth V
(a)
loc . At vanishing

scattering length, the observed V
(0)
loc coincides with the

known single-particle localisation point at around V
(0)
loc =

1.78(2)Erec [39, 45] up to minor corrections (. 1 a0)
stemming from the presence of weak residual interactions
due to the small dipole-dipole interactions [46] and cali-
bration uncertainties, see Methods. With increasing scat-

tering lengths, the critical lattice depth V
(a)
loc indicated

by the dashed line shifts considerably towards deeper lat-
tices, directly demonstrating that even weak repulsive in-
teractions can significantly counteract localisation. The
observed transition agrees well with the recent quantum
Monte Carlo (QMC) simulations reported in Ref. [42].

As a complementary observable, the inset of Fig.2b
shows the same phase diagram analysed in terms of the
condensate fraction fc := Ncoh/N , i.e., the number of
atoms in the sharp interference peaks Ncoh divided by
the total atom number N = Ncoh +Nincoh, where Nincoh

represents the population of the incoherent background,
see Methods for details. The condensate fraction is high
for shallow lattices and begins to decrease slowly after the
lattice depth exceeds the non-interacting critical depth

V
(0)
loc ; see also Fig.3e. This initially small downward trend

gradually becomes stronger, and the condensate fraction

eventually reaches zero at the same critical depth V
(a)
loc

extracted from the FWHM measurement (dashed line).

The gradual decrease in the condensate fractions im-
plies the coexistence of superfluid and Bose glass in the
system. This is the result of the inhomogeneous atomic
density caused by the background harmonic dipole trap,
as illustrated in Fig.2c: when atoms are loaded into the
lattice, the low-density edge of the cloud, where inter-
action effects vanish, will start to localise at the critical

depth for non-interacting atoms V
(0)
loc [32]. As we further

increase the lattice depth, the phase boundary that sep-
arates the Bose glass from the superfluid core will slowly
move towards higher densities until all atoms are ulti-
mately in the Bose glass phase.

While the condensate fraction provides trap-averaged
information, the almost binary signature provided by the
FWHM shown in the main diagram of Fig.2b is sensitive
to the phase transition in the centre of the trap, i.e., it
describes the point when atoms in the centre of the trap
localise. This is because the observed widths of all su-
perfluid peaks are dominated by the finite initial cloud
size such that no obvious broadening can be detected un-
til all peaks have completely merged into the incoherent
background.

NON-ERGODIC NATURE OF THE BOSE GLASS

In typical quantum phase transitions between ergodic
phases, for example from superfluid to Mott insula-
tor [44], an important experimental check is whether the
phase transition was crossed adiabatically, and thereby
reversibly, or whether the observed loss of coherence re-
sults from irreversible heating, for instance due to rapid
non-adiabatic changes that generate entropy. In the
present case, however, the situation is expected to be
rather different, as the Bose glass is non-ergodic and the
thermodynamic notion of adiabatic changes does not ap-
ply.

To demonstrate this, we first study in Fig.3a the ef-
fect of different lattice loading durations on the resulting
condensate fraction. A too rapid lattice ramp (15 ms)
gives rise to considerable heating already in the super-
fluid regime, leading to lower condensate fractions com-
pared to slower ramps. Once the loading duration ex-
ceeds 30 ms, in contrast, the condensate fraction becomes
independent of the loading rate, and all measurements

reveal a consistent critical lattice depth V
(a)
loc that for a

given density depends solely on the interaction strength.
Despite the loading duration clearly becoming irrele-

vant for sufficiently slow lattice ramps, the non-ergodic
nature of the Bose glass crucially implies that once the
system has entered the Bose glass, it cannot be trans-
formed back into a superfluid, as the excitations gener-
ated inside the non-ergodic regime result in a significant
entropy increase. We demonstrate this defining feature
by first loading the atoms into the 2D quasicrystalline lat-
tice in 45 ms before continuously transforming the non-
periodic lattice into a periodic simple-cubic lattice, where
the ground state is a superfluid for all studied parameters.
This transformation is carried out by linearly ramping
the depth of the x, y, and z lattices to 8Erec over various
durations τ while simultaneously reducing the depth of
the remaining two diagonal lattices (see Fig.1a) to zero.

Fig.3b presents the FWHM of the central peak, wr,
in the final periodic lattice for different ramp times τ at
a fixed scattering length (a = 10 a0), and the outcome
highlights the fundamentally distinct behaviours of the

superfluid and Bose glass phases. For V0 < V
(10)
loc (blue

circles), the system remained superfluid during the entire
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Fig. 3 | Non-ergodicity of the Bose glass. a, Condensate fraction in 2D quasicrystal (normalised within each
plot) as a function of lattice depth for different loading durations and scattering lengths. While 15 ms ramps re-
sult in consistently lower condensate fractions, there is no consistent difference between 30 ms and longer ramps. b,
FWHM of the central peak (wr) after a linear ramp of duration τ from the 2D quasicrystal into a regular 3D cu-
bic lattice, where the ground state is a superfluid. Coloured circles correspond to different depths of the quasicrys-

talline potential V0 for a fixed scattering length of a = 10 a0. For V0 < V
(10)
loc (blue circles), the initial state in the

quasicrystal is superfluid and the final states show strong superfluid order for all explored ramp times. For a deep

Bose glass at V0 > V
(10)
loc (red circles), in contrast, there is no initial coherence and only a very limited degree of

phase coherence can be restored. c, An equivalent measurement for a Mott insulator in a regular 3D cubic lattice
(Vx,y,z = 16Erec, a = 150 a0). While the initial state also lacks coherence, it can be rapidly restored by ramping
down the lattice depth in τ & 2 ms. d, Phase diagram showing wr for a slow ramp with τ = 15 ms highlighting
three different regimes: a pure superfluid (SF) (light blue), an intermediate regime where superfluid and Bose glass
coexist in the trap, and finally the pure Bose glass (darker blues). The transition into the pure Bose glass is consis-
tent with the phase boundary extracted in Fig.2b (dashed line). e, Comparing condensate fraction fc in the qua-
sicrystal with wr for a = 23 a0, demonstrating the consistency of all observations. Dashed line denotes the critical

lattice depth V
(23)
loc extracted from the main diagram of Fig.2b and the grey area indicates the intermediate regime

where superfluid and Bose glass coexist. Solid lines in b,c,e are guides to the eye.

sequence, and the ground state can adapt rapidly from
a quasiperiodic extended wave to a periodic Bloch wave,
as indicated by the sharp and narrow diffraction peaks

for all ramp durations. For V0 > V
(10)
loc (red circles),

however, where the system has entered the Bose glass
regime, the initial state only contains very short range
coherence and hence results in a high wr. Furthermore,
the measured wr remains significantly above that of the
superfluid even for the slowest ramps explored in this
measurement. This demonstrates that systems in this
regime can only restore a very limited degree of phase
coherence and thereby directly highlights the significant
entropy production arising from the non-adiabatic evolu-
tion within the Bose glass.

In order to demonstrate that the reduced coherence is
not caused by dynamical effects such as Kibble-Zurek-

type dynamics [47] during too-fast final ramps, Fig.3c
shows an equivalent measurement starting from a Mott
insulator in a deep three-dimensional (3D) simple-cubic
lattice, where phase coherence is recovered by reducing
the lattice potential to the same final depth as in the pre-
vious case. In this case, sharp interference patterns can
be recovered already within 2 ms of ramp-down time, con-
sistent with previous observations [44, 47]. This contrast
not only experimentally confirms that the incoherent lo-
calised phase we observe in the optical quasicrystal is dis-
tinct from a Mott insulator, but also directly establishes
the non-ergodic nature of the Bose glass.

Making use of this distinctive feature of the Bose glass,
we mapped out another phase diagram. Fig.3d shows
the FWHM of the central peak (wr) after a slow final
ramp of τ = 15 ms as a function of scattering length and
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depth of the intermediate quasicrystalline lattice. The
dashed line is identical to the one in Fig.2b, indicating the
phase transition in the cloud centre. This demonstrates
the consistency of the different measurements: as the
atoms localise and enter the Bose glass, not only does
the condensate fraction decrease but also the coherence
cannot be restored; see also Fig.3e.

CONCLUSION

In this work, we experimentally study the 2D Bose
glass in an optical quasicrystal with eight-fold rotational
symmetry by probing the coherence properties of the sys-
tem. We directly observe the phase transition between
the Bose glass and the superfluid, in good agreement with
quantum Monte Carlo simulations [42]. In addition, we
experimentally establish the non-ergodic character of the
Bose glass by probing the capability to restore coherence.
This paves the way for experimentally testing the con-
nection between the Bose glass, many-body localisation
(MBL), and glassy dynamics more generally. Quasicrys-
talline and quasiperiodic lattices offer a unique route to
study MBL, as their long-range ordered nature can ex-
clude conventional ergodic rare regions [39, 48] that are
expected to destabilise MBL by seeding thermalisation
avalanches in real random systems [49, 50].
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[25] D. Johnstone, P. Öhberg, and C. W. Duncan, The mean-
field bose glass in quasicrystalline systems, Journal of
Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 54, 395001
(2021).

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.109.1492
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.91.021001
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.91.021001
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.37.325
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.37.325
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.40.546
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1606908113
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1606908113
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1606908113
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.030403
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2210.15526
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.105.L011301
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.66.3144
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.66.3144
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.170403
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1002116107
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1002116107
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1002116107
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.75.155111
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.75.155111
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.174411
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.55.12620
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys1892
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature11406
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1209/epl/i1999-00302-7
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.78.023628
https://doi.org/10.1209/0295-5075/86/50007
https://doi.org/10.1209/0295-5075/86/50007
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.185301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.185301
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.91.043632
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/18/1/015015
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/18/1/015015
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.060401
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.060401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.91.031604
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.91.031604
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/ac1dc0
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/ac1dc0
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/ac1dc0


7

[26] B. Gadway, D. Pertot, J. Reeves, M. Vogt, and
D. Schneble, Glassy behavior in a binary atomic mix-
ture, Physical Review Letters 107, 145306 (2011).

[27] L. Fallani, J. Lye, V. Guarrera, C. Fort, and M. Inguscio,
Ultracold atoms in a disordered crystal of light: Towards
a bose glass, Physical Review Letters 98, 130404 (2007).

[28] B. Deissler, M. Zaccanti, G. Roati, C. D’Errico, M. Fat-
tori, M. Modugno, G. Modugno, and M. Inguscio, De-
localization of a disordered bosonic system by repulsive
interactions, Nature Physics 6, 354 (2010).

[29] C. D’Errico, E. Lucioni, L. Tanzi, L. Gori, G. Roux,
I. P. McCulloch, T. Giamarchi, M. Inguscio, and G. Mod-
ugno, Observation of a disordered bosonic insulator from
weak to strong interactions, Physical Review Letters
113, 095301 (2014).

[30] L. Gori, T. Barthel, A. Kumar, E. Lucioni, L. Tanzi,
M. Inguscio, G. Modugno, T. Giamarchi, C. d’Errico,
and G. Roux, Finite-temperature effects on interacting
bosonic one-dimensional systems in disordered lattices,
Physical Review A 93, 033650 (2016).

[31] M. Pasienski, D. McKay, M. White, and B. DeMarco, A
disordered insulator in an optical lattice, Nature Physics
6, 677 (2010).

[32] C. Meldgin, U. Ray, P. Russ, D. Chen, D. M. Ceper-
ley, and B. DeMarco, Probing the bose glass–superfluid
transition using quantum quenches of disorder, Nature
Physics 12, 646 (2016).

[33] K. Viebahn, M. Sbroscia, E. Carter, J.-C. Yu, and
U. Schneider, Matter-wave diffraction from a quasicrys-
talline optical lattice, Physical Review Letters 122,
110404 (2019).

[34] J.-y. Choi, S. Hild, J. Zeiher, P. Schauß, A. Rubio-
Abadal, T. Yefsah, V. Khemani, D. A. Huse, I. Bloch,
and C. Gross, Exploring the many-body localization
transition in two dimensions, Science 352, 1547 (2016).
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[50] J. Léonard, S. Kim, M. Rispoli, A. Lukin, R. Schittko,
J. Kwan, E. Demler, D. Sels, and M. Greiner, Probing the
onset of quantum avalanches in a many-body localized
system, Nature Physics , 1 (2023).
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METHODS

Experimental sequence

The experimental sequence begins with loading a Bose-
Einstein condensate (BEC) of ∼ 1.2 × 105 39K atoms
from a red-detuned crossed optical dipole trap (λdip =
1064 nm, (wx, wy, wz) = 2π · (55, 43, 330) Hz) into a
blue-detuned 2D quasiperiodic optical lattice (λlat =
725.4 nm). During the loading, the individual lattice
depths are increased in 45 ms from zero to their target
values using exponential ramps with a time constant of
10 ms. The used target depths for the four horizontal lat-
tices range within V0 = 1 – 4Erec while a fixed depth of
Vz = 20Erec for the vertical z lattice ensures the forma-
tion of well-defined quasi-2D systems. After this ramp,
the atoms are held in the quasicrystal for 10 ms. For
imaging, we apply a short “booster stage” [51] before we
switch off all trapping potentials and record the matter-
wave interference pattern by taking an absorption image
after 9 ms time-of-flight (TOF).

The booster stage consists of linearly increasing the po-
tential depth of the horizontal lattices in 40µs to a final
depth of Vfinal = 6Erec. This stage is sufficiently short to
not change the coherence properties of the system while
providing a tighter on-site confinement and thereby not
only enhancing the brightness of high-order diffraction
peaks but also significantly reducing the heavy satura-
tion on the central momentum peak; see Extended Data
Fig.1a, b.

The interaction strengths Ui ∝ a are independently
controlled by tuning the atomic s-wave scattering length
(a) using the Feshbach resonance close to 403 G of the
|F = 1,mF = 1〉 state in 39K [52, 53]. To ensure broadly
comparable density distributions, the scattering length is
initially prepared at a common finite value of a = 12 a0

before the lattice loading starts and is then linearly
ramped to the desired value within a = 0 – 30 a0 dur-
ing the last 20 ms of the lattice ramp. Subsequently, the
scattering length remains constant until being suddenly
switched to a = 0 a0 at the beginning of the time-of-flight.

The initial Mott insulating state in Fig.3c is prepared
in a regular 3D lattice of depth V0 = 16Erec at scattering
length a = 150 a0. The restoration of phase coherence is
then carried out by employing a 16–8Erec linear ramp on
all the three lattice axes simultaneously.

Extraction of condensate fraction

The condensate fraction fc is evaluated for every shot
according to fc = Ncoh/N , where Ncoh is the population
in the sharp interference peaks, and N = Ncoh +Nincoh

is the total atom number with Nincoh being the number
of atoms in the incoherent background.

To extract Ncoh =
∑

k nk from the time-of-flight
(TOF) images, we first identify the most pronounced
81 diffraction peaks within the first six diffraction or-
ders [33] and then extract their populations nk by fit-
ting independent 2D Gaussian profiles to each peak. To
prevent counting spurious populations from weakly pop-
ulated peaks, we exclude fitted populations nk below
0.12% of the total atom number. Extended Data Fig.1c
illustrates the extracted populations. We note that the
width of the diffraction peaks in the TOF images is dom-
inated by the finite initial cloud size [47]. Therefore, no
obvious broadening can be detected when the inhomoge-
neous system enters the Bose glass until all the interfer-
ence peaks have completely merged into the incoherent
background.

The atom number in the incoherent background,
Nincoh, is acquired by performing an additional 2D
Gaussian fit to whole cloud (region of interest 3.3 ×
3.3 (~klat)

2), where all detected diffraction peaks were
masked during the fitting.

Parameter Calibration

The two main experimental parameters are the lattice
depth and the scattering length between atoms. The lat-
tice depth is calibrated to within 0.1Erec by analysing the
dynamics of Kapitza Dirac diffraction for each 1D lattice
individually; see the supplemental material of Ref. [33]
for details.

The scattering length is calibrated by observing the
prominent atom-loss features corresponding to the zero-
crossing of the scattering length, where the in-situ den-
sity is highest, and the Feshbach resonance, where the
loss coefficient is maximal. We then interpolate the
scattering length between them using the common func-
tional form [53, 54]. As an independent crosscheck, the
magnetic field is calibrated using radio frequency spec-
troscopy of the |F = 1,mF = −1〉 to |F = 1,mF = 0〉
transition in rubidium and converted to a scattering
length using literature values for the parameters of the
Feshbach resonance [53, 54]. The two approaches agree
to . 1 a0.

Comparing to quantum Monte Carlo simulations

The Quantum Monte Carlo calculations reported in
Ref. [42] were performed as a function of the density n
of a homogeneous system at fixed interaction strength
g. Since the main panel of Fig.2b focuses on the phase
transition in the centre of the trap, we extract the exper-
imental central density n0 from in-situ absorption im-
ages using the known aspect ratio of the trap. In order
to minimise statistical noise, we measure n0 at differ-
ent scattering lengths (a = 0 – 30 a0) and constant lattice
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depth (V0 = 1Erec) and find a mild interaction depen-
dence n0(30a0) ≈ 1/2n0(0a0) for the used lattice ramp.
In addition, we relate the 2D interaction coupling con-
stant g used in [42] back to the 3D scattering length a
via

g =
~2

m
g̃ , g̃ ≈ g̃0 =

2π

ln (alat/a2D)
,

a2D = 2.092 l⊥ exp

(
−
√
π

2

l⊥
a

)
.

Here, alat = λlat/2 and l⊥ =
√

~/mω⊥ is the character-
istic confining length given by the strong z lattice with a
trapping frequency of ω⊥ = 2π · 87 kHz.

Excluding Mott insulators

In order to investigate the possibility of Mott insu-
lators in our experiment, we numerically compute the
Bose-Hubbard parameters of the quasiperiodic potential
using the results from Ref. [41]. We calculate the site-
dependent ratio between on-site interactions and tunnel-
ing energies Ui/

∑
j |Jij |, where the sum runs over all

significant tunnelling elements linking site i to other ad-
jacent sites. Within the explored parameter regime, this

ratio reaches a maximum of max
(
Ui/

∑
j |Jij |

)
≈ 1.4 for

the case of a = 30 a0 and V0 = 4.0Erec. This is signif-
icantly below the critical interaction strength for form-
ing a Mott insulator in a 2D square lattice (U/zJ)c ≈
4.385 [55], where z = 4 represent the number of the
nearest neighbours. Furthermore, the studied parame-
ter range lies within the weakly interacting regime of
Ref. [7], and Mott insulators can hence be excluded in
this experiment.
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Extended Data Fig. 1 | Effect of booster stage
(V0 = 2Erec, a = 10 a0) and an example of the
population extraction. a, In the absence of the
booster, the majority of condensed atoms remain in
the central diffraction peak, with only a small fraction
occupying the satellite peaks. The high atomic density
of the central peak causes almost all the imaging light
around this central area to be fully absorbed, leading to
significant imaging saturation at k = 0. b, the booster
stage promotes condensed atoms to higher diffraction
orders, thus facilitating the fitting. c, Simulated diffrac-
tion pattern for the first 6 diffraction orders. The 81
peaks considered in the population count are coloured
in blue, with their radius indicating the extracted pop-
ulation nk. Gray dots represent the peaks that can also
be observed but are not included in the population
count due to their low populations. Images in panels
a & b are averaged over 30 experimental shots in or-
der to visually emphasise the signal from very weakly
populated high-order diffraction peaks.
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