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We develop a microscopic transport theory in a randomly driven fermionic model with and with-
out linear potential. The operator dynamics arise from the competition between noisy and static
couplings, leading to diffusion regardless of ballistic transport or Stark localization in the clean limit.
The universal diffusive behavior is attributed to a noise-induced bound state arising in the oper-
ator equations of motion at small momentum. By mapping the noise-averaged operator equation
of motion to a one-dimensional non-hermitian hopping model, we analytically solve for the diffu-
sion constant, which scales non-monotonically with noise strength, revealing regions of enhanced
and suppressed diffusion from the interplay between onsite and bond dephasing noise, and a linear
potential. For large onsite dephasing, the diffusion constant vanishes, indicating an emergent local-
ization. On the other hand, the operator equation becomes the diffusion equation for strong bond
dephasing and is unaffected by additional arbitrarily strong static terms that commute with the
local charge, including density-density interactions. The bound state enters a continuum of scatter-
ing states at finite noise and vanishes. However, the bound state reemerges at an exceptional-like
point in the spectrum after the bound-to-scattering state transition. We then characterize the fate
of Stark localization in the presence of noise.

An outstanding challenge of many-body physics is
a complete explanation of how phenomenological laws
governing irreversible macroscopic transport behavior
emerge from reversible microscopic dynamics, a process
encapsulated by the eigenstate thermalization hypothe-
sis [1–3]. This challenge only magnifies in interacting
quantum many-body systems in both equilibrium and
non-equilibrium processes [4, 5]. Along these lines, one-
dimensional systems [6, 7] are attractive because quan-
tum fluctuations have a pronounced effect, leading to a
wide array of quantum phenomena ranging from ballistic
transport to localization. In particular, the observation
of superdiffusive transport [8–14] beyond the expected
ballistic behavior in integrable systems. However, a com-
plete characterization of quantum transport in solvable
models remains challenging despite having access to the
eigenenergies and excitations [15].

Randomly driven models, in which couplings are ran-
dom variables uncorrelated in time, help understand the
spreading of a local operator under Heisenberg evolu-
tion, known as the operator dynamics. Systems with
added stochasticity ought to lose their microscopic prop-
erties, such as conservation laws, permitting the emer-
gence of universal behavior. These systems have recently
been revitalized with discrete time evolution involving
dual unitary circuits [16, 17] and replica disorder av-
eraged random unitary circuits [18–20]. On the other
hand, stochastic dynamics of continuous time models in
random Hamiltonians [21–26], noisy spin chains [27–32],
and (a)symmetric simple exclusion processes [33–36] have
provided deep insights. Random unitary dynamics have
also attracted experimental interest in cold atoms [37–
39], trapped ions [40–42], and paraxial optics [43].

Despite tremendous progress, a complete characteriza-
tion of the ingredients necessary for unorthodox trans-
port to arise in interacting many-body systems remains
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FIG. 1. Noise Induced Non-Hermitian Hopping Model. (a)
Randomly driven non-interacting fermions in a spatially de-
pendent potential, Vx. Classical noise Γx,y(t) models the ran-
dom drive by coupling locally to the hopping or density. (b)
Noise-averaged operator equations of motion map onto a set
of one-dimensional non-hermitian hopping models with a re-
pulsive delta function. The x-axis is the operator length, and
k is the center-of-mass momentum.

open. One approach is introducing a static term as a
perturbation [29, 44] to access more generic informa-
tion about late-time transport. A recent study [45] of
a spin-1/2 chain with exchange couplings that fluctuate
in space-time around a non-zero mean revealed, through
perturbation theory, late-time spin diffusion, albeit with
a superdiffusive enhancement suggesting normal diffu-
sion [46].

In this work, we extend these results to non-
perturbative static terms. We develop a microscopic
transport theory in a fermionic chain without and in the
presence of a linear potential. In both cases, the operator
dynamics arise from the competition between randomly
driven and arbitrarily strong static couplings. We analyt-
ically solve for the diffusion constant by exactly mapping
the noise-averaged operator equation of motion to a one-
dimensional non-hermitian hopping model—the diffusion
constant scales non-monotonically with noise strength,
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revealing enhanced and suppressed diffusion regions.
We uncover for all noise models that a diffusive mode

governs the late-time hydrodynamics at small k, at-
tributed to an emergent bound state in the operator
equations of motion. As k increases, the bound state
enters a scattering state continuum and vanishes. From
the non-hermitian structure of the operator equations,
the bound state reemerges at an exceptional-like point
where a pair of complex energies form. However, for
strong bond dephasing noise, the operator equation be-
comes the diffusion equation and is unaffected by addi-
tional arbitrarily strong static terms that commute with
the local charge, including density-density interactions.
Moreover, we then characterize the fate of Stark localiza-
tion in the presence of noise. Ultimately, noise destabi-
lizes the Stark ladder, allowing transport to occur albeit
non-monotonically.

Model.— We explore the dynamics of one-dimensional
non-interacting fermions with time-dependent noise [47,
48], through the Hamiltonian,

Ht =
∑

x,y

[
Jx,y + Γx,y(t)

]
c†xcy, (1)

where c†x (cx) create (annihilate) an electron at site index
x. The off diagonal elements of Jx,y and Γx,y(t) repre-
sent either static or driven hopping, while the diagonal
elements represent a static or driven potential. The am-
plitudes {Γx,y} are drawn independently for each pair of
sites (x, y) from a Gaussian distribution with zero mean
and variance,

E[Γx,y(t)Γl,m(t′)] = Γxyδx,lδy,mδ(t− t′). (2)

Where E[·] denotes the average over disorder, Γx,y sets
the energy scale of the noise, and δ(t − t′) implies the
couplings are correlated at a single instance in time.

We study analytically and numerically time-dependent
correlation functions to reveal the long-distance late-time
hydrodynamic transport in the presence of noise. In
the Heisenberg picture, the infinitesimal operator evolves
stochastically, Ot+dt = eiHtdtOte−iHtdt. The evolution
equation for a generic noise-averaged operator follows
from expanding the flow of Ot up to second-order in dt
and averaging the noise [49–51],

dŌt =
∑

x,y

[
iJx,y[c†xcy, Ōt] + Γx,yLx,y[Ōt]

]
dt. (3)

Here the average dynamics are governed by an effec-
tive Lindblad description [34, 52–54] where Lx,y[∗] =
L†x,y ∗ Lx,y − 1

2{L†x,yLx,y,∗} with Lx,y = c†xcy + h.c, and
{, } standing for the anti-commutator [55]. Competition
between coherent and incoherent dynamics drive the time
evolved noise-averaged operator in the late-time limit to
the steady state limt→∞ Ōt =

∑
x nx from charge con-

servation.
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FIG. 2. Bond and Onsite Dephasing Noise. (a) Real part
of eigenvalue spectrum with both onsite and bond dephasing
noise. The yellow curve is the diffusive mode corresponding
to Eq. (13). The red line indicates the continuum of scatter-
ing states, and the blue curve is a degenerate set of complex
energies. (b) Diffusion constant from Eq. (13). When Γ = 0
the diffusion constant decreases from a ballistic (V → 0) to
an emergent localization regime when V → ∞. As Γ reaches
the minimum

√
6J − V then increases monotonically into a

noise-assisted transport regime. Parameters: (a) N = 400,
γ = 0, Γ/J = 2, V/J = 2.

Characterizing Transport.— Universal behavior of the
random unitary dynamics is ascertained through the
infinite-temperature fermion density-density correlation
function,

Cx,y(t) =
1

2N
tr

[(
nx(t)− 1

2

)(
ny −

1

2

)]
, (4)

where nx(t) denotes the time-evolved density operator
at site index x in the Heisenberg picture. The density-
density correlation function Eq. (4) decays with an alge-
braic tail at late times,

lim
t→∞

lim
N→∞

CN/2,N/2(t) ∼ t−1/z. (5)

The dynamical exponent z classifies the universal hydro-
dynamic transport behavior, for example, z = 1 for bal-
listic, 1 < z < 2 for superdiffusive, z = 2 for diffusive,
z > 2 is subdiffusive, and z =∞ for localized.

Operator Dynamics.— The Heisenberg operator nx(t)
remains a two-body operator under evolution due to the
absence of interactions, permitting the expansion,

nx(t) =
N∑

m,n=1

Am,n(t)c†mcn. (6)

With the initial condition, Am,n(0) = δm,xδn,x. We
transform into the coordinates ` = n − m [56] and
R = n+m representing the operator length and center-
of-mass. Because the noise-averaged operator equation
is translation invariant in R in our models, a Fourier
transformation maps Eq. (3) to equations for A`,k de-
scribing a one-dimensional hopping model on a fictitious
lattice of operator length ` with the center of mass mo-
mentum k [see Fig. 1]. The correlation function, in terms
of the coefficients is given by, 1

8π

∫
dkA0,k(t)eik(x−y) ,

where A`,k(t) is the time-evolved wavefunction of the
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effective hopping model and A`,k(0) = δ`,0. At finite
noise, the effective model is non-Hermitian, where the
non-positive real parts of the eigenvalues drive the system
to the steady state in the late-time limit, corresponding
to the eigenvalue with the maximal real part, namely, the
eigenstate decays slowest during time evolution.

Bond and Onsite Dephasing Noise.— We now focus
our model in Eq. (1) on nearest-neighbor hopping with
dephasing noise on both bonds and sites. Specifically, we
define the parameters,

Jx,x+1 = J, Γx,x = V, Γx,x+1 = Γ. (7)

Here J is the nearest-neighbor coherent hopping, V and Γ
are the onsite and bond dephasing strength, respectively.
The eigenvalue equations of Eq. (3) take the form

EqA0 = tk
[
A1 −A−1

]
− 4Γ sin2(k)A0

EqA±1 = ±tk
[
A±2 −A0

]
+ ΓA∓1 −

[
V + 2Γ

]
A±1

EqA` = tk
[
A`+1 −A`−1

]
−
[
V + 2Γ

]
A`. (8)

We dropped the index k in A`,k for simplicity, and q
labels different levels of the eigenvalue equation. The
first two equations are the boundary conditions near the
origin of the fictitious operator length lattice, and the
third describes the bulk for |`| > 1 with the effective
hopping, tk = 2J sin(k). There are two well known limits
of Eq. (8); no noise, Γ = V = 0, and pure dephasing,
J = 0. In the former case, the model is purely coherent,
leading to the correlation function,

Cx,y(t) =
1

4
J 2
x−y(2Jt). (9)

Here Jx−y(2Jt) is the Bessel function of the first kind
of order x − y. The asymptotic behavior of the correla-
tion function, limt→∞ CN/2,N/2(t) = 1/πt, indicates bal-
listic transport with an exponent z = 1.0. In the latter
case (J = 0 or equivalently tk = 0), the operator length
` = 0 decouples from all other operator lengths, mapping
to the diffusion equation, with the solution,

Cx,y(t) =
1

4
e−2ΓtIx−y(2Γt). (10)

Here Ix−y(2Γt) is the modified Bessel function of the first
kind of order x − y. The asymptotic scaling of Eq. (10)
is, limt→∞ CN/2,N/2(t) = 1/2

√
tπ corresponding to the

exponent z = 2. Including a static potential that cou-
ples to the density do not affect the diffusive mode be-
cause it commutes with the local charge nx and bond de-
phasing leaves nx unchanged. Generically, including any
static term that commutes with the local charge, even
the density-density interaction, nxny, will not affect the
diffusive hydrodynamic mode.

Now we solve Eq. (8) for general J , V and Γ. It is
similar to the standard Schrödinger equation with a δ
potential; both scattering and bound states exist in the

spectrum, whereby the bulk equation fixes the real part of
the scattering states energy to be −

[
V+ 2Γ

]
[see red line

in Fig. 2(a)]. Translation invariance of Eq. (8) permits
the ansatz,

A` =

{
A−1e

q(1+`) if ` ≤ −1

−A1e
q(1−`)+iπ` if ` ≥ 1.

(11)

Inserting the above solution into the bulk equation, gives
the energy, Eq = 4 sin(k) sinh(q) − V − 2Γ. The bound-
ary conditions for |`| ≤ 1 constraint the values of q
through [see SM [57]],

[
Eq + 4Γ sin2(k)

][
tke

q + Γ
]

= −2t2k. (12)

The above equation is an exactly solvable cubic equation,
which at small k admits two physical solutions, one that
begins at Eq = 0 [see yellow curve in Fig. 2(a)] and the
other at Eq = −[3Γ+V] [lowest branch in Fig. 2(a)]. The
branch in Fig. 2(a) beginning at Eq = −[Γ + V] is deter-
mined by solving Eq. (8) assuming A0 = 0. Moreover,
the gapless bound state energy is given by,

Eq = −4

[
Γ +

2J2

V + 3Γ

]
k2. (13)

A diffusive mode always exists at small momentum re-
gardless of whether the sites or the hopping have finite
dephasing [see the yellow curve in Fig. 2(a)]. When
both V,Γ → 0, the diffusion constant diverges, which
is reminiscent of ballistic transport in the coherent
limit.Previously obtained was the result with either only
onsite or bond dephasing noise [36, 58]. In general, the
diffusion constant decreases monotonically with increas-
ing onsite dephasing V because an energy barrier from
site-to-site impedes coherent hopping. In particular, in
the absence of bond dephasing, the diffusion constant is
zero in the large V limit, indicating an emergent localiza-
tion. As illustrated in Fig. 2(b), the diffusion constant
displays non-monotonic behavior as a function of bond
dephasing Γ. Specifically, as Γ increases, the diffusion
constant reaches a minimum at Γ = (

√
6J − V)/3 (as-

suming V <
√

6J), and then increases monotonically,
entering a regime of noise-assisted transport [42, 59, 60].

As momentum increases, two interesting characteris-
tics become apparent. First, the diffusive mode under-
goes a bound-to-scattering state phase transition upon
entering a scattering state continuum at Eq = −2Γ − V.
Then, from the non-hermitian characteristic of Eq. (8),
there is an exceptional-like point [61, 62] where the two
physical solutions of Eq. (12) collide and coalesce, be-
coming a complex conjugate pair of energies visualized
by the doubly degenerate points in Fig. 2(a) indicated
with a blue curve.

Linear Potential with Bond and Onsite Dephasing.—
In the clean limit of the previous examples, the system
exhibited ballistic transport [see Eq. (9)]. However, no
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FIG. 3. Diffusion Constant Phase Diagram. (a) Diffusion
constant from Eq. (16) with the linear potential strength
γ = 0.15. Inset: Illustration of the non-monotonicity along
both axes. (b) Same as in (a) with γ = 0.50 where the non-
monotonic behavior arises only along Γ = 0. Inset: Illustra-
tion of non-monotonicy along the onsite dephasing axis only.
(c) Diffusion constant with V = 0. Provided γ < 0.5 there
is an initial noise assisted regime to a maximum value, where
then bond dephasing introduces an energy barrier, suppress-
ing diffusion. Once Γ > γ diffusion enhances as if the linear
potential was absent [see black curve for γ = 0 or Fig. 2(b)].
As γ → 0.5 the non-monotonic behavior is lost, and diffu-
sion immediately enters a noise-assisted transport regime. (d)
While when Γ = 0 noise compensates for the energy barrier
from the linear potential, enhancing transport to a maximum.
As V increases further, the onsite dephasing dominates the
linear potential, introducing an energy barrier and decreasing
the diffusion constant. Parameters: The dotted black curves
in (a) and (b) indicate a maximum or minimum.

matter how weak or the location, finite noise causes dif-
fusive transport. We now turn our attention to the op-
posite limit, where in the clean limit, the system is local-
ized, and the diffusion constant vanishes. We will study
Wannier-Stark localization in the presence of noise [63–
66]. Specifically, consider the linear potential Jx,x = −γx
where γ is the slope with the noise coupled to the hop-
ping and density. We now study the competition between
these two noise models through the equation,

EqA`,k = tk
[
A`+1,k−A`−1,k

]
+
[
iγ`−2Γ−V

]
A`,k. (14)

The bulk operator equation is no longer translation in-
variant in `, which permitted the plane wave ansatz
Eq. (11). Solving the recursion relation, A` instead takes
the form,

A`,k =

{
AIν−(−2itk/γ) if ` < −1

BIν+(−2itk/γ) if ` > 1.
(15)

where ν± = i(Eq + 2Γ + V)/γ ± `. For V = Γ = 0
the operator equations are anti-hermitian leading to an
equally spaced tower of purely imaginary eigenvalues,
Eq = iγq for q ∈ {−`max, `max} independent of momen-
tum k. The corresponding unnormalized eigenstates are

A`,k = I`−q(−4iJ sin(k)/γ) which are Wannier-Stark lo-
calized [67–70]. Finite noise renders the operator equa-
tions non-hermitian, causing an eigenvalue to become
purely real, which is the long wavelength mode. In the
SM [57], we determine the scaling of the hydrodynamic
mode,

Eq = −8

[
Γ

2
+

J2(V + Γ)

γ2 + (V + Γ)(V + 3Γ)

]
k2, (16)

which is diffusive for finite noise, similar to Anderson lo-
calized models with global noise [29, 71, 72], but different
from local noise models [73, 74]. In the limit γ = 0, we re-
cover the bound state energy Eq. (13), while in the limit
either V or Γ is large, the bound state energy is finite,
specifically, 4Γ, indicating Stark localization instability
to noise.

In Fig. 2(a) and (b), we plot the heatmap of the dif-
fusion constant with γ < 0.5 and γ = 0.5. In both
cases, the model is Stark localized when V = Γ = 0.
When γ < 0.5, initially, there is a regime where in-
creasing Γ or V leads to noise-assisted transport to a
maximum value [see Fig. 2(c) or (d)]. Increasing noise
further in either direction introduces an energy barrier
that overcomes the linear potential, suppressing diffu-
sion; however, when Γ > γ, diffusion enhances once more
as if the linear potential was nonexistent [see the black
curve for γ = 0 in Fig. 3(c) or Fig. 2(b)]. As γ → 0.5,
the non-monotonic behavior decreases and is lost when
γ > 0.5, whereby diffusion immediately enters a noise-
assisted transport regime. On the other hand, the on-
site dephasing dominates the linear potential as V in-
creases [see Fig. 3(d)], introducing an energy barrier and
decreasing the diffusion constant.

We first study the operator dynamics of Eq. (14) with
only onsite dephasing present, i.e., Γ = 0. When V � γ
the diffusion constant is small, and Bloch oscillations
push diffusion to later times [see Fig. 4(a)], rather than
when V is the dominant energy scale. In contrast, diffu-
sion almost immediately occurs when the noise is on the
bonds [see Fig. 4(b)], i.e., V = 0; a consequence of the
diffusion constant always being finite regardless of the
linear potential strength.

Conclusion.— Through a combination of analytics and
large-scale numerics, this work developed a transport
model where the operator dynamics arise from the com-
petition between randomly driven and static couplings.
We exactly solve for the diffusion constant by deter-
mining the emergent bound state of an effective one-
dimensional non-hermitian hopping model. In contrast
to standard hydrodynamic theories [75, 76], the diffusion
constant scales non-monotonically with noise strength.
For pure dephasing, the noise-averaged equation satis-
fies the diffusion equation, which is robust to arbitrarily
strong static terms that commute with the local charge,
including interactions. As momentum increases, the
bound state enters a continuum of scattering states and
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FIG. 4. Noisy Linear Potential Operator Dynamics. (a) The
auto-correlation function CN/2,N/2(t) with onsite dephasing.
The oscillating behavior is a signature of the underlying Stark
localization, which pushes the onset of diffusion to late times.
(b) Same as (a) but bond dephasing noise. Parameters: (a)
and (b): N = 400, dt = 0.05, γ = 4, J = 1.

vanishes. Surprisingly, beyond the bound-to-scattering
state phase transition, the bound state reemerges at an
exceptional-like point. We further find Stark localization
is unstable to onsite and bond dephasing noise, but illus-
trates a rich phase diagram where diffusion enters regimes
of enhancement and suppression. Future work could be
understanding transport when the model has long-range
hopping or correlating the noise [77].

Acknowledgement.— We thank Lakshya Agarwal,
Joaquin F. Rodriguez-Nieva, and Artem Abanov for use-
ful discussions. We also thank Mark Mitchison for point-
ing out related results from previous works. The numer-
ical simulations in this work were conducted with the
advanced computing resources provided by Texas A&M
High Performance Research Computing.

∗ clanglett85@tamu.edu
[1] L. D’Alessio, Y. Kafri, A. Polkovnikov, and M. Rigol,

From quantum chaos and eigenstate thermalization to
statistical mechanics and thermodynamics, Advances in
Physics 65, 239 (2016).

[2] M. Srednicki, Chaos and quantum thermalization, Phys.
Rev. E 50, 888 (1994).

[3] J. M. Deutsch, Quantum statistical mechanics in a closed
system, Phys. Rev. A 43, 2046 (1991).

[4] A. Polkovnikov, K. Sengupta, A. Silva, and M. Vengalat-
tore, Colloquium: Nonequilibrium dynamics of closed in-
teracting quantum systems, Rev. Mod. Phys. 83, 863
(2011).

[5] J. Eisert, M. Friesdorf, and C. Gogolin, Quantum many-
body systems out of equilibrium, Nature Physics 11, 124
(2015).

[6] T. Giamarchi, Quantum physics in one dimension, Vol.
121 (Clarendon press, 2003).

[7] X.-W. Guan, M. T. Batchelor, and C. Lee, Fermi gases in
one dimension: From bethe ansatz to experiments, Rev.
Mod. Phys. 85, 1633 (2013).
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This supplemental material’s purpose is to clarify the conclusions drawn in the main text. We first
give an overview of calculating the two-point correlation function utilizing free fermion techniques.
Next, we derive the operator equation of motion that leads to the effective Liouvillian. In the
third section, we explicitly derive the differential equation for the operator amplitudes. Solving the
diffusion constant for different noisy and static combinations constitutes the remaining sections.
The final section outlines the numerical methods for simulating the differential equations.
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S1. FERMION OPERATOR IDENTITIES.

In this appendix, we provide helpful fermion operator identities used to derive the equations of motion. We denote
the spinless fermionic creation and annihilation operators by (c†α, cα), where α indicates the site index. These operators
obey the algebra,

{cα, cβ} = {c†α, c†β} = 0

{c†α, cβ} = δα,β .
(S1)
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Further, defining the density operator nα = c†αcα, we obtain,

[nα, cβ ] = −δα,βcβ , [nα, c
†
β ] = δα,βc

†
β

{nα, c†β} = δα,βc
†
α + 2c†βnα, {nα, cβ} = δα,βcα + 2nαcβ (S2)

These relations were utilized in deriving the differential equations for the coefficients in the operator expansion.

S2. FREE-FERMION TECHNIQUES.

We now calculate the density-density correlation function using standard methods. In the clean limit, Γx,y = 0,
with Jx,x = 0, the exchange couplings are uniform, and the Hamiltonian describes a one-dimensional free-fermion. At
this point, the Hamiltonian regains spatial and time translation invariance, thereby in Fourier space, the fermionic
operators become,

cx =
1√
N

∑

k

eik·xck

c†x =
1√
N

∑

k

e−ik·xc†k

(S3)

here k is the Brillouin zone momentum, and the Hamiltonian,

H =
∑

k

Ekc†kck (S4)

with the band dispersion, Ek = 2 cos(k) (lattice spacing a = 1). In the momentum basis, time-evolution of the

operators c†k (ck) is simple, taking the form,

ck(t) = e−iEktck

c†k(t) = eiEktc†k.
(S5)

In real space, we have that cx(t) =
∑
y u(x− y, t)cy. The function, u(x− y, t), is the Fourier transform of the phases

e−iEkt, and controls how the correlation function grows in time. Specifically, the envelope function takes the form,

cx(t) =
∑

y

[
1

N

∑

k

ei(x−y)ke−iEkt
]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
u(x− y, t)

cy. (S6)

We now study the universal properties of this function. In the thermodynamic limit, the mode functions take the
form,

u(x− y, t) =

∫ π

−π

dk

2π
ei(x−y)ke−2i cos(k)t

= i(x−y)Jx−y(2t).

(S7)

In the previous equation, Jα(2t) is a Bessel function of the first kind of order α. Utilizing the above result in
combination with Eq. (S6), the time-evolved operators become

cx(t) =
∑

y

i(x−y)Jx−y(2t)cy. (S8)

Transport is determined by determining the late-time behavior of the density-density correlation function. First,
write the time-evolved density operator,

nx(t) =
∑

α,β

(i)α−βJx−α(2t)Jx−β(2t)c†αcβ . (S9)
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The correlation function from the main-text can be rewritten in the form,

Cxy(t) =
1

2N
tr(nx(t)ny(0))− 1

4
. (S10)

By inserting Eq. (S9) into the previous equation, we find,

Cx,y(t) =
1

2N

∑

α,β,γ,δ

[
iα−β+γ−δJx−α(2t)Jx−β(2t)Jy−γ(0)Jy−δ(0)

]
tr(c†αcβc

†
γcδ)−

1

4

=
1

2N

∑

α,β

[
iα−βJx−α(2t)Jx−β(2t)

]
tr(c†αcβny)− 1

4
.

(S11)

we utilized the relation Jα−β(0) = δα,β when moving between lines. In the previous equation, Cx,y = 0 when
α 6= β, in which the sum breaks into two separate cases: (i) α 6= y and (ii) α = y. Finally, using the identity∑∞
α=−∞ J 2

x−α(z) = 1, we evaluate the correlation function to be,

Cx,y(t) =
1

4
J 2
x−y(2t). (S12)

To compare our analytical result to simulations, we utilize the non-interacting structure of the model to simulate large
systems to late time, enabling reliable extraction hydrodynamic behavior. The following section focuses on efficiently
implementing free-fermion numerics to compute the correlation function.

A. Efficient Free-Fermion Simulations.

The Hamiltonian in the many-body basis is stored as a 2N × 2N matrix, severely limiting the possible system
size. However, utilizing the non-interacting structure, we can simulate the dynamics in the single particle basis; the
Hamiltonian is a N ×N matrix. While the system size is no longer a barrier, here, because the model is Brownian, it
must be diagonalized at each time step, severely restricting the simulation time. Moreover, for the system to remain
uncorrelated in time, dt must be small (at least less than 0.1). We now outline how to compute Cx,y(t) numerically
on the single-particle basis. We begin with the general Hamiltonian,

H =
∑

ij

c†iMijcj . (S13)

Here, the matrix M is a N×N real symmetric matrix that is diagonalized as M = V DV T where V are the eigenvectors
satisfying V V T = 1 and D = diag(λ1, . . . , λN ) is a diagonal matrix. The Hamiltonian now becomes,

H =
∑

ij

∑

kl

c†iVikλkVjkcj

=
∑

k

λkd
†
kdk. (S14)

We have defined the normal mode operators, dk =
∑
j Vjkcj and d†k =

∑
i c
†
iVik which inherit the standard fermionic

anti-commutation relations. We now define the vectors, d̂† = [d†1, . . . , d
†
N ] = ĉ†V and d̂ = [d1, . . . , dN ]T = V T ĉ. From

the Heisenberg evolution of the normal mode operators, we determine the original fermion operators evolve as,

ĉ†(t) = ĉ†
(
V eiDtV T

)

ĉ(t) =
(
V eiDtV T

)
ĉ (S15)

The correlation function on the same site becomes,
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Cx,x(t) =
1

2N
tr (nx(t)nx)− 1

4

=
1

2N

(∑

σ,ρ

∑

µ,ν

(Vσρe
iλρtV Tρx)(Vxµe

−iλµtV Tµν)tr(c†σcνc
†
xcx)

)
− 1

4

=
1

2N

(
2N

2

∑

ρ,µ

VxρV
T
ρxVxµV

T
µxe

iωρµt +
2N

4

∑

ρ,σ,µ

VσρV
T
ρxVxµV

T
µσe

iωρµt

)
− 1

4

=
1

2
ax,x(t)a∗x,x(t) +

1

4

∑

σ,σ 6=x
aσ,x(t)a∗x,σ(t)− 1

4
. (S16)

Where above we have defined the time-dependent amplitudes, am,n(t) =
∑
k Vm,ke

iλktV Tk,n. Moving from the first

to the second line, we utilized that tr(c†σcνc
†
xcx) = 0 if σ 6= ν. In the third line we consider the two cases: σ = x

and σ 6= x, where we used the relations tr(nσ) = 2N/2 and tr(nσnx) = 2N/4 and defined the energy difference,
ωρµ = λρ − λµ. Efficient time evolution is performed as follows:

Step 1: At each dt draw N − 1 random numbers from the Gaussian distribution with a mean µ = 0 and standard

deviation σ = (Γ/dt)
1/2

.

Step 2: Diagonalize the N ×N Hamiltonian.

Step 3: Compute the correlation function Cxx(dt) from the eigenvalues and eigenvectors.

Step 4: Repeat the above steps for each time-step.

Step 5: Repeat the entire procedure a designated number of disorder realizations and average.

S3. OPERATOR EQUATION OF MOTION.

After noise averaging, we now outline how to derive the effective Liouvillian that governs the operator dynamics.
We consider the Brownian couplings, Γx,y(t), which are time-dependent real Gaussian numbers with a mean and
variance given by,

E[Γi,j(t)] = 0

E[Γi,j(t)Γl,m(t′)] = Γx,yδi,lδj,mδ(t− t′).
(S17)

Where the operation E[·] denotes the Gaussian average couplings, Γx,y sets the energy scale of the noise, and δ(t− t′)
implies that the couplings are correlated at a single instance in time.

We expand the flow of the Heisenberg operator up to order dt2 because the variance is of order dt−1. Specifically,
consider the Heisenberg evolution of an operator O,

O(t+ dt) = UdtO(t)U†dt
= O(t) + i[Ht,O]dt+ L[O]dt2

(S18)

With the unitary operator, Udt = e−iHtdt and the effective Lindblad, L[O] = H†tOHt − 1
2{H

†
tHt,O}. We also

emphasize that the above convention differs from standard transport theories in condensed matter that study the
Green function, where the operator equation is put into a Schrodinger equation-like form. Inserting the Hamiltonian
into the operator equation, we get,

O(t+ dt)−O(t) =
∑

x,y

i

[
Jx,y[c†xcy,O] + Γx,y(t)[c†xcy,O]

]
dt+ Lx,y[O]dt2 (S19)

The Lindblad term breaks into terms with: Jx,yJx,y, Jx,yΓx,y(t), Γx,y(t)Γx,y(t), moreover, only the first and final
term survive noise averaging. We now average over disorder realizations,

dŌt =
∑

x,y

i

[
Jx,y[c†xcy, Ōt] + E[Γx,y(t)][c†xcy, dŌt]

]
dt+

[
E[Γx,y(t)Γx,y(t)]Lx,y[Ōt] + Jx,yJx,yLx,y[Ōt]

]
dt2

=
∑

x,y

iJx,y[c†xcy, Ōt]dt+ Γx,yLx,y[Ōt]dt+ Jx,yJx,yLx,y[Ōt]dt2. (S20)
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Only keeping terms that are of order dt, leads to the noise-averaged operator equation,

dŌt
dt

=
∑

x,y

[
iJx,y[c†xcy, Ōt] + Γx,yLx,y[Ōt]

]
(S21)

Where we have defined E(dO) = dŌ and the Lindblad has the form, Lx,y[Ō] = L†x,yŌLx,y − 1
2{L†x,yLx,y, Ō}. Gener-

ically, the above equation applies for long-range hopping, however, we consider either onsite or nearest-neighbor
interactions. Specifically, when the noise is coupled to nearest-neighbor hopping (y = x+ 1) then the jump operator

is Lx,x+1 = c†xcx+1 + c†x+1cx, whereas, when the noise is coupled to the density Lx,x = nx. The most general operator
equation of Eq. (S21) we consider is written as follows,

dŌt
dt

=
∑

x

[
iJ [Lx,x+1, Ōt]− iγx[Lx,x, Ōt] + VLx,x[Ōt] + ΓLx,x+1[Ōt]

]
. (S22)

The above equation follows from setting the diagonal (off-diagonal) elements of the static coupling matrix to Jx,x =
−γx (we focus on a linear potential) and Jx,x+1 = J , while the diagonal (off-diagonal) elements of the noisy coupling
matrix to Γx,x = V and Γx,x+1 = Γ.

S4. DETAILS IN CALCULATING THE COEFFICIENT DIFFERENTIAL EQUATION.

In this section, we derive the differential equation for the operator amplitudes by inserting nx(t) into Eq. (S21).

A. Coherent Term from Static Hopping

We begin with the time averaged operator equation of motion with only the static and noisy hopping contribution,

dn̄t
dt

=
∑

x

[
iJ [Lx,x+1, n̄t] + ΓLx,x+1[n̄t]

]
. (S23)

In this section, we derive the term from the unitary dynamics,

[c†xcx+1, n̄t] =
∑

x

∑

mn

Am,n

[
c†x[cx+1, c

†
m]cn + [c†x, c

†
m]cx+1cn + c†mc

†
x[cx+1, cn] + c†m[c†x, cn]cx+1

]

=
∑

x

∑

mn

Am,n

[
c†x
(
2cx+1c

†
m − δx+1,m

)
cn + 2c†xc

†
mcx+1cn + 2c†mc

†
xcx+1cn + c†m

(
2cxc

†
n − δx,n

)
cx+1

]

=
∑

x

∑

m,n

Am,n

[
2c†xcx+1c

†
mcn − δx+1,mc

†
xcn + 2c†mc

†
xcncx+1 − δx,nc†mcx+1

]

=
∑

x

∑

m,n

Am,n

[
δx+1,mc

†
xcn − δx,nc†mcx+1

]
. (S24)

In the first line, we utilized a commutator identity between four operators and then used that [A,B] = 2AB−{A,B}
where we then applied the anti-commutator relation for fermion operators. For the second line, the product of four
fermion operators cancels by anti-commuting the creation operators and then expand in the third line. Because the
model is non-interacting the final result cannot have more than a product of two fermion operators, thus we simplify
further using the anti-commutation relation {c†m, cx+1} and end with the final equation. The second commutator is
found by a similar calculation or by setting x+ 1→ x and x→ x+ 1 in the above equation,

[c†x+1cx, n̄t] =
∑

x

∑

mn

Am,n

[
δx,mc

†
x+1cn − δx+1,nc

†
mcx

]
. (S25)

Moreover, we find the final equation after resolving the delta functions is,

iJ
∑

x

[Lx,x+1, n̄t] = iJ
∑

m,n

Am,n

[
c†m−1cn − c†mcn+1 + c†m+1cn − c†mcn−1

]
(S26)
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Next, we want to shift the indices so that each operator is equivalently c†mcn which allow us to equate sides and get
a differential equation for Am,n.

Am,nc
†
m−1cn → Am+1,nc

†
mcn, Am,nc

†
mcn+1 → Am,n−1c

†
mcn

Am,nc
†
m+1cn → Am−1,nc

†
mcn, Am,nc

†
mcn−1 → Am,n+1c

†
mcn (S27)

The final equation due to unitary dynamics is,

iJ
∑

x

[Lx,x+1, n̄t] = iJ
∑

mn

[
Am+1,n −Am,n−1 +Am−1,n −Am,n+1

]
c†mcn (S28)

In the next section, we derive the contribution from the effective Lindblad term.

B. Incoherent Term from Noisy Hopping.

In this section, we derive the incoherent piece that arises from the variance of the couplings,

∑

x

Lx,x
[
n̄t
]

=
∑

x

∑

m,n

Am,n

[
L†x,x+1c

†
mcnLx,x+1 −

1

2
{L†x,x+1Lx,x+1, c

†
mcn}

]
. (S29)

where Lx,x+1 = c†xcx+1 + c†x+1cx. After some algebra and using fermion identities, we get the final equation,

dn̄t
dt

=
∑

mn

[
− 2Am,nc

†
mcn +Am,nδm,n−1c

†
ncn−1 +Am,nδm,n+1c

†
ncn+1 +Am,nδm,n (nm+1 + nm−1)

]
(S30)

Next, we want to shift the indices so that each operator is aligned with c†mcn which allow us to equate sides and get
a differential equation for Am,n.

Am,nδm,nc
†
m−1cm−1 → Am+1,n+1δm,nc

†
mcn, Am,nδm,nc

†
m+1cm+1 → Am−1,n−1δm,nc

†
mcn

Am,nδm,n+1c
†
ncn+1 → Am+1,n−1δm+1,nc

†
mcn, Am,nδm,n−1c

†
ncn−1 → Am−1,n+1δm−1,nc

†
mcn (S31)

The operator equation of motion becomes,

dn̄t
dt

=
∑

m,n

[
− 2Am,n + δm+1,nAm+1,n−1 + δm−1,nAm−1,n+1 + δm,nAm+1,n+1 + δm,nAm−1,n−1

]
c†mcn. (S32)

Moreover, we find that the contribution from the incoherent piece is as follows,

dAm,n
dt

=

[
− 2Am,n + δm+1,nAm+1,n−1 + δm−1,nAm−1,n+1 + δm,nAm+1,n+1 + δm,nAm−1,n−1

]
(S33)

In the following section we will perform the mapping to the fictitious lattice defined by the operator length and
center-of-mass coordinates.

C. Operator Equation of Motion.

Combining, the equation from the previous two sections, we arrive at the full operator equation,

∂tAm,n = iJ

[
Am+1,n −Am,n+1 +Am−1,n −Am,n−1

]

+ Γ

[
− 2Am,n + δm+1,nAm+1,n−1 + δm−1,nAm−1,n+1 + δm,nAm−1,n−1 + δm,nAm+1,n+1

]
. (S34)

When a static potential is included in the coherent dynamics, the additional term is i
[
Vm − Vn

]
Am,n which has no

affect in the strong noise limit.
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D. Mapping to ` and R.

Spatial translation invariance is partially restored in a different coordinate system defined by the variables ` = n−m
and R = n+m. Here ` represents the length of the operator and R the center-of-mass of the operator. The coefficients
under this mapping become,

Am+1,n−1
(n−1−m−1=`−2,n−1+m+1=R)−→ A`−2,R, Am−1,n+1

(n+1−m+1=`+2,n+1+m−1=R)−→ A`+2,R

Am+1,n+1
(n+1−m−1=`,n+1+m+1=R+2)−→ A`,R+2, Am−1,n−1

(n−1−m+1=`,n−1+m−1=R−2)−→ A`,R−2

δm+1,n
(`=1)−→ δ`,1, δm−1,n

`=−1)−→ δ`,−1 (S35)

Applying this transformation to the equation above,

∂tA`,R = iJ

[
A`−1,R+1 −A`+1,R+1 +A`+1,R−1 −A`−1,R−1

]

+ Γ

[
− 2A`,R + δ`,1A`−2,R + δ`,−1A`+2,R + δ`,0 (A`,R+2 +A`,R−2)

]
(S36)

Now the above equation is simplified further by looking at the terms δ`,−1A`+2,R and δ`,1A`−2,R which are nonzero
if ` = ±1 with the coefficients A∓1. A similar argument can be made for δ`,0 (A`,R+2 +A`,R−2). Moreover, the final
equation is,

∂tA`,R = iJ

[
A`−1,R+1 −A`+1,R+1 +A`+1,R−1 −A`−1,R−1

]

+ Γ

[
− 2A`,R + δ`,1A−1,R + δ`,−1A1,R + δ`,0 (A0,R+2 +A0,R−2)

]
(S37)

Now because the delta functions are independent of R we can perform a discrete Fourier transformation in this
coordinate, namely, A`,R =

∑
eikRA`,k. The Fourier transformed equation becomes,

∂tA`,k = 2J sin(k)

[
A`+1,k −A`−1,k

]
+ Γ

[
− 2A`,k + δ`,1A−1,k + δ`,−1A1,k + 2 cos(2k)δ`,0A0,k

]
(S38)

In the next section, we derive the contribution from a noisy potential, specifically, Γx,x 6= 0.

E. Incoherent Term from Noisy Potential.

In this section, we derive the incoherent piece that arises from the variance of the couplings,

∑

x

Lx
[
n̄t
]

=
∑

x

∑

m,n

Am,n

[
nxc
†
mcnnx −

1

2
{nx, c†mcn}

]
. (S39)

As in the previous section, the final result must be a product of two fermionic operators. We first calculate the second
term in the above equation,

{nx, c†mcn} = c†xcxc
†
mcn + c†mcnc

†
xcx

= c†x
(
δm,x − c†mcx

)
cn + c†m

(
δx,n − c†xcn

)
cx

= δm,xc
†
xcn + c†mc

†
xcxcn + c†mc

†
xcxcn + δn,xc

†
mcx

= 2c†mc
†
xcxcn + δm,xc

†
xcn + δn,xc

†
mcx. (S40)

We put the fermion operators in normal order to simplify all these expressions. Therefore, in the first equation above,
we use the anti-commutator to move the creation operators to the left and then do algebra on the subsequent lines.
Combing everything, we have that,

− 1

2
{nx, n̄t} = −

∑

x

∑

m,n

Am,nc
†
mc
†
xcxcn −

∑

mn

Am,nc
†
mcn. (S41)
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We resolved the delta functions in the second term to eliminate the sum over x. Note that if Am,n = δx,mδx,n we get
that the above equation is −nx which we expect from − 1

2{nx, nx} = −nx. Another check is if Am,n = δy,mδy,n then
we find −nynx as expected. We now compute the first term, which is a product of six fermion operators,

c†xcxc
†
mcnc

†
xcx = c†x

(
δmx − c†mcx

)
cnc
†
xcx

= δm,xc
†
xcnc

†
xcx − c†xc†mcxcnc†xcx

= δm,xc
†
xcnc

†
xcx − δn,xc†xc†mcxcx + c†xc

†
mcxc

†
xcncx

= δm,xc
†
xcnc

†
xcx + c†xc

†
mcncx (S42)

In total we have that,

∑

x

∑

m,n

Am,nc
†
xcxc

†
mcnc

†
xcx =

∑

x

∑

mn

Am,n

[
δm,xc

†
xcnc

†
xcx + c†xc

†
mcncx

]
(S43)

We now combine the previous two results,

∑

x

Lx
[
n̄t
]

=
∑

x

∑

m,n

Am,nc
†
xcxc

†
mcnc

†
xcx −

1

2
Am,n{nx, c†mcn}

=
∑

x

∑

m,n

Am,n

[
δm,xc

†
xcnc

†
xcx + c†xc

†
mcncx

]
−
∑

x

∑

m,n

Am,nc
†
mc
†
xcxcn −

∑

m,n

Am,nc
†
mcn

=
∑

x

∑

m,n

Am,nδm,xc
†
xcnc

†
xcx −

∑

m,n

Am,nc
†
mcn

=
∑

m,n

Am,nc
†
mcnc

†
mcm −

∑

m,n

Am,nc
†
mcn (S44)

There are a few checks we can perform on the above equation. First, if Am,n = δx,mδx,n or Am,n = δy,mδy,n the above
result vanishes. When the Lindblad acts on a number operator, i.e., L[c†αcα], it annihilates it. The final simplification
is the normal ordering of the first term above,

∑

x

Lx
[
n̄t
]

=
∑

m,n

Am,n
(
δn,mc

†
mcm − c†mcn

)
(S45)

Notice above that if the operator is on the same site, i.e., m = n, then we get zero, and if m 6= n, we get −n̄t. Thus
we can rewrite the above equation as,

∑

x

Lx
[
n̄t
]

=
∑

mn

Am,n (δnm − 1) c†mcn (S46)

Moreover, the final differential equation becomes,

dn̄t
dt

= V (δnm − 1)Am,n (S47)

F. Mapping to ` and R

In this section, we rewrite the final equation of the previous section in a different coordinate system defined by the
variables ` = n−m and R = n+m. Here ` represents the length of the operator, and R is the center of mass of the
operator. The coefficients under this mapping become,

Am+1,n
(n−m−1=`−1,n+m+1=R+1)−→ A`−1,R+1, Am,n−1

(n−1−m=`−1,n−1+m=R−1)−→ A`−1,R−1

Am−1,n
(n−m+1=`+1,n+m−1=R−1)−→ A`+1,R−1, Am,n+1

(n+1−m=`+1,n+1−m=R+1)−→ A`+1,R+1

Am,n
(n−m=`,n+m=R)−→ A`,R, δm,n

(n−m=0)−→ δ`,0. (S48)
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FIG. S1. Static and Noisy Hopping Characteristics. (a) Noisy-hopping operator dynamics. (b) Bound state energy for the
case of static and noisy hopping, i.e., V = 0 and γ = 0. The solid curves are the analytical result, Eq. (S60) in the small
momentum limit, while the black crosses are from diagonalizing the eigenvalue equations, Eq. (S52). (c)-(f) Real part of the
eigenvalue spectrum of Eq. (S52) for different noisy and static hopping strengths. Regardless of the noise strength, there is
always a bound state at small momentum. As momentum increases, the bound state vanishes in a continuum of bound states
at −2Γ represented by the red line. Increasing k further reveals that the bound state reemerges at an exceptional point. Before
the exceptional point, the cubic equation admits two physical solutions with real energies, which then coalesce and become a
conjugate pair of complex energies. Interestingly, near the strong drive limit there is a reentrant-like point [see (d)] where the
degeneracy is re-broken, and the purely real energies emerge once more. Parameters: (a) N = 400, dt = 0.05, `max = N/2, (b)
N = 400, and (c)-(f) N = 400, `max = N/2.

Moreover, the differential equation becomes,

dA`,R
dt

= VA`,R (δ`,0 − 1) (S49)

The advantage of moving into this coordinate system is that the delta function is independent of R; thus, we can
perform a discrete Fourier transformation A`,R =

∑
k e

ikRA`,k where k is the momentum of the Brillouin zone. The
Fourier transformed equation becomes,

dA`,k
dt

= VA`,k (δ`,0 − 1) . (S50)

With all these pieces in hand, the differential equation from Eq. (S22) takes the form,

dA`
dt

= tk
[
A`+1 −A`−1

]
+ Γ

[
− 2A`,k + δ`,1A−1,k + δ`,−1A1,k + 2 cos(2k)δ`,0A0,k

]
+ iγ`A` + V

[
δ`,0 − 1

]
A`. (S51)

The following sections will focus on various limits of the above equation and solve for the diffusion constant exactly
in the small momentum limit.

S5. DIFFUSION CONSTANT FOR STATIC HOPPING WITH BOND NOISE.

In this section, we give an explicit solution to the bound state energy in the case of finite noise with no noisy or
static potential, i.e., V = 0 and γ = 0 in Eq. (S51). We begin with the eigenvalue equation,

EqA` = tk

[
A`+1 −A`−1

]
+ Γ

[
− 2A` + δ`,1A−1 + δ`,−1A1 + 2 cos(2k)δ`,0A0

]
. (S52)
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We have dropped the subscript k since we are solving these for a fixed momentum and tk = 2J sin(k) is the effective
hopping strength. For finite noise, the above equation is non-hermitian and effectively describes the dynamics of a
one-dimensional hopping model. The above equation splits into four distinct eigenvalue equations,

EqA0 = tk (A1 −A−1)− 4Γ sin2(k)A0, EqA1 = tk (A2 −A0)− 2ΓA1 + ΓA−1

EqA−1 = tk (A0 −A−2)− 2ΓA−1 + ΓA1, EqA` = tk (A`+1 −A`−1)− 2ΓA`, (S53)

The final equation describes the bulk dynamics and sets the energy of the problem, while the first three equations are
boundary conditions that constrain the allowed values that q can take. For J = 0, the above equations decouple. The
eigenvalue equation for A0 maps to the standard diffusion equation, and the entire spectrum forms horizontal lines at
E = −1,−2,−3 where the fourth value is the diffusive mode −4k2 visualized in Fig. (S1)(c). On the other hand, for
Γ = 0, the model is free with ballistic transport. We now attempt to solve for the diffusion constant for generic noise
strength, Γ. First, we solve the bulk equation with the solution, A` = Aeq` +Be−q`+iπ`,

Eq = 4J sin(k) sinh(q)− 2Γ (S54)

Generically, q depends on momentum k which we determine through the equation A0. First, if A1 and A−1 are known,
then the entire set of coefficients is determined through the above equations; thus we use the ansatz,

A` =





A−1e
q(1+`) if ` ≤ −1

−A1e
q(1−`)+iπ` if ` ≥ 1

(S55)

The three remaining equations solve for the variables A1/A−1, A0/A−1, and q. The middle two equations solve for
the ratios, and the equation for A0 restricts the values q takes. First, rewrite the middle two equations,

[
Eq + 2Je−q sin(k) + 2Γ

]
A1

A−1
+ 2J sin(k)

A0

A−1
= Γ

[
Eq + 2Je−q sin(k) + 2Γ

]
− 2J sin(k)

A0

A−1
= Γ

A1

A−1
(S56)

Solving these equations yields,

A1

A−1
= −1,

A0

A−1
= eq +

Γ

2J sin(k)
(S57)

Here A1 and A−1 are determined through normalizing A`. The value of A0 is determined through the second equation.
The ratios above, combined with the final eigenvalue equation for A0 leads to the constraint,

[
Eq + 4Γ sin2(k)

][
eq +

Γ

2J sin(k)

]
= −4J sin(k) (S58)

The above equation is a cubic equation for q, which can be solved exactly. At small momentum, all three solutions
to the cubic equation are physical and admit purely real energies; one corresponds to the largest real eigenvalue, the
bound state energy. We solve the cubic equation and expand the bound state energy around k = 0 giving q,

eq = − Γ

Jk
−
[
J

3Γ
+

11Γ

6J

]
k (S59)

Inserting the above solution into the equation for the energy and keeping the lowest order in k, we find,

Eq = 2kJ
(
eq − e−q

)
− 2Γ ≈ −

[
8

3

J2

Γ
− 4Γ

]
k2

D =

[
8

3

J2

Γ
− 4Γ

]
(S60)

Moreover, regardless of the strength of the noisy hopping, the late-time hydrodynamic tail remains diffusive. In
Fig. S1(c)-(f), we diagonalize Eq. (S53) for different noise and static strengths and plot the real part of the spectrum.
For all strengths, the diffusive mode is present at small k, which we fit with the analytical result Eq. (S60) [see yellow
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FIG. S2. Static Hopping and Noisy Potential Characteristics. (a) Operator dynamics for static hopping with a noisy potential.
(b) The bound state energy for the noisy potential with static hopping. The dotted orange line is from diagonalizing the
eigenvalue equation with the other curves representing different stages in approximating the low momentum scaling. (c) Real
part eigenvalue spectrum for the noisy potential, where there is a single bound state corresponding to the diffusive mode with
energy given by Eq. (S69). (d) The coefficients A` from Eq. (S66) for different k compared to diagonalizing of Eq. (S61).
Parameters: (a) N = 400, dt = 0.05, `max = N/2, (b) N = 4000, V/J = 1, and (c) N = 4000 (d) N = 4000, V/J = 1.

curve]. As momentum increases, the bound state undergoes a phase transition by entering a continuum of scattering
states at −2Γ, indicated by the red line in Fig. S1(c)-(f). Interestingly as k increases further, the bound state reemerges
at an exceptional like point. At this point, the two physical solutions to the cubic equation, which give purely real
energies, collide and become a pair of conjugate energies. Interestingly, there is a higher-order exceptional-like point
near the strong noise limit where the solutions transition back to purely real non-degenerate energies; see Fig. S1(d).
We also emphasize that an alternative solution to the above eigenvalue equations is to assume A0 = 0, in which case
you can determine analytically the form of the branch beginning at −Γ in Fig. S1(c)-(f).

S6. DIFFUSION CONSTANT FOR STATIC HOPPING AND ONSITE NOISE.

In this section, we solve Eq. (S51) with Γ = γ = 0. We begin with the eigenvalue equation,

EqA`,k = tk (A`+1,k −A`−1,k) + V (δ`,0 − 1)A`,k (S61)

We now split the above equation into two different equations,

EqA0,k = tk (A1,k −A−1,k)

EqA`,k = tk (A`+1,k −A`−1,k)− VA`,k, (S62)

where ` represents the entire line without zero. Using the second equation, we can determine the energy by assuming
the ansatz, A` = Aeq` +Be−q`+iπ` leading to the relation,

(V + Eq)
(
Aeq` +Be−q`+iπ`

)
= 2J sin(k)

[
Aeq`(e−q − eq) +Be−q`+iπ`(eq+iπ − e−q+iπ)

]

= 4J sin(k) sinh(q)
(
Aeq` +Be−q`+iπ`

)
. (S63)

Moreover, the energy is determined as

Eq = 4J sin(k) sinh(q)− V (S64)

The next step is to determine the values q can take. First, we write the solution to the second equation in both
regions,

A` =

{
Aeq` +Be−q`+iπ` if ` < 0

Ceq` +De−q`+iπ` if ` > 0
(S65)

In the region ` ≤ 0 the second term is unbounded as `→ −∞ thereby we set B = 0. Similarly, for ` ≥ 0 the first term
is unbounded as ` → ∞ and we therefore also set C = 0. A further constraint is made at ` = 0 which sets A = D
and the general solution becomes,

A` =

{
Aeq` if ` ≤ 0

Ae−q`+iπ` if ` ≥ 0.
(S66)



12

With this solution, we can determine A1 and A−1 and inset them into the first equation above for A0 which leads to
the constraint on q,

EqA = 2J sin(k)
[
−Ae−q −Ae−q

]

= −4J sin(k)e−q

= 4J sin(k) sinh(q)− V
(S67)

From this, we find that q is

q = cosh−1

[ V
4J sin(k)

]
(S68)

If now assume to be near the bottom of the band such that sin(k) ≈ k then we find the energy and diffusion constant
as follows,

Eq = 4J sin(k)

[√V2 − 16J2 sin2(k)

4J sin(k)

]
− V ≈ −8J2k2

V

D =
8J2

V (S69)

Where because k is small we binomially expand the square root and find that the bound state energy scales as k2

which indicates diffusion at late times.
As k increases, q decreases, becoming zero at a critical k given by 4J sin k = V for V < 4J , at which the energy

equals -V and the bound state enters the continuum of scattering states and vanishes. This transition manifests in
the long-time behavior of the time-dependent correlation function by displaying increased oscillations before crossing
over to diffusion; see Fig. S2(a) for numerical simulations of Eq. (S61) for different V/J . In Fig. S2(d), we compare
our analytical result for A` to diagonalization of the eigenvalue equations, when k = 0.252, q ≈ 0 and increasing k
anymore cause the solution to crossover to a scattering state. We also emphasize that the diffusion constant vanishes
as V → ∞ indicating emergent localization.

S7. DIFFUSION CONSTANT FOR STATIC HOPPING WITH BOND AND ONSITE NOISE.

In this section, we give an explicit solution to the bound state energy in the case of finite noise with no static
potential, i.e., γ = 0 in Eq. (S51). We begin with the eigenvalue equation,

EqA` = tk

[
A`+1 −A`−1

]
+ Γ

[
− 2A` + δ`,1A−1 + δ`,−1A1 + 2 cos(2k)δ`,0A0

]
+ V

[
δ`,0 − 1

]
A`. (S70)

We have dropped the subscript k since we are solving these for a fixed momentum and tk = 2J sin(k) is the effective
hopping strength. For finite noise, the above equation is non-hermitian and effectively describes the dynamics of a
one-dimensional hopping model. The above equation splits into four distinct eigenvalue equations,

EqA0 = tk (A1 −A−1)− 4Γ sin2(k)A0, EqA1 = tk (A2 −A0)−
[
2Γ + V

]
A1 + ΓA−1

EqA−1 = tk (A0 −A−2)−
[
2Γ + V

]
A−1 + ΓA1, EqA` = tk (A`+1 −A`−1)−

[
2Γ + V

]
A`. (S71)

The final equation describes the bulk dynamics and sets the energy of the problem, while the first three equations are
boundary conditions that constrain the allowed values that q can take. The three remaining equations solve for the
variables A1/A−1, A0/A−1, and q. Using the same ansatz as the previous two sections, leads to the energy,

Eq = 4J sin(k) sinh(q)−
[
V + 2Γ

]
(S72)

The middle two equations solve for the ratios, and the equation for A0 restricts the values q takes. First, rewrite the
middle two equations,

[
Eq + 2Je−q sin(k) + 2Γ + V

]
A1

A−1
+ 2J sin(k)

A0

A−1
= Γ (S73)

[
Eq + 2Je−q sin(k) + 2Γ + V

]
− 2J sin(k)

A0

A−1
= Γ

A1

A−1
(S74)
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FIG. S3. Coefficient Ratios for Linear Potential. (a) Coefficient ratio AR
0 /A

R
−1, which governs the bound state energy scaling,

as a function of momentum k for different potential strengths and fixed Γ/J = 1. The black crosses are from numerical
diagonalization of Eq. (S78), while the curves are analytical results. (b) Same as (a) with fixed potential strength γ = 4 and
different noise strengths. It is important to note that in both (a) and (b) the final points at k = 0.2 are AR

0 /A
R
−1 > 100. (c)

AR
2 /A

R
−1, (d) AR

−2/A
R
−1, (e) AI

−2/A
R
−1, (f) AI

−2/A
R
1 for different potential strengths. To determine the analytical form of the

bound state energy Eq. (S85) we neglected all A
R(I)
±2 terms in the operator equations by arguing they are small compared to

AR
0 /A

R
−1. These plots provide a numerical justification of this approximation, where clearly the ratios (c)-(f) are significantly

smaller over the range of momentum and give a negligent contribution to the energy. Parameters: N = 400

Solving these equations yields the same consistency equations as above,

A1

A−1
= −1,

A0

A−1
= eq +

Γ

2J sin(k)
(S75)

Here A1 and A−1 are determined through normalizing A`. The value of A0 is determined through the second equation.
The ratios above, combined with the final eigenvalue equation for A0 leads to the constraint,

[
Eq + 4Γ sin2(k)

][
eq +

Γ

2J sin(k)

]
= −4J sin(k) (S76)

The above equation is a cubic equation for q, which can be solved exactly. We find that the bound state energy has
the scaling,

Eq = −4

[
Γ +

2J2

V + 3Γ

]
k2

D = 4

[
Γ +

2J2

V + 3Γ

]
(S77)

The above solution in the limit V = 0 becomes Eq. (S60) for the case of static hopping with bond noise, while in the
limit Γ = 0 the bound state energy becomes Eq. (S69) for the case of static hopping with onsite noise. Notice, that
the diffusion constant will generically have non-monotonic behavior where when Γ is increasing there will be a regime
of suppressed diffusion from the second term, while when Γ continues to increase the first term will dominate leading
to monotonic growth to the asymptotic value 4Γ.

S8. DIFFUSION CONSTANT FOR LINEAR POTENTIAL WITH BOND NOISE.

We now consider the case where we include a static potential in the operator equation. Specifically, we consider
a linear potential whereby the system undergoes Stark localization, and transport is absent in the clean limit. The
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eigenvalue equation has the form,

EqA` = 2J sin(k)

[
A`+1 −A`−1

]
+ Γ

[
− 2A` + δ`,1A−1 + δ`,−1A1 + 2 cos(2k)δ`,0A0

]
+ iγ`A`. (S78)

We note that with this potential the coordinate R still has spatially translation invariance, however the explicit
dependence on ` prevents the ansatz used above. Moreover, we split Eq. (S78) into boundary and bulk equations,

EqA0 = tk (A1 −A−1)− 4Γ sin2(k)A0, EqA1 = tk (A2 −A0)− 2ΓA1 + ΓA−1 + iγA1

EqA−1 = tk (A0 −A−2)− 2ΓA−1 + ΓA1 − iγA−1, EqA` = tk (A`+1 −A`−1)− 2ΓA` + iγ`A`. (S79)

The bulk equation without the boundary conditions is anti-hermitian; therefore, the energies are imaginary with a
fixed real part, i.e., Eq = −2Γ + iγq where q ∈ {−`max, `max}. The energy becomes purely imaginary in the noise-free
limit, forming a Wannier-Stark ladder leading to non-thermal Bloch oscillations. Including the boundary conditions
A0, A1, A−1 at finite noise has the effect of turning the set of equations non-hermitian, causing an eigenstate to emerge
from the ladder with purely real energy, which is the bound state that governs the hydrodynamic behavior. The bulk
equation is the modified Bessel function recurrence relation, solved with the following,

A` =





AIν−(−2itk/γ) if ` ≤ −1

BIν+(−2itk/γ) if ` ≥ 1.

(S80)

where Iν±(iz) is the modified Bessel function of the first kind of order ν± =
i(Eq+2Γ)

γ ± `. The difference in the sign

for the Bessel function order ensures that the solution decays to zero as `→ ±∞; otherwise, it is generically a poorly
behaved function on the left half.

1. Approximate solution to Bound State Energy.

Unlike the case without a potential, here, determining the analytical form of the bound state energy is tricky
because the solution to the recurrence relation explicitly depends on the energy through the Bessel function order.
In the previous section, determining the energy came down to finding a particular ratio of the coefficients. In this
section, we construct a solution to the bound state energy by making a few approximations that make the calculation
more tenable. To begin, we expand the three equations for A0 and A±1 into six equations by breaking them into real
and imaginary parts, i.e., A` = AR

` + iAI` . The following set is as follows,

EqAR
0 = tk

(
AR

1 −AR
−1

)
− 4Γ sin2(k)AR

0 , EqAR
1 = tk

(
AR

2 −AR
0

)
− 2ΓAR

1 + ΓAR
−1 − γAI1

EqAR
−1 = tk

(
AR

0 −AR
−2

)
− 2ΓAR

−1 + ΓAR
1 + γAI−1, EqAI0 = tk

(
AI1 −AI−1

)
− 4Γ sin2(k)AI0

EqAI1 = tk
(
AI2 −AI0

)
− 2ΓAI1 + ΓAI−1 + γAR

1 , EqAI−1 = tk
(
AI0 −AI−2

)
− 2ΓAI−1 + ΓAI1 − γAR

−1. (S81)

From numerics we know the following features: AR
1 /A

R
−1 = −1, AI1/A

I
−1 = 1, and AI0 = 0. Moreover, the bound state

energy is solely determined by the ratio AR
0 /A

R
−1,

[
Eq + 4Γ sin2(k)

]
AR

0

AR
−1

= −2tk (S82)

To solve the above set of equations, we first study the ratio AR
0 /A

R
−1 as a function of momentum for different γ and

θ in Fig. S3(a) and (b) where the functional form roughly decays as ∼ 1/k. We then numerically compare the ratios

including A
R(I)
±2 as a function of momentum in Fig. S3(c)-(f) and find that they are small compared to AR

0 /A
R
−1 which

has a final value greater than one-hundred. Moreover, in the equations above we set all A
R(I)
±2 = 0. Next, we use the

imaginary equations to determine the ratio AI1/A
R
−1 and AI−1/A

R
−1, which we find to be,

AI−1

AR
−1

=
−γ
Eq + Γ

. (S83)

Inserting this relation into the equations for AR
1 ,AR
−1 we find that,

AR
0

AR
−1

=
γ2 + 3Γ2

2JΓ sin(k)
(S84)
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Inserting into Eq. (S82) will give a cubic equation in Eq just as in the previous section. Fig. S3(a) and (b) we
plot the above analytical result [solid curves] neglecting terms with Eq and find perfect agreement with numerical
diagonalization [black crosses]. With this approximation, we find that the bound state energy has the scaling,

Eq = −4Γ sin2(k)

[
2J2 + γ2 + 3Γ2

γ2 + 3Γ2

]
≈ −4Γ

[
2J2 + γ2 + 3Γ2

γ2 + 3Γ2

]
k2

D = 4Γ

[
2J2 + γ2 + 3Γ2

γ2 + 3Γ2

]
(S85)

Note, the above result preserves the feature that when Γ = 0, Eq = 0 because there is not a bound state with purely
real energy, but rather an entire spectrum of equally spaced bound states with purely complex energies from the
emergent Stark ladder. If instead we take the limit, γ = 0; we recover the bound state energy for static hopping with
bond noise. We point out that in this case, when momentum increases, the diffusive bound state does not meet a
continuum of scattering states but rather other bound states from the localization. Interestingly, these bound states
do not appear in the correlation function, indicating that the ground state we found is significantly more dominant.

S9. DIFFUSION CONSTANT FOR LINEAR POTENTIAL WITH ONSITE NOISE.

In this section, we study a similar model as above except with the noise on each site by coupling to the density
rather than the hopping, i.e., Γ = 0. Moreover, the boundary and bulk equations have the form,

EqA0 = tk (A1 −A−1) , EqA1 = tk (A2 −A0) +
[
iγ − V

]
A1

EqA−1 = tk (A0 −A−2)−
[
iγ + V

]
A−1, EqA` = tk (A`+1 −A`−1) +

[
iγ`− V

]
A`. (S86)

To elucidate the bound state energy scaling, we follow the same method in the previous section where we first split
the above equations into real and imaginary parts and use the relations, AR

1 /A
R
−1 = −1, AI1/A

I
−1 = 1, and AI0 = 0.

Next, we use the imaginary equations to determine the ratio AI1/A
R
−1 and AI−1/A

R
−1, which we find to be,

AI−1

AR
−1

=
−γ
Eq + V . (S87)

Inserting this relation into the equations for AR
1 ,AR
−1 we find that,

AR
0

AR
−1

=
γ2 + V2

Vtk
(S88)

where we have ignored terms with Eq. With this approximation, we find the bound state energy has the scaling,

Eq =

[ −8J2V
γ2 + V2

]
k2

D =

[
8J2V
γ2 + V2

]
(S89)

Note, the above result preserves the feature that when V = 0, Eq = 0 because there is not a bound state with a purely
real energy, but rather an entire spectrum of bound states with purely complex energies that are equally spaced from

the emergent Stark ladder. Moreover, if γ = 0 then we recover the result, Eq = −8J2

V k2 discussed in the main text of
static hopping with onsite noise.

S10. DIFFUSION CONSTANT FOR GENERAL OPERATOR EQUATION OF MOTION.

In this section, we present a derivation for the diffusion constant for Eq. (S51) with all all terms contributing which
is one of the primary results in the main-text. Moreover, for this case the model effectively maps to a one-dimensional
non-hermitian hopping model in an imaginary linear potential with delta function potential, the eigenvalue equation
becomes,

EqA0 = tk (A1 −A−1)− 4Γ sin2(k)A0, EqA1 = tk (A2 −A0)− 2ΓA1 + ΓA−1 + iγA1 − VA1

EqA−1 = tk (A0 −A−2)− 2ΓA−1 + ΓA1 − iγA−1 − VA−1, EqA` = tk (A`+1 −A`−1)− 2Γ)A` + iγ`A` − VA`.
(S90)
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Just like in the previous two sections, we split the above eigenvalue equations into their respective real and imaginary
parts and utilize the relations AR

1 /A
R
−1 = −1, AI1/A

I
−1 = 1, and AI0 = 0 to simplify the equations. Using the imaginary

equations for A±, we determine the following ratio,

AI−1

AR
−1

=
−γ

Eq + V + Γ
. (S91)

This result then leads to ratio,

AR
0

AR
−1

=
γ2 + (3Γ + V )(Γ + V )

2J sin(k)(Γ + V )
(S92)

where we have ignored terms with Eq. With this approximation, we find the bound state energy has the scaling,

Eq = −8

[
Γ

2
+

J2(V + Γ)

γ2 + (3Γ + V )(Γ + V )

]
k2

D = 8

[
Γ

2
+

J2(V + Γ)

γ2 + (3Γ + V )(Γ + V )

]
(S93)

S11. NUMERICAL METHODS FOR DETERMINING THE COEFFICIENTS.

We now outline how in the main text we numerically determined the two-point correlation function from the
coefficient, A`,k. First, we put an upper limit on the operator length labelled `max such that,

~A =
(
A−`max,k, . . . , A0,k, . . . , A`max,k

)
. (S94)

The above vector obeys the matrix differential equation,

d ~A(t)

dt
= M ~A(t) (S95)

where the matrix M is determined from Eq. (10) in the main text which is diagonalized as M = V DV −1 where V is
set of eigenvectors and D = diag(λ1, . . . , λ2`max+1). Upon making the above change of basis the differential equation
above becomes,

d~Σ(t)

dt
= D~Σ(t). (S96)

Here ~Σ = V −1 ~A and the equation is easily integrated to give, ~Σ(t) = eDt~Σ(0). Mapping back to the original basis,
the coefficients are found to be,

~A(t) =
(
V eDtV −1

)
~A(0). (S97)

We then extract the element [ ~A(t)]0,k for each momentum and then perform the following sum,

Cx,y(t) =
1

8π

∑

k

[ ~A(t)]0,ke
i(x−y)k. (S98)


