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We identify the key features of Kardar-Parisi-Zhang universality class in the fluctuations of the
wave density logarithm, in a two-dimensional Anderson localized wave packet. In our numerical
analysis, the fluctuations are found to exhibit an algebraic scaling with distance characterized by
an exponent of 1/3, and a Tracy-Widom probability distribution of the fluctuations. Additionally,
within a directed polymer picture of KPZ physics, we identify the dominant contribution of a
directed path to the wave packet density and find that its transverse fluctuations are characterized
by a roughness exponent 2/3. Leveraging on this connection with KPZ physics, we verify that an
Anderson localized wave packet in 2D exhibits a stretched-exponential correction to its well-known
exponential localization.

Introduction.– Universality of fluctuations, a remark-
able phenomenon pervading physics, is exemplified by
the central limit theorem, which characterizes the conver-
gence to a normal distribution for the sum of independent
random variables, and describes for instance the behavior
of particles in Brownian motion [1–3]. Another example
is the Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) physics, a universal
framework which is relevant to diverse processes ranging
from interface growth to directed polymers [4–7]. While
initially associated with classical systems, recent numer-
ical and experimental investigations have revealed KPZ
physics in quantum systems, including one-dimensional
quantum magnets [8–10], random unitary circuits [11],
and driven-dissipative quantum fluids [12].

Anderson localization is a phenomenon where the wave
function of a particle becomes localized due to disorder,
hindering its diffusion [13–15]. Universal fluctuations
play a key role in different aspects of this phenomenon,
including universal conductance fluctuations [16, 17],
random matrix statistics [18], log-normal distributions
in one-dimensional localized systems [19] and multifrac-
tal statistics in the critical regime of the Anderson tran-
sition [20–24] of diverse observables.

While one-dimensional Anderson localization is ex-
actly solvable [18, 21, 25–28], understanding higher-
dimensional cases and fluctuations in the localized regime
remains a challenge. The forward scattering approxima-
tion and the analogy with directed polymers suggest a
connection to KPZ physics in two dimensions [29–35].
Numerical simulations have confirmed this analogy for
one observable, namely the conductance at zero temper-
ature, exhibiting fluctuations belonging to the KPZ uni-
versality class [36–39] and displaying glassy properties
akin to directed polymers [40]. However, experimental
observations of electron transport in the strongly local-
ized regime are influenced by temperature and interac-

tions [41, 42], and the predicted KPZ physics in the non-
interacting, zero-temperature limit has not been observed
in these experiments, despite the presence of glassy phe-
nomena such as ageing [43–50].

Recent experimental studies on Anderson localization
utilizing cold atoms, light waves and ultrasounds [51–
61] have shed light on another type of transport, namely
the expansion of a wave packet. This fresh perspec-
tive offers an in-situ and dynamical depiction of local-
ization that differs from the conductance. Furthermore,
localization in these platforms can be finely controlled,
allowing for examination of a regime in which interac-
tion and temperature effects are negligible. For example,
cold atoms have provided an experimental confirmation
of a three-dimensional Anderson metal-insulator transi-
tion, with a critical exponent that aligns with numeri-
cal predictions [62, 63]. We are thus motivated to study
the universality of directly measurable fluctuations in the
spatial profile of wave packets in Anderson localized sys-
tems, in connection with the KPZ physics.

We examine the fluctuations of the wave density of an
exponentially localized wave packet in two dimensions.
By establishing a mapping to a directed polymer model,
we reveal that the fluctuations of the logarithm of the
wave density correspond to the height of a rough surface
in the KPZ universality class [64], see Fig. 1. We find
that these fluctuations scale algebraically with distance,
with a fluctuation exponent of 1/3, and identify the dom-
inant contributing paths and their transverse fluctuations
characterized by a roughness exponent of 2/3. Moreover,
we demonstrate that the distribution of the logarithm of
the wave density follows the Tracy-Widom distribution.
These findings firmly establish that two-dimensional lo-
calized wave packets belong to the KPZ universality class.
Leveraging the well-established analytical knowledge of
KPZ physics [7, 65–69] offers valuable new perspectives
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FIG. 1. The logarithm of the wave density ln |ψ(r)|2 of a 2D
localized wave packet exhibits similar growth with distance
r as a rough surface in the Kardar-Parisi-Zhang universality
class [64]. We present the results of long-time evolution for
two different initial conditions: (a) a “circular” peak at 0,
Eq.(2), and (b) a “flat” line along y at x = 0, Eq.(3). We plot
the transformed coordinates (− ln |ψ(r)|2 x

r
,− ln |ψ(r)|2 y

r
) in

(a) and (y,− ln |ψ(x = r, y)|2) in (b), with different colors
representing various distances r. Numerical simulations were
conducted using model Eq. (1), a variant of the kicked rotor,
with system size 600× 600, kick strength K = 1.21, coupling
ϵ = 0.1, and evolution time t = 104.

on the intricate characteristics of Anderson localization
in two dimensions. It not only sheds light on the underly-
ing mechanisms but also reveals intriguing features, such
as the presence of a stretch-exponential correction to the
exponential behavior of localization in two dimensions.

Model.– In order to describe the unitary dynamics of a
wave packet in a two-dimensional discrete square lattice,
we have used a variant of the quantum kicked rotor [70–
74] described by the following quantum map:

|ψt+1⟩ = Û |ψt⟩ = e−iKV (k̂)e−iW (r̂)|ψt⟩ . (1)

This quantum map evolves the wave packet state |ψt⟩ at
time t to the state at time t + 1 by applying an evo-
lution operator Û written as the product of an oper-
ator e−iW (r̂) of random on-site phases and a kick op-
erator e−iKV (k̂) playing the role of hopping amplitudes
in the Anderson model [71]. Here r = (x, y) denotes
site position on the discrete lattice and k = (kx, ky)
with kx, ky ∈ [−π, π), the wave vector reciprocal to
the lattice: ψt(k) =

∑
r ψt(r)e

−ik·r. The random on-
site phases W (r) are independent, identically distributed
uniformly in the interval [−π, π], and the kick operator
e−iKV (k̂) is parameterized by the kicking strength K and
V (k) = cos kx + cos ky + ϵ cos kx cos ky with ϵ a nonzero
coupling parameter. The quantum kicked rotor has been
instrumental in understanding phenomena such as An-
derson localization and the Anderson transition, both
theoretically and experimentally [51, 52, 61, 62, 70–76].

In this work, the initial condition of the wave packet
plays an important role. We consider two types: peaked
either at a particular site on the square lattice, Eq. (2),

or a line on the lattice, Eq. (3). The two initial condi-
tions are referred to as circular and flat initial conditions,
respectively, in the context of KPZ physics [64]. More
specifically, such two types of initial states are:

circular : ψ0(r) = δr,0, r ≡
√
x2 + y2, (2)

flat : ψ0(x, ky) = δx,0 δ(ky), r ≡ x , (3)

where r represents the distance from the initial condition.
Analogy with the directed polymer problem.– The di-

rected polymer (DP) problem in (1 + 1) dimensions is a
rare example as an analytically solvable model belong-
ing to the KPZ universality class, see e.g. [66, 67, 69].
Here, we map our system to a variant of DP in the limit
of strong disorder, which corresponds to a weak kicking
strength (K ≪ 1). Starting with a circular initial condi-
tion, Eq. (2), we express the wave packet ψt(r) using a
path integral representation:

ψt(r) = ⟨r|Û t|0⟩ =
∑
rt−1

...
∑
r1

⟨r|Û |rt−1⟩...⟨r1|Û |0⟩.(4)

When K ≪ 1, hoppings are mainly limited to nearest
neighbors with a small amplitude |J0| ≪ 1. Conse-
quently, we can approximate the path integral for ψt(r)
by keeping only the shortest, directed paths denoted DP.
In the limit of large times, we find (see SM [77]):

ψt(r)≈ Jr0
∑
DP

∏
rj∈DP

e−W̃ (rj). (5)

In this equation, W̃ (rj) are complex numbers which have
a direct relationship with W (rj). The resulting expres-
sion resembles the partition function of a DP with a com-
plex on-site disorder. Numerical evidence shows that the
scaling properties of such complex DP problem are iden-
tical to those with real disorder, see [78–84], confirming
their belonging to the KPZ universality class. In the next
section, we will extend our analysis beyond the strong
disorder regime to further confirm this connection.

Exponential localization as a rough surface growth.–
Let us investigate the spatial properties of the wave den-
sity |ψt(r)|2 after evolving our initial state, Eq. (2) or
Eq. (3), for times t≫ tloc much larger than the localiza-
tion time (see SM [77]), when the envelope of the wave
packet is stationary. We will postpone the discussion on
the effects of time and omit the label of time for the
wave density in the following, i.e. |ψ(r)|2 ≡ |ψt(r)|2.
Consider the logarithm of the wave density ln |ψ(r)|2 at
a distance r from the initial location. The analogy that
we have drawn in the previous section leads us to in-
terpret − ln |ψ(r)|2 as the analogue of the height func-
tion h of a growing rough surface (or, equivalently, as
the free energy of a directed polymer problem), where
the distance r in our model is understood as the time
in the surface growth (or directed polymer) process. In
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FIG. 2. We examine the scaling of fluctuations in ln |ψ(r)|2
with distance r from two initial conditions: (a) circular initial
condition, Eq. (2), and (b) flat initial condition, Eq. (3). The
standard deviation σ[ln |ψ(r)|2] is plotted along the diagonal
of the square lattice x = y (with distance r =

√
x2 + y2)

in (a), and along the line along x at y = 0 (with distance
r = x) in (b). The dashed line represents the expected al-
gebraic behavior σ[ln |ψ(r)|2] ∼ r1/3 based on the analogy
with KPZ physics. Numerical simulations are performed on
system Eq. (1) with size 300 × 300, kick strength K = 1.04,
coupling ϵ = 0.1, and evolution time t = 103. For both initial
conditions, 105 disorder realizations are considered.

Fig. 1, we present this effective growth for both circular,
Eq. (2), and flat, Eq. (3), initial conditions. The strik-
ing resemblance between these plots and experimental
observations in liquid crystal nematics [64] will be quan-
titatively validated in the following.

Based on the analogy with KPZ physics [37, 64, 85,
86] and extending results from Anderson localization in
one dimension [19], we expect the logarithm of the wave
packet density |ψ(r)|2 to behave as follows:

ln |ψ(r)|2 ≈ −2r

ξ
+

(
r

ξ

)β
Γχ(r), (6)

where Γ is a constant, and χ is a random variable of or-
der one. The first term corresponds to exponential local-
ization, with ξ the localization length, while the second
term captures fluctuations with a fluctuation growth ex-
ponent β. In two dimensions, β differs from the known
value (β = 1/2) for Anderson localization in one dimen-
sion [19]. Fig. 2 shows the behavior of the standard devia-
tion σ[ln |ψ(r)|2] of ln |ψ(r)|2, which grows algebraically
with r as σ ∼ rβ . The fluctuation exponent β ≈ 1/3,
consistent with the KPZ universality class.

Optimal path and roughness exponent.– The optimal
trajectory of a directed polymer in a random medium re-
veals important insights into the system’s dynamics and
glassy properties [85, 87, 88]. By extending the approach
in [40], we can visualize the optimal path associated with
a wave packet localized in a specific disorder configura-
tion. This is achieved by examining the response of the
wave density at r to a local perturbation of the disorder
at r′, where the perturbation involves shifting the on-site

(a) (b)

FIG. 3. (a) The optimal path for a wave packet originat-
ing from a flat initial condition, Eq. (3), represented by the
green line along y at x = 0, propagates to the final site
r = (x = 100, y = 0) shown as the red dot. The local response
ρr(r

′), Eq. (7), is displayed as a colorplot, with ρr(r′) = 1 if
ρr(r

′) > 1 for better visibility. (b) The scaling of the stan-
dard deviation σ[Y ] of the transverse position Y , Eq. (8), of
the optimal path is shown as a function of the distance r = x
from the flat initial condition, Eq. (3). The dashed line rep-
resents the expected algebraic behavior σ[Y ] ∼ r2/3 based on
KPZ physics. The numerical simulations employ the model
described by Eq. (1) with a system size of 300 × 300, kick
strength K = 1.04, coupling ϵ = 0.1, evolution time t = 103,
and an averaging over 104 disorder realizations.

phase W (r′) by π. We quantify this response using

ρr(r
′) ≡

∣∣∣|ψ̃r′(r)|2 − |ψ(r)|2
∣∣∣

|ψ(r)|2 , (7)

which measures the difference between the wave densities
with or without perturbation (|ψ̃r′(r)|2 or |ψ(r)|2, re-
spectively). In the strongly localized regime (r ≫ ξ), the
response becomes highly inhomogeneous, concentrated
along a specific path that depends on both the disor-
der configuration, initial condition, and final point r. In
Fig. 3(a), we illustrate such a path, where the red dot
represents the final site r, and the green line corresponds
to the flat initial condition along the line x = 0 (Eq. (3)).

Let us delve deeper into the properties of the optimal
path. Considering the same flat initial condition, we fo-
cus on the transverse position Y at x = 0 of the optimal
path for the wave packet at r = (x, 0). The calculation
of Y relies on the response ρr at x′ = 0, given by

Y =

∑
y′ y

′ ρr(0, y
′)∑

y′ ρr(0, y
′)
, (8)

where ρr(0, y′)/
∑
y′ ρr(0, y

′) represents the normalized
probability distribution of the optimal trajectory. In the
directed polymer problem, the optimal path arises from a
global optimization over the disorder, resulting in a path
that exhibits more wandering compared to a simple ran-
dom walk. This wandering behavior is characterized by
the roughness exponent ζ, which relates the standard de-
viation of the expected transverse position to the distance
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r from the initial condition (Eq. (3)): σ[Y ] ∼ rζ . Numer-
ical results on the roughness exponent are presented in
Fig. 3(b), clearly indicating ζ ≈ 2/3. This finding rein-
forces the conclusion that wave packet localization in two
dimensions belongs to the KPZ universality class.

Tracy-Widom distribution and the shape of a 2D local-
ized wave packet.– Drawing from the analogy with the DP
problem, the random variable χ in Eq. (6) is expected to
follow a universal distribution function. Specifically, for
the circular initial condition, it should obey the Tracy-
Widom (TW) distribution of the Gaussian unitary en-
semble (GUE). In Fig. 4(a), we present the distribution
of χ̃(r) = (ln |ψ(r)|2 − ⟨ln |ψ(r)|2⟩)/σ[ln |ψ(r)|2] along-
side the GUE TW distribution PTW(χ̃), rescaled to have
zero mean and unit standard deviation. We observe a
good agreement between the two.

This makes it possible to determine the shape of a lo-
calized wave packet. The form of the typical wave density
follows from an average of the result in Eq. (6):

⟨ln |ψ(r)|2⟩ ≈
r≫ξ

−2r

ξ
+

(
r

ξ

)1/3

Γµ , (9)

where ⟨...⟩ denotes disorder averaging at fixed r and
µ ≈ −1.77 is the non-zero mean of the GUE TW distri-
bution. Fig. 4(b) shows a very good agreement between
this prediction Eq. (9) and numerical data for ⟨ln |ψ(r)|2⟩
at large r ≫ ξ.

The average wave density ⟨|ψ(r)|2⟩ can be determined
by considering the typical wave packet and the fluctu-
ations around it, following the GUE TW distribution
PTW(χ̃). This average wave packet profile is experi-
mentally accessible, for instance, with cold atoms, see
e.g. [54, 61, 75]. After some algebraic manipulations (see
SM [77] for details), we obtain the approximation:

⟨|ψ(r)|2⟩ ≈
r≫ξ

e−
2r
ξ +( r

ξ )
1/3Γµ

ˆ ∞

−∞
dχ̃eχ̃σ[ln |ψ(r)|2]PTW(χ̃)

≈ e−
2r
ξ +( r

ξ )
1/3Γ′+( r

ξ )
2/3Γ′′+Γ′′′

, (10)

where σ[ln |ψ(r)|2] ∼ r1/3, and new constants Γ′, Γ′′, and
Γ′′′ are introduced. Fig. 4(b) compares this prediction
with numerical data for ⟨|ψ(r)|2⟩. Notably, the values of
Γ′, Γ′′, and Γ′′′ are not fitted from ⟨|ψ(r)|2⟩, but instead
determined from the typical wave packet and the GUE
TW distribution PTW(χ̃).

The excellent agreement between Eqs. (9)-(10) and the
numerical data predicts a stretch-exponential correction
to the exponential behavior of 2D localization. Notably,
the absence of this stretch-exponential correction in 1D
Anderson localization, where Gaussian fluctuations of the
logarithm of the wave density have zero average [19], un-
derscores its distinctive signature in 2D localization.

Conclusion.– In this Letter, we have unveiled pre-
viously unknown and highly significant features of
two-dimensional Anderson localization of wave packets

(a) (b)

FIG. 4. Tracy-Widom distribution and the shape of a 2D lo-
calized wave packet. (a) The distribution of the rescaled wave
density χ̃, defined as (ln |ψ(r)|2 − ⟨ln |ψ(r)|2⟩)/σ[ln |ψ(r)|2],
exhibits good agreement with the GUE Tracy-Widom dis-
tribution (magenta line) for the circular initial condition,
Eq. (3). Crosses of different colors represent different dis-
tances r from the initial condition, and their collapse onto the
Tracy-Widom distribution confirms the scaling behavior given
by Eq. (6). (b) The typical wave density ⟨ln |ψ(r)|2⟩ (lower
violet line) and the logarithm of the average wave density
ln⟨|ψ(r)|2⟩ (upper orange line) are displayed. The red dashed
line represents a fit using Eq. (9) with two fitting parameters:
ξ ≈ 2.1 and Γ ≈ 0.7. The upper black dashed line represents
Eq. (10) with Γ′ ≈ −6.8, Γ′′ ≈ 2.7, and Γ′′′ ≈ 5.3, determined
from the typical wave density and the GUE Tracy-Widom
distribution. Numerical data is obtained from the model de-
scribed by Eq. (1), considering r on the diagonal x = y of a
square lattice with size 300× 300. The simulations employ a
kick strength of K = 1.0, coupling ϵ = 0.1, an evolution time
of t = 103, and involve 106 disorder realizations.

through an analogy with KPZ physics. Notably, we have
discovered that the fluctuations of the logarithm of the
wave density exhibit an algebraic growth with the KPZ
growth exponent of 1/3, providing a stretch exponen-
tial correction to the prevailing exponential localization
behavior in two dimensions. These findings have direct
experimental accessibility with cold atom systems and
classical waves [28, 51, 54, 57, 58, 60–62, 75, 89], opening
up exciting opportunities for experimental validation and
further exploration. Moreover, our extensive numerical
results demonstrate that the critical exponents and sta-
tistical distributions governing KPZ physics are univer-
sally present in localized wave packets in two dimensions.
Indeed, while our computational results are based on a
variant of the kicked rotor, we have confirmed the valid-
ity of our observations in the two-dimensional Anderson
model (see SM [77]). We have omitted time effects from
our description. In the regime of large times t ≫ tloc,
the spatial distributions reach a stationary state, which
implies that our findings are relevant for any fixed time
t≫ tloc. However, in addition to the spatial perspective,
the wave packet observable also provides insight into the
temporal fluctuations. This opens up intriguing possi-
bilities for investigating the dynamical glassy properties
inherent in the DP problem [90], including phenomena
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such as aging [91, 92]. The integration of KPZ and di-
rected polymer physics insights holds also great promise
in shedding light on the as-yet-unclear aspects of Ander-
son localization in high dimensions [93–96].
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Supplemental Materials

I. MAPPING TO THE DIRECTED POLYMER PROBLEM

In this section, we provide a detailed derivation of the mapping to the complex directed polymer (DP) discussed in
the main text, in the limit of strong disorder, which corresponds to a weak kicking strength K ≪ 1. For simplicity,
we consider the circular initial condition given by Eq. (2) in the main text, and express ψt(r), the wave packet at
position r and time t, as the result of a path integral:

ψt(r) =
∑
rt−1

...
∑
r1

⟨r|Û |rt−1⟩...⟨r1|Û |0⟩ . (S1)

This expression is obtained by inserting the resolution of identity
∑

rj
|rj⟩⟨rj | = 1̂ between each pair of consecutive

evolution operators Û . In the regime where K ≪ 1, the hopping processes are predominantly limited to nearest
neighbors, and the amplitude J0 of these hoppings is small, satisfying |J0| ≪ 1.

Let us denote P := r0 = 0 → r1 → · · · → rn−1 → rn = r as one of the paths of length n, where rj+1 is a nearest
neighbor of rj for all 0 ≤ j ≤ n − 1 (which implies that rj+1 ̸= rj). The length n of the path P corresponds to the
number of nearest neighbor hoppings performed along the path. In the path integral given by Eq. (S1), a path of
length n contributes a term proportional to Jn0 . Since we have t scattering events (i.e., t operators Û in Eq. (S1)),
the length n of P cannot exceed t. Furthermore, considering only nearest-neighbor hoppings and starting from 0
and ending at r with a lattice distance of d between them, the path length must be at least d. Therefore, in the
nearest-neighbor approximation, we must have t ≥ d.

Note that there is a distinction between the lattice distance d and the distance r defined in Eqs. (2) and (3) from
the main text. In the case of the circular initial condition, d corresponds to x + y, while r represents

√
x2 + y2.

However, since we are considering a scenario in the main text where the kicking strength is not always small, meaning
that the hoppings are not limited to nearest neighbors, and since d and r scale linearly with x and y, we can omit
this distinction. Therefore, in the remainder of this section, we will replace d with r.

When n < t, a path P of length n will encounter certain points rj and remain on them for a consecutive number
of periods of time, denoted as nrj

> 1. This event contributes a phase of nrj
W (rj) to the path integral. Since we

have a total of t scattering events, we can express t as the sum of nrj over all rj encountered along the path, i.e.,
t =

∑n−1
j=0 nrj

.
In the limit |J0| ≪ 1 we are considering, the contribution of a path decreases exponentially with its length n as

|J0|n. Therefore, we can apply the forward scattering approximation, which involves considering only the shortest
directed paths DP connecting the initial and final sites. These paths do not repeat, always travel in the direction
from 0 to r, and have a length r, which is the lattice distance between 0 and r (we have replaced d by r, as mentioned
above). Thus, we obtain the following expression:

ψt(r) ≈ J0
r
∑
DP

∑
{nrj

}

r−1∏
j=0

e−inrj
W (rj), (S2)

where the sum over {nrj
}, denoted as

∑
{nrj

}, is subject to the constraint t =
∑r−1
j=0 nrj

. However, evaluating this
sum explicitly at finite time is challenging due to this constraint.

In the limit of infinite time, we can solve the sum explicitly. To do this, we transform to a frequency representation
by defining:

ψω(r) ≡
∞∑
t=0

eiω
+tψt(r) , (S3)

with ω+ = ω + iη and 0 < η ≪ 1 a small imaginary shift of the frequency to regularize the divergences. In this case,
we can rewrite the equivalent of Eq. (S2) for ψω(r) as:

ψω(r) ≈ J0
r
∑
DP

r−1∏
j=0

∞∑
nj=0

einj [ω
+−W (rj)] = J0

r
∑
DP

r−1∏
j=0

e−W̃ (rj) , (S4)
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where W̃ (rj) are complex numbers defined as:

e−W̃ (rj) ≡ 1

1− ei[ω
+−W (rj)]

. (S5)

It is conjectured that there exist similar complex numbers, denoted as W̃ (rj), which allow the amplitude of a
directed path

∑
{nrj

}
∏r−1
j=0 e

−inrj
W (rj) for ψt(r) in Eq. (S2) to be expressed as:

∑
{nrj

}

r−1∏
j=0

e−inrj
W (rj) =

r−1∏
j=0

e−W̃ (rj) . (S6)

These complex numbers, if they exist, are directly related to the random on-site phases W (rj), and it is expected
that their time dependence is slow. We can then express

ψt(r) ≈ J0
r
∑
DP

r−1∏
j=0

e−W̃ (rj) . (S7)

Equations (S7) and (S4) bear a resemblance to the partition function Z of a directed polymer (DP) on a lattice, but
with the inclusion of complex on-site energies W̃ (rj) at unit temperature. Although the complex weights introduce
intriguing interference effects, numerical investigations have revealed that the scaling and fluctuation properties of
these complex DPs are indistinguishable from those of directed polymers with real on-site energies, as reported
in [78–83]. Consequently, both systems belong to the KPZ universality class.

In summary, the strong disorder limit establishes an analogy between the localization of wave packets in two
dimensions and the DP problem, where the amplitude of the wave packet |ψt(r)|2 corresponds to the partition function
of a complex DP. This intriguing connection suggests that the spatial fluctuations exhibited by two-dimensional
localized wave packets are governed by KPZ physics.

II. LOCALIZATION TIME AND PROCEDURE TO BUILD FIGURE 1 IN THE MAIN TEXT

In this section, we give more details on the quantum dynamics of an initially peaked wave packet by employing the
quantum map Eq. (1) discussed in the main text. Our analysis starts with examining the dynamics of the inverse
participation ratio (IPR) for the wave packet. This allows us to determine the localization time and subsequently
focus on the spatial properties of localized wave packets in our further investigations. By studying the density profiles
of these localized wave packets, we outline the procedure used to create Fig. 1 in the main text, which depicts the
growth of a rough surface.

In a large two-dimensional disordered medium, an initially peaked wave packet undergoes exponential localization
over sufficiently long time. To estimate the localization time scale, denoted as tloc, we track the dynamics of the
inverse participation ratio (IPR). We have reached the localization time once the IPR saturates, indicating the
envelope of the wave packet has reached a stationary regime. The specific definition of IPR depends on the initial
conditions. For the circular condition, where ψ0(r) = δr,0, we have IPR(t) =

∑
r |ψt(r)|4. For the flat condition,

with ψ0(x, ky) = δx,0 δ(ky), we calculate IPR(t) by averaging IPRy =
∑
x |ψt(x, y)|4/(

∑
x |ψt(x, y)|2)2 along the line

at y and normalizing it by 1/N . Fig. S1(a) shows that the IPR saturates after t = 1000 for both initial conditions,
indicated by the red dashed line, with a kick strength K = 1.0 and coupling ϵ = 0.1. Thus, we choose t = 1000 as the
evolution time for our numerical simulations shown in the main text.

Fig. S1(b) and Fig. S1(c) depict the density of localized wave packets at t = 1000 for a single disorder realization,
considering circular and flat initial conditions, respectively. To construct Fig. 1 in the main text, we collect the
wave packet density at a distance r from its initial launch position, indicated by black dashed lines. For the circular
condition, we record the coordinates (x, y) of the wave density whose distance to the origin is r =

√
x2 + y2. Using

the wave density ln |ψ(r)|2 at |r| = r, we create a new set of variables (− ln |ψ(r)|2 xr ,− ln |ψ(r)|2 yr ) and plot them for
different r. In Fig. 1(a) of the main text, the black arrow represents the magnitude of − ln |ψ(r)|2 at a fixed r, which
fluctuates with respect to r. For the flat condition, we collect the wave density at (x = r, y) and plot − ln |ψ(x = r, y)|2
against y for different r. Remarkably, the quantity − ln |ψ(r)|2 exhibits similar behavior to that of a height function
on a growing rough surface, where the distance r plays the role of time in the KPZ process.
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FIG. S1. (a) Evolution of the inverse participation ratio (IPR) for circular and flat initial conditions. The red dashed line
corresponds to t = 1000, while the green and black dashed lines represent IPR(t = 1000) for the flat and circular cases,
respectively. The numerical simulations were conducted on a system of size 300 × 300 with a kick strength of K = 1.04,
coupling ϵ = 0.1, evolution time t = 104, and 1280 disorder realizations. Density profiles of the wave packets at t = 1000
are shown for a single disorder realization in (b) for the circular initial condition and (c) for the flat initial condition. In (b)
and (c), the black dashed lines indicate the wave density ln |ψ(r)|2 at a distance r =

√
x2 + y2 for the circular condition and

ln |ψ(x = r, y)|2 at a distance r = x for the flat condition, respectively.

III. DERIVATION OF THE SHAPE OF THE AVERAGE WAVE DENSITY

In this section, we provide more details on our derivation of Eq. (10) describing the average wave density. By
considering the rescaled variable χ̃(r) = (ln |ψ(r)|2 − ⟨ln |ψ(r)|2⟩)/σ[ln |ψ(r)|2], which follows the rescaled GUE
Tracy-Widom (TW) distribution PTW with zero mean and unit standard deviation, we can derive an expression for
the average wave density. If Pave(|ψ(r)|2) is the distribution function for |ψ(r)|2, the average wave density can be
obtained as follows:

⟨|ψ(r)|2⟩ =
ˆ 1

0

|ψ(r)|2Pave(|ψ(r)|2) d|ψ(r)|2. (S8)

By a change of variable and utilizing the distribution function of χ̃(r), we determine that Pave(|ψ(r)|2) =
PTW(χ̃)dχ̃/d|ψ(r)|2. Consequently, we obtain the following expression for the average wave density:

⟨|ψ(r)|2⟩ = e⟨| lnψ(r)|
2⟩I(r), (S9)

with

⟨ln |ψ(r)|2⟩ ≈
r≫ξ

−2r

ξ
+

(
r

ξ

)1/3

Γµ , (S10)

and

I(r) =

ˆ ∞

−∞
eσ(r)xPTW(x)dx. (S11)

Hence, the average wave density can be expressed as the typical wave density multiplied by an additional r-dependent
integral I(r), where ⟨...⟩ denotes disorder averaging at fixed r, µ ≈ −1.77 is the non-zero mean of the GUE TW
distribution and σ(r) represents σ[⟨| lnψ(r)|2⟩]. The integral I(r) is a bilateral Laplace transform of the rescaled
Tracy-Widom distribution, and since σ(r) is a large positive number, it is primarily influenced by the extreme values
in the right tail of the rescaled TW distribution, i.e. PTW(x) at large x. The right tail of the GUE TW distribution is
usually approximated as PTW(x) ∼ exp(−αx3/2) with α a constant, however here, to facilitate analytical tractability,
we will use Laplace’s method and approximate the right tail of the TW distribution function (for x > 0) using the
following expression:

PTW(x) ≈ e−Ax
2+Bx+C . (S12)
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(a) (b) (c)

r
FIG. S2. (a) Approximation to the rescaled GUE TW distribution PTW(x) by Eq. S12 with A = 0.18, B = −1.42, and C = 1.10

for the range x ∈ [2, 12]. (b) Fitting to the scaling of fluctuations in ln |ψ(r)|2 with the rescaled distance r/ξ by D(r/ξ)1/3

with D = 1.39 for the circular initial conditions. Other parameters are the same as in Fig. 4 of the main text. (c) Comparison
between the behavior of I(r) and IG(r) in Eq. S14 with parameters A,B,C and D determined above.

By fitting the rescaled GUE TW distribution, we determine the parameters A = 0.18, B = −1.42, and C = 1.10
within the range x ∈ [2, 12], demonstrated in Fig. S2(a). Consequently, we obtain the expression for the average wave
density as follows:

IG(r) =

ˆ ∞

0

e−Ax
2+(σ(r)+B)x+Cdx

=

√
πeC+

(σ(r)+B)2

4A (1 + erf(σ(r)+B
2
√
A

))

2
√
A

≈
√
π

A
eC+

(σ(r)+B)2

4A , (S13)

where erf is the error function, and we have made use of the approximation erf(σ(r)+B
2
√
A

) ≈ 1 for sufficiently large
positive σ(r). Applying these, we obtain the following expression:

I(r) ≈ IG(r) ≈
√
π

A
eC+B2

4A e
BD
2A (r/ξ)1/3+D2

4A (r/ξ)2/3 , (S14)

where we have replaced σ(r) = D(r/ξ)1/3 with D ≈ 1.39, presented in Fig. S2(b).

In Fig. S2(c), we present our numerical results justifying our approximation to the integral I(r) by IG(r) in Eq. (S14).
An excellent agreement is observed for a wide range of r. Finally, by plugging the analytical form of the typical wave
density Eq. (S10) and Eq. (S14) into Eq. (S9), we obtain

⟨|ψ(r)|2⟩ ≈
√
π

A
eC+B2

4A e−2r/ξ+(Γµ+BD
2A )(r/ξ)1/3+D2

4A (r/ξ)2/3

= e−2r/ξ+Γ′(r/ξ)1/3+Γ′′(r/ξ)2/3+Γ′′′
, (S15)

with Γ′ = Γµ + BD
2A = −6.8,Γ′′ = D2

4A = 2.7 and Γ′′′ = ln
√

π
A + B2

4A + C = 5.3. This expression offers an accurate
approximation of the average wave density.
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r
(a) (b) (c)

FIG. S3. Localized wave packets in the Anderson model. (a) Scaling of the fluctuation of ln |ψ(r)|2 with the distance r. The
cyan dashed line indicates the KPZ expected behavior σ[ln |ψ(r)|2] ≈ D(r/ξ)1/3, with D = 1.74 and ξ = 1.6 the localization
length. (b) Normalized distribution of the rescaled variable χ̃(r) = (ln |ψ(r)|2 − ⟨ln |ψ(r)|2⟩)/σ[ln |ψ(r)|2] with different r
represented by different colors, alongside the rescaled GUE TW distribution (solid magenta line). (c) Numerical results (purple
solid line) for the typical wave density ⟨ln |ψ(r)|2⟩ and Eq. (S10) (red dashed line) with fitting parameters ξ = 1.6 and Γ = 1.7.
Numerical results (orange solid line) for the average wave density ln⟨|ψ(r)|2⟩ and Eq. (S15) (black dashed line) with fitting
parameters Γ′ ≈ −9.9, Γ′′ ≈ −4.2 and Γ′′′ ≈ 5.3. In the numerical simulations, we have considered system of size 101 × 101,
hopping amplitude J = 1, disorder strength W = 8, evolution time t = 500 and 106 disorder realizations.

IV. 2D ANDERSON MODEL

In this section, we present additional numerical results concerning localized wave packets generated using the
Anderson model on a 2D square lattice. The Hamiltonian of the Anderson model is written as:

HAL = −J
∑
⟨r,r′⟩

(c†rcr′ + c†r′cr) +
∑
r

wrnr, (S16)

Here, c†r and cr represent the creation and annihilation operators, respectively, and nr = c†rcr is the number operator
on the lattice site r = (x, y). We work under periodic boundary conditions. The notation ⟨r, r′⟩ denotes nearest
neighbors, J = 1 is the hopping amplitude, and wr ∈ [−W,W ] represents the onsite disorder uniformly drawn from a
box distribution with strength W > 0. The temporal evolution of a wave packet initially taken as |ψ(t = 0)⟩ = |ψ0⟩
given by Eqs. (2) or (3) of the main text, is given by:

|ψt⟩ = e−iHALt|ψ0⟩ (S17)

where we have set ℏ = 1.
We have investigated the scaling behaviours of the fluctuations of ln |ψ(r)|2 with respect to the distance r. We

recover that the fluctuation exponent β ≈ 1/3 for the standard deviation σ[ln |ψ(r)|2] ∼ rβ as illustrated in Fig. S3(a).
The distribution function of the variable χ̃(r) = (ln |ψ(r)|2−⟨ln |ψ(r)|2⟩)/σ[ln |ψ(r)|2] is well described by the rescaled
Tracy-Widom distribution, as depicted in Fig. S3(b). Last, the spatial profiles of the typical and average wave densities
in Fig. S3(c), are well fitted by their respective analytical forms, Eq. (9) and Eq. (10) of the main text. These results
further confirm that the critical exponents and statistical distributions governing KPZ physics are universally present
in localized wave packets in two dimensions.
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