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We unveil a novel mechanism for quasicondensation of hard-core bosons in the presence of
quasiperiodicity-induced multifractal single-particle states. The new critical state, here dubbed
fractal quasicondensate, is characterized by natural orbitals with multifractal properties and by an
occupancy of the lowest natural orbital, λ0 ≃ Lγ , which grows with system size but with a non-
universal scaling exponent, γ < 1/2. In contrast to fractal quasicondensates obtained when the
chemical potential lies in a region of multifractal single-particle states, placing the chemical poten-
tial in regions of localized or delocalized states yields, respectively, no condensation or the usual 1D
quasicondensation with γ = 1/2. Our findings are established by studying one-dimensional hard-
core bosons subjected to various quasiperiodic potentials, including the well-known Aubry-André
model, employing a mapping to non-interacting fermionics that allows for numerically exact results.
We discuss how to test our findings in state-of-the-art ultracold atom experiments.

The localization of single-particle wave functions pre-
dicted by Anderson [1] can be induced by uncorrelated
disorder or by quasiperiodic (QP) perturbations incom-
mensurate with the underlying crystal. quasiperiodicity
can induce localization-delocalization transitions even in
one dimension [2], where any finite amount of uncorre-
lated disorder immediately localizes the wave function [3–
6]. QP modulations may also lead to critical states with
multifractal properties [7–11]. Such critical states arise
at localization phase transitions and were also shown to
ensue in extended areas of the phase space, where they
can coexist with localized and extended states, albeit
separated by the so-called mobility edges into different
spectral regions [12–16].

Interest in QP single-particle systems, kickstarted in
the 80’s by the celebrated Aubry-André (AA) model [2],
has been renewed by the possibility of engineering QP
modulations in arrays of trapped atoms, cavity polari-
tons, and photonic lattices [7, 17–22] and by the emer-
gence of moiré systems, such as twisted bilayer graphene
[23, 24].

In the presence of interactions, the effects of the in-
terplay between quasiperiodicity and strong interactions
is a subject under active investigation [25–27]. For
one, it is yet unclear if electron-electron interactions
and quasiperiodicity combined can explain the physics
of twisted bilayer graphene [23, 28, 29].

In interacting bosonic systems, the Bose condensed
state may also be affected by QP modulations [30–33].
Its effects can even be observed in one dimension, where a
macroscopic occupation of the condensed state is not pos-
sible and, instead, the superfluid phase is characterized
by an occupation of the most populated state that grows
as the square root of the total number of bosons [34].

This so-called quasicondensed state can be destroyed by a
QP perturbation yielding a compressible insulating phase
dubbed Bose glass [21, 35–40]. In the strongly-coupling
limit, where repulsive on-site interactions render bosons
effectively hard-core particles, these effects have been
well-established thanks to the Jordan-Wigner (JW) map-
ping onto non-interacting fermions [41]. As a result, a nu-
merically exact analysis may be conducted for relatively
large system sizes [12, 36, 42]. This has permitted to show
that, when submitted to a QP potential, hard-core boson
(HCB) lattices, host quasicondensed, Mott insulating or
Bose glass phases, depending on the location of the chem-
ical potential µ [12]. If µ lies in a spectral region where
JW single-particle states are delocalized (localized), the
system is a quasicondensate (Bose glass), and the frac-
tion of particles in the most occupied state, λ0, behaves

as N
1/2
b

(
N0

b

)
, with Nb the total number of bosons. If µ

lies in a spectral gap the system is a Mott insulator with
λ0 ∼ N0

b .
Here, we investigate the fate of the quasicondensed

state when the chemical potential lies within a spec-
tral region of fractal single-particle eigenstates arising
at localization-delocalization transitions or in extended
phase-space regions [7, 8, 43]. We show that critical 1D
HCB are fractal quasicondensates, characterized by frac-
tional occupation λ0 ∼ Nγ

b , with 0 < γ < 1/2, and that
the quasicondensed state exhibits multifractal localiza-
tion properties. In the critical regime, the scaling expo-
nent, γ, was found to be non-universal. To illustrate our
findings we consider the AA model at criticality, and the
Ganeshan-Pixley-Sarma (GPS) model [8] having anoma-
lous mobility edges. Some of these results are summa-
rized in Fig. 1, where we also show the single-particle
inverse participation ratio (IPR) throughout the phase
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FIG. 1. AA model. (a) IPR for the single-particle eigen-
states as a function of the quasiperiodic potential strength,
V, and energy, E, for system size L = 610. (b) Scaling of
the natural orbital’s highest eigenvalue, λ0, as a function of
L for delocalized (V = 1, orange), critical (V = 2, blue), and
localized (V = 4, gray) states at filling fraction ν = 1/2. We
also plot the scaling of critical states for V = 2 at ν = 0.29
(green) to show that Bose superfluidity occurs for other filling
fractions than ν = 1/2. GPS model. (c) IPR as a function
of α and E, computed for V = 0.75 and L = 610. Black
curves indicate extended-localized transitions. Critical phase
is shaded in green. (d) Scaling of λ0 with L for α = 2 at
ν = 0.48 (α = 3.5 at ν = 0.368), where blue (orange) points
are numerical results fitted by the dashed lines. Fractal qua-
sicondensation is revealed by the sub-linear scalings λ0 ∝ Lγ

with 0 < γ < 1/2. Results in (b,d) are averaged over 10 ran-
dom configurations of θ and ϕ. Error bars are obtained from
the standard deviation of the configurational average.

diagram of the AA and GPS models.
In the reminder of this letter, we present the mod-

els and detail our analysis of the occupations and of the
properties of the fractal quasicondensed state, we discuss
our findings, and how our results may be observed exper-
imentally. Additional data corroborating our conclusions
and a discussion on particular implementations are pro-
vided as Supplemental Material [44].

Model and Methods.— We consider Nb HCB on a
1D lattice with L sites and periodic boundary conditions.
The Hamiltonian is given by:

H = −
∑
n

(tb†nbn+1 + h.c.) +
∑
n

V γ
n b

†
nbn, (1)

where bn (b
†
n) is the bosonic annihilation (creation) op-

erator at site n = 1, ..., L. The hard-core limit imposes

the constrains b2n = b†2n = 0 and imply the same-site
anti-commutation relation,

{
bn, b

†
n

}
= 1, in addition to

the usual commutation relations,
[
bn, b

†
m

]
= δn,m, for

n ̸= m. t is the hopping integral and V γ
n is the on-site in-

commensurate potential specified below (γ labels the two
potentials considered). We apply twisted boundary con-

ditions, i.e. b†n = b†n+Le
iθ, with phase twists θ, that can

be easily implemented through the Peierls substitution,
t → teiθ/L. Subsequent numerical results are presented
in units of t.
After the JW mapping, b†n = c†n

∏n−1
β=1 e

−iπc†βcβ , with

cn(c
†
n) the fermionic annihilation (creation) operator, the

fermionic Hamiltonian is given by Eq. (1), replacing bn by
cn. The bosonic single-particle density matrix (SPDM),
ρBnm = ⟨b†mbn⟩, can be efficiently computed from its
fermionic counterpart, ρFnm = ⟨c†mcn⟩, computed by eval-
uating matrix determinants [34, 41]. Since the form of
H remains unchanged after the JW mapping, both HCB
and free fermions share the same energy spectrum. For
diagonal entries ρBnn = ρFnn, thus differences between
fermionic and bosonic single-particle density matrices are
encoded in their off-diagonal correlations.

For homogeneous systems at zero temperature, quasi-
condensation is signaled by a divergence in the momen-
tum distribution function at zero momentum nκ=0 ∼√
Nb [34]. The generalization for spatially inhomoge-

neous systems amounts to considering the highest eigen-
value of the bosonic SPDM, λ0. The eigenvectors of
the SPDM, Φn

j , are called natural orbitals (NO), i.e.
[41, 45, 46]:

∑
j

ρBijΦ
n
j = λnΦ

n
i , (2)

with λ0 ≥ λ1 ≥ · · · . The number of bosons in the most
occupied state scales with Nb, λ0 ∼ (Nb)

γ , with γ = 0.5
for quasicondensates associated with delocalized states
and γ = 0 for Mott insulators and Bose Glasses.
Concerning the QP potential, V γ

n , the index γ =
AA, GPS labels the two considered models, with po-
tentials respectively given by:

V AA
n = V cos(2πτn+ ϕ), (3)

V GPS
n =

V cos(2πτn+ ϕ)

1 + α cos(2πτn+ ϕ)
. (4)

The parameters (V, α), the phase shift ϕ, and τ , the ratio
between the periods of the 1D lattice and the QP modula-
tion, fully characterize the potential. We take τ to be the
inverse of the Golden Ratio, τ = φ−1

R =
(√

5− 1
)
/2. For

reducing finite-size effects, we consider rational approxi-
mants given by the ratio of two successive Fibonacci num-
bers , τj = Fj−1/Fj , with τ = τ∞, and take L = Fj . We
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also average the numerical results over random bound-
ary twists, θ, and shifts, ϕ, to further reduce finite-size
effects.

For the AA model, transitions between delocalized
(0 < V < 2t) and localized (V > 2t) states are en-
ergy independent and occur at Vc = 2t, as shown in
Fig. 1(a). For the GPS model, the mobility edge is given
by E = (V ± 2t) /α [8], while the critical region is de-
limited by |V − Eα| ≤ |2tα| ∧ |α| ≥ 1 [7], as seen in
Fig. 1(c).

In order to characterize phase transitions and analyze
localization properties of the wavefunctions, we use the
inverse participation ratio (IPR):

IPR[ψ] =
∑
n

|ψn|4 , (5)

where ψ is the normalized fermionic wavefunction. The
IPR shows a power law scaling, IPR[ψ] ∼ L−τF , with
τF = 0 for localized states, τF = d for extended states
(d is the dimension) and τF = DF for multifractal states
(DF is the fractal dimension, obeying 0 < DF < d) [7,
47, 48]. The scaling analysis of the τF exponent shows
that, for fermionic systems, the IPR of both extended and
multifractal states tends to zero in the thermodynamic
limit. Conversely, localization in momentum space can
be quantified by the momentum space IPR (IPRκ) [49]:

IPRκ[ψ] =
∑
k

|ψ̃k|4, (6)

where ψ̃k are the Fourier coefficients of the wave func-
tion. IPRκ[ψ] ∼ L−τκ

F , with τκF = d for localized and
τκF = 0 for ballistic states. At criticality, both IPR
and the IPRκ decrease with L. For studying localization
properties of the bosonic systems, we consider IPR[Φn]
and the IPRκ [Φ

n], with Φn the n-th NO.
Results.— Consider the AA model defined by Eq. (1)

with the on-site potential in Eq. (3). For completeness,
we show the single-particle results in Fig. 1(a), where the
well-known energy-independent localization transition at
Vc = 2 is clearly seen in the IPR values. Figure 1(b)
depicts the scaling of λ0 with the system size at filling
fraction (ν = Nb/L) ν = 1/2, for different values of V .
For V < Vc (V > Vc), the scaling λ0 ∝ Lγwith γ = 1/2
(γ = 0) is recovered for the quasicondensed (Bose glass)
state. At criticality (V = Vc), the AA model behaves as a
Bose superfluid. For ν = 1/2 (blue curve), the exponent
γ ≃ 0.25±0.01 is obtained. quasicondensation still occurs
for ν ̸= 1/2, albeit with a smaller value for γ. The green
curve in Fig. 1(b) shows the results at criticality for ν =
0.29, where the corresponding scaling exponent is given
by γ ≃ 0.16± 0.01.
Now we turn to the GPS model, given by Eq. (1) with

the incommensurate potential of Eq. (4). Figure 1 (c)

shows the density plot of the single-particle IPR as a
function of the energy and of the parameter α. For α < 1,
only extended-localized transitions are observed. Tran-
sitions between critical–extended and critical–localized
states occur at α = 1 and α > 1, respectively.
Figure 1(d) shows the scaling of λ0, for two values of

the parameters (α, ν) in the critical region indicated in
Fig. 1(c). As for the AA model, we find 0 < γ < 1/2, in-
dicating the presence of an exotic quasicondensed state.
Specifically, we obtain γ = 0.27±0.01 and γ = 0.33±0.01
for (α, ν) = (2, 0.48) and (α, ν) = (3.5, 0.368), respec-
tively. We attribute the different scaling exponents to
the parameter-dependent fractal properties of the single-
particle states [47, 50, 51] which manifest in the bosonic
NO through an exotic type of quasicondensation, here
dubbed fractal quasicondensation, with a tunable scal-
ing exponent γ. It should be noted that even for a model
without energy-dependent mobility edges, such as the AA
model, such scaling exponent can be tuned by means of
the filling fraction.

FIG. 2. AA model (V = 2). (a) IPR scaling of the fermionic
eigenvectors (natural orbitals), indicated by dark (light) blue
points with error bars, where the dark (light) red curve corre-
sponds to the fitted model IPR ∼ L−τF,B , with the exponent
τF = 0.61± 0.01 (τB = 0.87± 0.03). (b) IPRκ scaling of the
fermionic eigenvectors (natural orbitals), indicated by dark
(light) red points. The IPRκ of the fermionic eigenvectors

scales as IPRκ ∼ L−τκ
F , with τκ

F = 0.61 ± 0.01. Inset shows
the scaling of the NO’s IPRκ for larger system sizes, up to
L = 1597. GPS model (V = 0.75, α = 3.5, ν = 0.368). (c)
IPR scaling of the fermionic eigenvectors (natural orbitals),
indicated by dark (light) blue points, where the dark (light)
curve is a fit yielding the the exponent τF = 058 ± 0.01
(τB = 0.84±0.03). (d) IPRκ scaling of the fermionic eigenvec-
tors (natural orbitals), indicated by dark (light) red points,
with τF = 0.53± 0.03 for the fermionic eigenvectors.

To investigate the fractal nature of the natural orbitals
at criticality, we compute the scaling of their IPR and
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IPRκ, as defined by Eqs. (5) and (6), respectively. The re-
sults are compared with the scalings of the single-particle
eigenstates at the same filling. This analysis is made for
the AA model at V = 2 in Fig. 2(a,b), and for the GPS
model in Fig. 2(c,d).

The IPR of the NO in Fig. 2(a) scales as IPR[Φ] ∼
L−τB with a scaling exponent 0 < τB < 1, indicating
multifractality, albeit with an exponent larger than its
fermionic counterpart, i.e. τB > τF . The results for
the fermionic, IPRκ[ψ] ∼ L−τκ

F , and bosonic, IPRκ[ψ] ∼
L−τκ

B , scalings of the IPRκ in Fig. 2(b) are, however, con-
siderably different. As shown in the inset of Fig. 2(b),
the IPRκ of NO remains essentially constant, decreasing
very slowly as L−0.05, with unexpected fluctuations at
L={34, 55, 610, 987}. Also, the scaling exponent of the
bosonic IPR, τB , is closer to 1 than in the fermionic case.
These observations for V = 2 could lead to the erroneous
conclusion that the localization-delocalization transition
for the bosonic NO occurs for a critical potential Vc > 2.
As we argue below, the transition still occurs at Vc = 2
as in the fermionic case, if finite-size effects are carefully
taken into account.

Similar results were found for the GPS model. The
IPR and IPRκ of the fermionic eigenvectors (natural or-
bitals) for ν = 0.368 are shown in Figs. 2(c,d). The IPRκ

of the natural orbitals for the GPS model also slowly de-
creases with L, as seen in Fig. 2(d). The results of the
GPS model with ν = 0.48 show similar qualitative behav-
ior, with different values for τF,B , due to the fractality of
the eigenstates (see Sec. (S1) of Supplemental Material).

To understand the atypical behavior of the NO’s IPRκ,
we turn once again to the AA model. Figure 3 displays
the IPR (IPRκ) of the NO as a function of the potential
V , for different system sizes. For small (high) V , the IPR
(IPRκ) of the NO decreases with L. For high (small) V ,
the IPR (IPRκ) becomes L-independent. All these be-
haviors are similar to those of the fermionic eigenvectors.
The main difference occurs for intermediate V ≳ 2, when
V → 2 from above: in such regime, the IPRκ does not
scale down with L, as it would be expected for localized
NOs. However, Fig. 3 suggests that this is a finite-size
effect, as can be inferred from the drift of the IPR=IPRκ

crossing point towards V = 2 with increasing size. These
results substantiate our hypothesis that the localization
transition for the NO occurs at Vc = 2, as in the fermionic
case. Nevertheless, in contrast to the latter, the localiza-
tion length in the localized phase may be larger for NOs,
even for V significantly larger than 2. The inset in Fig. 3
corroborates the multifractal nature of the NOs, showing
that the crossing point between the IPR and the IPRk

decreases with system size as ∼ L−0.47.

Discussion.— In this letter, we studied the conden-
sation of HCB in the presence of quasiperiodic-induced
critical states with multifractal wavefunctions with the
help of the Jordan-Wigner mapping to non-interacting
fermions. We show that when the chemical potential

144 233 377

610 987 1597

IPRK

IPR

2 3 4 5

0.001

0.010

0.100

1

V

L-0.47

FIG. 3. AA Model. IPR and IPRκ of the NOs versus the
on-site potential (V ) for L = 144, 233, 377, 610, 987, 1597.
As in the fermionic case, for small (high) potentials, the IPR
(IPRκ) of the natural orbitals decreases with L. For high
(small) potentials, the IPR (IPRκ) does not change with sys-
tem size. For V ≳ 2, the large L scaling behavior is less
clear. However, the value of the on-site potential for which
IPR=IPRκ gets closer to V = 2 as L increases, which indi-
cates the presence of important finite-size effects on the NOs
analysis.The inset shows the scaling of the crossing point be-
tween NO’s IPR and IPRk, revealing its multifractal behavior.

is placed in regions of critical states, quasicondensation
acquires exotic features. This regime, we dubbed frac-
tal quasicondensation, is characterized by the growth of
the occupation of the lowest natural orbital, albeit with
an exponent smaller than the value, ν = 1/2, observed
in one-dimension quasicondensates with ballistic single-
particle states.

This mechanism of quasicondensation can be probed
in state-of-the-art experiments with cold atomic gases.
Although implementing the QP potential described in
Eq. (4) may be challenging, a simplified version of the
model that still possesses a critical phase region is feasible
(see (S2)). This simplified model is physically realizable
with conventional optical lattice techniques, as shown by
Liu et al. [7] for the fermionic case. As in previous works,
the HCB constraint can be guaranteed by tuning the Fes-
hbach resonances to make the interaction strength much
higher than any other energy scale involved [52–58].
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Supplemental Material:
Fractal quasicondensation in One-dimensional Systems

In this supplemental material we provide additional details of our analysis and some extra numerical calculations.
The results are organized as follows: Sec. S1 analyzes the IPR scalings of fermionic and bosonic eigenvectors for
another phase-space state of the GPS model at criticality and Sec. (S2)describes how to overcome challenges related
with the implementation of unbounded potentials by resorting to Floquet engineered Hamiltonians.

S1. ADDITIONAL RESULTS FOR THE GPS MODEL AT CRITICALITY

For completeness, we also show the results of the IPR scalings for the fermionic vectors and for the natural orbitals
of another phase-space state of the GPS model, with V = 0.75, α = 2, ν = 0.48. The results are similar to those
obtained in the main article, depicted in Figs. 2(c,d). As we can see in Fig. S1, the scaling exponent of the fermionic
eigenvectors is less than one for the IPR both in position and in momentum space. For the natural orbitals, due to
the finite-size effects discussed in the main text, it was only possible to determine the scaling exponent of the IPR in
position space, which was also less than one, as expected for fractal states.

L-0.59 ± 0.02

L-0.65 ± 0.03

L-0.97± 0.01

Bosons
Fermions

Bosons
Fermions

(a)

G
P

S
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FIG. S1. IPR and IPRκ analysis inside the critical phase of the GPS model (V = 0.75, α = 2, ν = 0.48). (a) IPR scaling of
the fermionic eigenvectors (natural orbitals), indicated by dark (light) blue points, where the dark (light) curve corresponds
to the fitting, with the exponent τF = 0.59± 0.02 (τB = 0.97± 0.01). (b) IPRκ scaling of the fermionic eigenvectors (natural
orbitals), indicated by dark (light) red points. The IPRκ of the fermionic eigenvectors scales as τF = 0.65± 0.03. The results
were averaged over 10 random configurations of twists θ and phases ϕ .

S2. FLOQUET ENGINEERED HAMILTONIANS AND THE IMPLEMENTATION OF UNBOUNDED
POTENTIALS

We now discuss in more details how to overcome problems related with the physical implementation of the GPS
model in order to probe fractal quasicondensation. The unbounded potential described by Eq. (4) may show diver-
gences leading to large arbitrary energies for α ≥ 1, due to phase fluctuations. To overcome this obstacle we can
resort to a Floquet Engineered Hamiltonian [59–61]. Here we show how to map the Floquet eigenvalue equation onto
the following tight-binding equation:

H = −t
∑
x

(c†xcx+1 + h.c.) +
∑
x

V

1 + αcos(2πτxx + ϕ)
c†xcx. (S1)

Since the difficulties of the implementation of the GPS model are associated only with the denominator of Eq. (4),
our approach simplifies the problem, making the calculations more straightforward. In fact, the model depicted by
Eq. (S1) also posses a critical phase region where quasicondensation can be probed. Figure S2(a) shows the density
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plot of the IPR as a function of the single-particle energy and of the on-site potential, with τ = 377/610, and system
size L = 610. Figure S2(b) depicts the scaling of the NO’s eigenvalue (λ0) with the system size for (ν, α) = (0.49, 2.75),
where the quasicondensation behavior is revealed by the sub-linear scaling (L0.19±0.02).

(a) (b)

L0.19 ± 0.02

FIG. S2. (a) Density plot of the IPR as a function of the energy and of the on-site potential, for L = 610. (b) Scaling of the
natural orbital’s highest eigenvalue (λ0) at the critical point, for (ν, α) = (0.49, 2.75) (blue points). The quasicondensation
behavior is revealed by the sub-linear scaling (L0.19±0.02), where L is the system size. The results were averaged over 10 random
configurations of twists θ and phases ϕ.

Following the approach of Ref. [7] we start from a periodically-kicked quantum 1D system, described by the
Schrödinger equation (in units where ℏ = 1):

K(p)
∑
n

δ(t− nT )|X, t⟩+ V (x)|X, t⟩ = i∂t|X, t⟩. (S2)

The advantage of kicking the kinetic term, instead of the more common approach where the potential term is
periodically kicked, is that we can recover Eq. S1 in position space, which is relevant in our case due to the role of
interactions in Bose superfluidity. The evolution of the wavefunction for one kick is given by:

e−i
∑

x Vxc
†
xcxe−i

∑
p Kpc

†
pcp |x, t = m⟩ = |x, t = m+ 1⟩, (S3)

where V (x) =
∑

x Vxc
†
xcx and K(p) =

∑
pKpc

†
pcp. By defining |X, t = m⟩ ≡ |X⟩e−iµm, where −π ≤ µ ≤ π is the

Floquet quasi-energy, we can rewrite Eq. (S3) in terms of a spectral problem:

e−i
∑

x Vxc
†
xcxe−i

∑
p Kpc

†
pcp |X⟩ = e−iµ|X⟩. (S4)

The next step is to introduce the auxiliary operator, W (p) ≡ tan

(∑
p Kpc

†
pcp

2

)
, which gives:

e−i
∑

p Kpc
†
pcp =

1− iW (p)

1 + iWp)
. (S5)

We also define:

|X⟩ ≡ [1 + iW (p)]|x⟩. (S6)

Eqs. (S5) and (S6) in Eq. (S4) yields:

[1 + iW (p)]|x⟩ = eiµ−i
∑

x Vxc
†
xcx [1− iW (p)]|x⟩, (S7)



SM - 3

which can be rewritten as:

W (p)|x⟩ = Sx|x⟩, (S8)

where 1+iSx

1−iSx
= eiµ−i

∑
x Vxc

†
xcx . Also:

W (p) =
∑
p

Wpc
†
pcp|p⟩⟨p| =

∑
x,x′

|x⟩Wx−x′⟨x′|, (S9)

and from Eq. (S9) in (S8):

∑
x,x′

|x⟩Wx−x′⟨x′|x⟩ = Sx|x⟩. (S10)

Now we show how to recover the tight-binding model of Eq. (S1), starting from the left-hand side of Eq. (S10), from
which we are going to derive the hopping terms. Since K(p) =

∑
pKpc

†
pcp is diagonal in Bloch basis, with energies

εp = −2t cos(p), we can write the auxiliary operator as:

W (p) = tan
(εp
2

)
∼ εp

2
= −t cos(p), (S11)

since the kick time is much smaller than the inter-kick time, τ ≪ T . Considering only first neighbors, Eq. (S10) reads:

−t|x− 1⟩ − t|x+ 1⟩ = Sx|x⟩. (S12)

The right-hand side of Eq. (S8) will give us the QP potential and the eigenvalues based on the Floquet quasi-energy.

By defining E ≡ 1/ tan(µ/2) and rewriting 1+iSx

1−iSx
= eiµ−i

∑
x Vxc

†
xcx we obtain

Sx = E −
∑
x

V

1 + 1
E tan

(
Vx

2

)c†xcx, (S13)

where V ≡ 1+E2

E .
To recover Eq. (S1) we set Vx = 2arctan[A cos(2πτxn + ϕ)]. The QP potential in Eq. (S13) becomes:

∑
x

V

1 + α cos(2πτxn + ϕ)
c†xcx, (S14)

where α = A/E, varying without divergences.


