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Quasiperiodic potentials can be used to interpolate between localization and delocalization in
one dimension. However, little is known about the stability of quasicrystalline phases to long-range
interactions. In this work, we study repulsive ultracold dipolar fermions in a quasiperiodic optical
lattice to characterize the behavior of interacting quasicrystals. We simulate the full time evolution
of the typical experimental protocols used to probe quasicrystalline order and localization prop-
erties. We extract experimentally measurable dynamical observables and correlation functions to
characterize the three phases observed in the noninteracting setting: localized, intermediate, and
extended. We then study the stability of such phases to repulsive dipolar interactions. We find that
dipolar interactions can completely alter the shape of the phase diagram by stabilizing the inter-
mediate phase, mostly at the expense of the extended phase. Moreover, in the strongly interacting
regime, a resonance-like behavior characterized by density oscillations appears. Remarkably, strong
dipolar repulsions can also localize particles even in the absence of quasiperiodicity if the primary
lattice is sufficiently deep. Our work shows that dipolar interactions in a quasiperiodic potential
can give rise to a complex, tuneable coexistence of localized and extended quantum states.

Introduction — Since their revolutionary discovery in
aluminum-manganese alloys [1], quasicrystals have been
the subject of intense theoretical and experimental re-
search due to their many exotic properties. Quasicrys-
tals exhibit a regular structure despite lacking a canoni-
cal periodicity [2, 3]. While they lack translational sym-
metry, they can completely tesselate a two-dimensional
surface in an aperiodic fashion because they do possess
unexpected rotational symmetries (five-fold, eight-fold,
etc.). Quasicrystals can be mathematically understood in
terms of higher-dimensional periodic structures projected
onto lower-dimensional slices, and have thus ushered in
new paradigms for crystallography [4–8], band theory in
solids [9–12], and hidden dimensions [13]. Quasiperiodic
structures can further emulate on-site disorder, which
makes them ideal platforms to study many-body localiza-
tion [14–22] and its interplay with nonergodicity [23–27],
integrability [28–32], and fractality [13, 33–39].

Impressive advances in trapping and controlling ultra-
cold atoms have made them an excellent platform where
to realize and study quasiperiodicity with extreme preci-
sion [15, 40–54]. In one dimension (1D), a quasiperiodic
potential can be generated by superimposing a primary
optical lattice with a detuning lattice at an incommen-
surate frequency. Upon loading particles in it, it is pos-
sible to quantum simulate and study the dynamics of
1D quasicrystals with high accuracy. A particularly in-
teresting feature observed is the coexistence of localized
and extended states in an intermediate phase separating
the fully localized to the fully extended phase [47]. In
the intermediate phase, the different states are separated
by a critical energy level termed single-particle mobility
edge (SPME) [47, 55–59]. This coexistence manifests it-
self due to long-range tunneling terms of the continuum
description of the 1D ultracold quantum simulator. In
fact, the SPME is absent in the deep lattice limit, where
an effective Aubry-André model is obtained [41, 60–62].

Furthermore, a rigorous SPME does not appear in 1D
systems with Anderson-type (uncorrelated) disorder [47].
While the properties of the SPME and intermedi-

ate phase have been explored in noninteracting systems,
less attention has been given to interplays with interac-
tions, in particular long-ranged ones that can arise in
the new generation of dipolar quantum simulators [63–
66]. Nowadays numerous atomic and molecular species
exhibiting dipole-dipole interactions (DDI) are available
in ultracold labs, such as dysprosium 161Dy [67], erbium
167Er [68, 69], chromium53Cr [70], potassium-rubidium
40K87Rb [71], sodium-lithium 23Na6Li [72], and sodium-
potassium 23Na40K [73, 74]. Beside better incorporat-
ing the long-range nature of interactions in solid-state
quasicrystalline materials, DDI could potentially herald
many new interesting phases of matter when interfaced
with quasicrystalline long-range order [75–77].
In this work, we study the role of DDI in 1D ultracold

fermions loaded in a quasiperiodic potential. We simulate
the exact experimental protocol [15, 47, 78, 79], whereby
fermions are first loaded in a superlattice of twice the pe-
riodicity of the primary optical lattice, and then are let to
time evolve into the quasiperiodic structure quenched at
time zero. By measuring the imbalance between odd and
even sites and the expansion of the particle density, it is
possible to classify the system as being in a localized, ex-
tended, or intermediate phase. We study the stability of
each phase against DDI by determining phase diagrams
and calculating observables such as pair-correlation func-
tions. We find that DDI stabilize the intermediate phase,
mostly to the detriment of the extended phase. This sta-
bilization is a result of a decreased correlation between
far away particles that can be attributed to interference
between the long-range tails of the DDI. At strong DDI,
the same mechanism not only strengthens the imbalance
in the localized phase, but also induce a new kind of
localization in regimes where the noninteracting system
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would only host extended states. Surprisingly, we find
that this localization persists also when the detuning lat-
tice is zero, i.e. for a fully periodic optical lattice. Our
study illustrates the potential for long-range interacting
systems to induce new types of localization phenomena
in conjunction with quasicrystalline structures.

Model — We consider the dynamics of a system of N
ultracold fermions placed in a one-dimensional quasiperi-
odic optical lattice. The fermions are described by cre-
ation/annihilation field operators Ψ̂(x)(†) obeying canon-
ical anticommutation relations and their single particle
Hamiltonian is given by

H =

∫
dx Ψ̂†(x)

[
− ℏ2

2m

∂2

∂x2
+ V (x)

]
Ψ̂(x). (1)

The quasiperiodic lattice V (x) is realized by interfering
a detuning laser of amplitude Vd, wave vector kd, and
phase ϕ, with a primary laser of amplitude Vp and wave
vector kp,

V (x) =
Vp

2Er
cos(2kpx) +

Vd

2Er
cos(2kdx+ ϕ), (2)

with Er the recoil energy of the primary lattice (unit
of energy). For the potential parameters we choose val-
ues compatible with experimental realizations of this sys-
tem [47, 80]. We also add hard wall boundaries [81–84] to
obtain a finite system containing 64 sites in the primary
lattice [85]. The fermions interact with one another with
the interaction Hamiltonian

Hint =
1

2

∫
dx

∫
dx′ Ψ̂†(x)Ψ̂†(x′)W (x, x′)Ψ̂(x′)Ψ̂(x),

(3)

where

W (x, x′) =
WL̄3

ER(|x− x′|3 + α)
, (4)

is a dipolar repulsion with interaction strength W and
regularization factor α = 0.01 [86], and L̄ is the distance
between two neighboring minima in the primary lattice
(unit of length).

Experimental protocol and observables — To probe the
properties of the system, we follow the protocol employed
in previous experiments [15, 47]. We first build a super-
lattice with half the primary lattice wave vector and load
particles into its center. At time zero, we then quench
the primary and detuning lattices to their respective val-
ues and let the system time evolve. We monitor the real
time evolution and extract dynamical observables from
the many-body wave function |Ψ(t)⟩ of the system. To
characterize the localization properties of the system, we
calculate two dynamical quantities: imbalance I(t) and
edge density D(t). The imbalance is defined as the in-
stantaneous normalized density difference between the

odd and even sites in the superlattice:

I(t) ≡ Ne(t)−No(t)

Ne(t) +No(t)
, (5)

where Ne/o(t) ≡
∫
e/o

dx ρ(x, t), ρ(x, t) =

⟨Ψ(t)| Ψ̂†(x)Ψ̂(x) |Ψ(t)⟩, and e resp. o indicate the
spatial points belonging to the even or odd superlattice
sites. The edge density is defined as the ratio of particles
outside the central range populated at time zero:

D(t) ≡ 1−Nc/N (6)

with Nc =
∫
c
dx ρ(x, t) and c referring to the initially

populated central region (e.g. for N = 4, c = [−4.5, 3.5]).
These two observables in the long-time limit determine
the many-body phase of the system. A finite imbalance I
indicates the persistence of the initial superlattice charge
density wave pattern and is a proxy for the presence of
localized states. A finite (and growing) value of the edge
density D reveals instead the presence of extended states.
Therefore, in the localized phase I > 0 and D = 0, while
in the extended phase I = 0 and D > 0. Localized and
extended states can also coexist in an intermediate phase,
where both values of I and D are nonzero and a SPME
is present. While the SPME should occur at arbitrarily
small nonzero I and D, numerical simulations introduce
small imprecisions. Thus small but finite thresholds tI
and tD for the imbalance and the edge density have to be
introduced. Throughout our analysis, we will empirically
set them to be tI = 0.1 and tD = 0.03 [87].
We also probe the correlations within each phase. For

simplicity, we focus here on the behavior of the diagonal
of the reduced two-body density matrix (2-RDM)

ρ(2)(x, x′; t) = ⟨Ψ(t)| Ψ̂†(x)Ψ̂†(x′)Ψ̂(x′)Ψ̂(x) |Ψ(t)⟩ , (7)

where |Ψ(t)⟩ is the time-evolved many-body state of the
system. This is equivalent to the pair-correlation func-
tion and describes the conditional probability of finding a
fermion at position x, when another fermion is located at
x′, i.e. it quantifies how a fermions is surrounded by other
fermions. Thus, it encodes the entire information about
pairwise interactions among particles and is a proxy for
the (unnormalized) pairwise correlations of the system.

Methods — To simulate the full many-body inter-
acting system, we use the MultiConfigurational Time-
Dependent Hartree method for indistinguishable parti-
cles [88–91], coded in the MCTDH-X software [92–96].
With it, we solve the many-body Schrödinger equa-
tion directly for the continuum system consisting of ki-
netic energy, interparticle interactions, and optical lat-
tice. MCTDH-X has been widely used to study ground-
state and dynamical properties of long-range interacting
systems [97–109]. MCTDH-X relies on a time-dependent
variational optimization procedure in which the many-
body wavefunction is decomposed into an adaptive basis
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Figure 1. Behavior of the noninteracting system: (a)
Phase diagram for N = 4 fermions in a 1D quasiperiodic po-
tential. For the localized phase, the time-averaged imbalance
⟨I⟩ is plotted in a continuous color scheme. (b)-(d) 2-RDM at
t = 0.89 ms for (a) localized phase (Vp = 8.0Er, Vd = 1.2Er),
(b) intermediate phase (Vp = 6.0Er, Vd = 0.4Er), and (c)
extended phase (Vp = 3.0Er, Vd = 0Er).

set of M time-dependent single-particle functions called
orbitals. For strongly interacting systems, a larger num-
ber of orbitals might be required to capture many-body
correlation effects. We have verified that including or-
bitals beyond M = N+4 leads to a negligible population
for the time scales probed by our dynamics [80].

Results for noninteracting fermions — We begin by
describing the dynamics for noninteracting particles.
Fig. 1(a) shows the phase diagram for N = 4 fermions
with M = 8 orbitals, constructed from imbalance and ex-
pansion as the depth of the primary and detuning lattices
are varied. We use experimentally achievable parameter
ranges, i.e. Vp ∈ [3Er, 8Er] and Vd ∈ [0, 1.2Er]. The im-
balance is calculated by averaging over the last 50 time
steps in the time evolution. The edge density is calcu-
lated at a target time t̄, well before the particles can reach
the boundaries of the system. Typical target times are
t̄ = 0.45 ms to t̄ = 1.78 ms [110]. From Fig. 1(a), we can
clearly distinguish the three expected phases, which have
the same structure observed in prior studies [47, 59]. At
low values of Vd, the system is always in the extended
phase (purple region). Increasing the value of Vd at low
to moderate values of Vp pushes the system into the inter-
mediate phase (magenta region). Further increasing Vd

or Vp eventually localizes all the states (yellow region).

The three phases exhibited by the quasicrystal sys-
tem can also be distinguished by the dynamics of their

Figure 2. Phase diagram for increasing DDI strength
W : (a) W = 0.02Er, (b) W = 0.2Er, (c) W = 2.0Er. For the
localized phase, the time-averaged imbalance parameter ⟨I⟩ is
plotted as a continuous color scheme. The cyan symbols show
the parameters used in Fig. 3. The green triangles indicate
the points for which the density dynamics is plotted in panels
(d)-(f) (note that for (d)-(e) the maximal density value shown
is purposefully small to highlight boundary fluctuations).

many-body correlations encoded in the 2-RDM, shown
for selected times in Fig. 1(b)-(d) (see supplementary
materials for more time snapshots [80]). The 2-RDM
in the localized phase [Fig. 1(b)] does not change at all
with time and merely shows the expected exchange hole
at x = x′ with strong many-body correlation between
the sites of the initial superlattice. On the contrary,
the extended phase [Fig. 1(d)] exhibits a rapid spread
of correlations at very short times already. Between the
two extremes of localization and expansion lies the in-
termediate phase [Fig. 1(c)]. The correlation pattern
here reveals an almost immediate exchange correlation
between neighboring sites within the populated area of
the initial superlattice, and a small spread to sites just
outside of it. However, the intensity of the 2-RDM is
not uniform: correlations between sites in the initial su-
perlattice structure still dominate throughout the time
evolution even for longer times [80]. These results indi-
cate that the intermediate phase is characterized by two
types of correlations showcasing the coexistence of local-
ized and extended states. Localized states mediate static,
short-range correlations between the initially populated
sites, while extended states mediate long-range correla-
tions spanning many sites in the quasiperiodic lattice.

Results for interacting fermions — We now address
how the DDI impact the various quasicrystalline phases.
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The protocol studied is analogous to the one used in the
noninteracting case. For simplicity, in our simulations we
turn off the interactions during the initial loading proce-
dure. In an experiment, dipolar fermions could be di-
rectly loaded in their starting position by employing op-
tical tweezers or letting them relax into the superlattice
with a very large depth. We again compute imbalance
I and edge density D to obtain measures of localization
and expansion properties, and collect them as a function
of lattice depths and interaction strength. We also cal-
culate densities, correlations, and energies [80] to better
describe the behavior of each phase.

Fig. 2 shows how the noninteracting phase diagram
changes when interactions are progressively increased
[panels (a) to (c)]. At small DDI, the intermediate
phase only grows slightly while the imbalance in the lo-
calized phase decreases. As the DDI become stronger,
though, the phase diagram changes drastically and in
a non-monotonic fashion. For W = 0.2Er, the inter-
mediate phase grows sizeably at the expense of most
of the localized phase and part of the extended phase.
Thus, DDI stabilize the coexistence of extended and lo-
calized states in the intermediate phase. At even stronger
DDI, W = 2.0Er, the intermediate phase dominates the
probed parameter region. Note that in Fig. 2(c) Vp is
plotted to larger values up to 12Er. The extended phase
is reduced to a tiny pool around Vp = 3Er, Vd = 0Er.
Most strikingly, however, a new localized region emerges
at low values of Vd, a region that is part of the extended
phase in the noninteracting case. The localized phases
at low and high Vd are divided by a strip of intermediate
phase which persists for very large values of Vp [111], rem-
iniscent of the Arnold tongues found in parametrically
driven systems [98, 112, 113]. In this lobe, the particles
undergo density oscillations around their initial pinned
configuration, indicating a resonance between DDI and
quasiperiodic potential [see Fig. 2(f)]. While both regions
above and below the intermediate phase lobe show strong
localization, their behavior is different. Above the lobe
(high Vd, Fig. 2(d)), the particles are frozen in their ini-
tial configuration. Below the lobe (low Vd, Fig. 2(e)), the
particle density periodically leaks back and forth from the
initial boundaries while retaining a strong localization in-
side them, indicating a dynamically self-bound state.

A more systematic calculation of the density dynamics,
shown in Fig. 3, allows us to better discuss the behav-
ior in each phase. In the extended phase [Fig. 3(a), (d),
(g)], the DDI have initially little effect on the density,
which maintains its linear spread in time consistent with
the Lieb-Robinson bounds [114]. At strong interactions,
however, the long-range repulsive tail in the DDI hin-
ders the spread of correlations [115], resulting in both
a delayed expansion and a more chaotic density spread
[Fig. 3(g)]. In the localized phase [Fig. 3(b), (e), (h))]
tiny oscillations can be seen at one edge of the density
profile up to intermediate DDI. At strong DDI, however,

Figure 3. Dynamics of dipolar fermions with increas-
ing DDI strength W in a quasiperiodic lattice. The in-
teraction strength is (a)-(c) W = 0.02Er, (d)-(f) W = 0.2Er,
(g)-(i) W = 2.0Er. The potential depths are (a), (d), (g)
Vp = 3.0Er, Vd = 0.0Er (extended phase) (b), (e), (h)
Vp = 8.0Er, Vd = 1.2Er (localized phase), (c) Vp = 7.0Er,
Vd = 0.2Er, (f) Vp = 6.0Er, Vd = 0.4Er, (i) Vp = 5.0Er,
Vd = 0.6Er (intermediate phase). The red symbols indicate
the location of the parameters in Fig. 2. The axes in (g) apply
to all panels.

this behavior is suppressed. This stabilization of localiza-
tion is also observed in the intermediate phase [Fig. 3(c),
(f), (i)]. At low DDI, the density in the intermediate
phase maintains a strong imbalance towards the initial
superlattice configuration (due to localized states) while
expanding towards outer lattice sites (due to extended
states). However, stronger DDI increase the imbalance
while simultaneously reducing the expansion, again con-
sistent with a less effective spread of correlations in dipo-
lar systems due to the interference between repulsive DDI
tails. This is also an indication that DDI can be used
to control the value of the SPME similarly to what was
shown for contact interactions [116].

The increase in localization due to DDI interference is
also observed in the 2-RDM, shown in Fig. 4. The behav-
ior for weak DDI [W = 0.02Er, Fig. 4(a)-(c)] is similar to
what already observed in the noninteracting case. How-
ever, when DDI are increased [W = 0.2Er in Fig. 4(d)-(f)
and W = 2.0Er in Fig. 4(g)-(i)], the correlation spread
becomes progressively stiffer for all phases. This leads to
a complete freeze of correlations in the localized phase
[Fig. 4(g)], while in the intermediate phase correlations
are able to spread only at the right boundary [117]. Even
for the extended phase, the pinning effect is visible, with
correlations spreading more easily towards the right than
the left. This observation agrees with the uneven density
spread observed in Fig. 3(g).
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Figure 4. 2-RDM in the dynamics of fermions with
DDI. The snapshots are taken at t = 0.89 ms and for in-
creasing DDI: (a)-(c) W = 0.02Er, (d)-(f) W = 0.2Er, (g)-(i)
W = 2.0Er. The parameters are (a), (d), (g) Vp = 8.0Er,
Vd = 1.2Er (localized phase), (b), (e), (h) Vp = 6.0Er,
Vd = 0.4Er (intermediate phase), (c), (f), (i) Vp = 3.0Er,
Vd = 0Er (extended phase). The axes in (g) apply to all pan-
els.

Conclusions — Overall, we observed that strong DDI
in quasiperiodic potentials not only inhibit spreading in
the density, but also in the two-body correlations. This
leads to a stabilization of localized states, which favors
the intermediate phase for shallower potentials, and lo-
calized phases at deeper potentials. In particular, we
observed stable, DDI-induced localization even in the ab-
sence of a detuning potential. When the detuning poten-
tial is gradually turned on, the corresponding localized
states undergo resonance-like oscillations at the bound-
aries before returning to a fully localized behavior, indi-
cating a rich interplay between DDI and quasiperiodicity.

Repulsive composite objects have been shown to be
stable with respect to on-site interactions in a structured
environment such as a simple optical lattice [118–122].
Dynamically bound dimers are also been observed in ex-
tended Bose-Hubbard models [123, 124]. Our study pro-
pels these notions to a full many-body horizon by com-
bining quasiperiodicity and dipolar interactions in a re-
alistic quantum simulator setting [106, 107], and should
provide a guideline to explore exotic localization phe-
nomena that combine long-range interactions and cor-
related disorder. Our scheme, inspired by experiments
in 1D geometries, could be readily extended to higher-
dimensional setups where a richer landscape of quasicrys-
talline phases with different rotational symmetries can be
engineered [49, 51, 125].

Acknowledgments — We acknowledge computation

time on the ETH Zurich Euler cluster and at the
High-Performance Computing Center Stuttgart (HLRS).
We thank O. Alon, E. Bergholtz, and R. Chitra, E.
Fasshauer, and R. Lin for useful discussions. This work is
supported by the Swedish Research Council (2018-00313)
and Knut and Alice Wallenberg Foundation (KAW) via
the project Dynamic Quantum Matter (2019.0068).

[1] D. Shechtman, I. Blech, D. Gratias, and J. W. Cahn,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 53, 1951 (1984).

[2] D. A. Rabson, N. D. Mermin, D. S. Rokhsar, and D. C.
Wright, Rev. Mod. Phys. 63, 699 (1991).

[3] A. I. Goldman and K. F. Kelton, Rev. Mod. Phys. 65,
579 (1993).

[4] A. L. Mackay, Journal of Molecular Structure:
THEOCHEM 336, 293 (1995).

[5] A. Yamamoto, Acta Cryst. A52, 509 (1996).
[6] W. Steurer and S. Deloudi, Acta Cryst. A64 (2008).
[7] W. Steurer and S. Deloudi, Crystallography of Qua-

sicrystals: Concepts, Methods and Structures (Springer
Science and Business Media, 2009).
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Supplemental Material for:
Stability of quasicrystalline ultracold fermions to dipolar interactions

SYSTEM PARAMETERS

Throughout the main text, unless otherwise stated, we perform simulations with N = 4 fermions and M = 9
orbitals. The quasiperiodic optical lattice consists of a superposition of two potentials: a primary lattice of depth Vp

and wavelength λp, and a detuning lattice of depth Vd, wavelength λd, and phase ϕ:

V (x) =
Vp

2
cos(2kpx) +

Vd

2
cos(2kdx+ ϕ). (S1)

where ki =
2π
λi
. We choose the wavelengths to be compatible with real experimental realizations in ultracold atomic

labs, i.e. λp ≈ 532.2 nm and λd ≈ 738.2 nm. This gives wave vectors kp ≈ 1.1806× 107 m−1, kd ≈ 8.5115× 106 m−1.
For the figures in the main text, we chose ϕ = 4.0. However, we performed calculations with various random values
of ϕ and did not notice any qualitative difference in the dynamics.

Lengths

In MCTDH-X simulations, we choose to set the unit of length L̄ ≡ λp

2 = 266.1 nm, which makes the maxima of
the primary lattice appear at integer values in dimensionless units. We run simulations with 2’048 gridpoints in an
interval x ∈ [−32L̄, 32L̄] ≈ [−8.5152µm, 8.5152µm], giving a resolution of around 8.3156 nm. We employ hard-wall
boundary conditions at the end of the probed spatial interval.

Energies

The unit of energy is defined in terms of the recoil energy of the primary lattice, i.e. Er ≡ ℏ2k2
p

2m ≈ 1.1679× 10−29

J with m ≈ 39.9640 Da the mass of 40K atoms. More specifically, we define the unit of energy as Ē ≡ ℏ2

m
1
L̄2 = 2Er

π2 ≈
0.237× 10−19 J. In typical experiments with quasiperiodic optical lattices, the depths are varied in regimes of up to
around 8 recoil energies for the primary lattice, and around 1 recoil energy for the detuning lattice. In our simulations,
we probe similar regimes: Vp ∈ [15Ē, 60Ē] ≈ [3.0Er, 12.2Er], Vd ∈ [0Ē, 6Ē] = [0Er, 1.2Er]. When we turn on dipolar
interactions, we probe the regimes with strength W ∈ [0Ē, 10.0Ē] ≈ [0Er, 2Er], which is in accordance to the values
that can be achieved in near-term ultracold dipolar quantum simulators.

Time

The unit of time is also defined from the unit of length as t̄ ≡ mL̂2

ℏ =
mλ2

p

4ℏ = 4.46× 10−5 s. In our simulations, we
run time evolutions up until around t ≈ 250t̄ ≈ 11.2 ms. Note that this is much shorter compared to experimental
runs (in the order of a couple of seconds), but it allows us to probe all the essential features of the system because
its dynamics is quite fast. In fact, the core features of the phase diagram can be faithfully extracted already at
t = 50t̄ ≈ 2.24 ms. Furthermore, since are dealing with a smaller system size compared to the experiments, we need
to extract expansion measurements at a much shorter time scale, before the particles hit the boundaries of the system.

Simulation time

The number of configurations in the MCTDH ansatz can be taken as a proxy of the complexity of MCTDH-X

calculations and there are

(
M
N

)
≈ MN

N ! configurations for N particles in M orbitals. As a result, calculations

with larger N and M will be exponentially slower. In table I, we report the average final times (in ms) used in the
simulations reported in this work for different values of N and M . The simulations ran for 5 days on the ETH Euler
supercomputing cluster (mainly on AMD EPYC processors with average 2.4 GHz nominal speed).
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N M average time [ms]

4 6 32.692

4 8 13.157

6 8 13.871

6 10 6.958

Table I. Average final simulation times for the dynamics of N fermions and M orbitals in a quasiperiodic optical lattice obtained
on 2.4 GHz processors for runs of 5 days.

MCTDH-X THEORY

The MCTDH-X software numerically solves the many-body Schrödinger equation for a given many-body Hamilto-
nian describing N interacting, indistinguishable bosons or fermions subject to a one-body potential. It is based on
the MCTDH ansatz for the wavefunction, i.e. a time-dependent superposition of time-dependent many-body basis
functions:

|Ψ(t)⟩ =
∑
n⃗

Cn⃗(t)|n⃗; t⟩; n⃗ = (n1, ..., nM )
T
;

|n⃗; t⟩ = N
M∏
i=1

[
b̂†i (t)

]ni

|vac⟩; ϕj(x; t) = ⟨x|b̂j(t)|0⟩. (S2)

Here, the Cn⃗(t) are referred to as coefficients, the |n⃗; t⟩ as configurations, and the normalization factor isN = 1√∏M
i=1 ni!

for bosons and N = 1 for fermions. Each configuration is constructed from M orthonormal time-dependent single-
particle functions, or orbitals, {ϕk(x, t); k = 1, ...,M}, and is chosen to respect the underlying particle statistics (fully
symmetric for bosons and fully anti-symmetric for fermions). For fermions, M > N orbitals are required due to the
Pauli principle. By minimizing the action obtained from the many-body Hamiltonian rewritten with the MCTDH
ansatz, we obtain a set of equations of motion for the parameters in Eq. (S2). These are a set of coupled first-
order differential equations for time-dependent coefficients Cn⃗(t) and non-linear integro-differential equations for the
orbitals ϕj(x; t). The MCTDH-X software can integrate these equations of motion either in imaginary time (for
time-independent Hamiltonians) to obtain many-body ground-state properties, or in real time to perform full-time
propagation.

ORBITAL CONVERGENCE

The MCTDH-X ansatz becomes numerically exact in the limit M → ∞. However, very often a finite number
of orbitals is enough to accurately describe the ground-state properties and the short-to-medium dynamics. The
population of each orbital is called occupation ρi, and is defined as the eigenvalues of the reduced one-body density
matrix,

ρ(1)(x, x′) =
1

N
⟨Ψ| Ψ̂†(x′)Ψ̂(x) |Ψ⟩ =

∑
i

ρi

(
ϕ
(NO)
i (x′)

)∗
ϕ
(NO)
i (x), (S3)

where the eigenvectors ϕ
(NO)
i (x) are termed natural orbitals. The occupations are ranked from most occupied to least

occupied, and are normalized such that they sum up to one. A measure of the exactness of the MCTDH-X ansatz is
given by orbital convergence: an MCTDH-X calculation with M orbitals can be declared converged in orbitals number
within a given threshold t, if the population of an additional orbital stays within that threshold, i.e. ρM+1 < t. Typical
threshold values are t ≫ 1

M , e.g. for M = 9, t = 0.01.

In the interacting calculations reported in the main text, we have used N = 4 and M = 9. For the noninteracting
case, using M = 8 was sufficient because the population of the last four orbitals is negligible for the entire parameter
space. Using M = 9 in the interacting case gives us the best compromise between increasing computational complexity
(which scales exponentially with the number of orbitals) and achieving orbital convergence. In Fig. S1, we report the
maximal occupation value of the three least populated orbitals (i.e. the seventh, eighth, and ninth orbital) for each
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time evolution in parameter space. As we can see, the occupations of the eighth and ninth orbitals are insignificant
through the entire parameter space.

In Fig. S2, we compare the occupation of the least occupied orbitals during the time evolution with different number
of orbitals. The point at Vp = 3.0Er, Vd = 0Er (belonging to the extended phase) and interaction strength W = 2.0Er

was chosen as representative since, empirically, we find that the extended phase is the region in parameter space that
requires the highest number of orbitals for a converged description of the correct dynamics. We can see that up until
M = 8, the least occupied orbitals still retains a macroscopic population. However, from M = 9 onwards, the least
occupied orbital acquires a negligible occupation (and actually – as seen from Fig. S1 – this also applies to the second
least occupied orbital). The calculations with M = 10 and higher are however much slower and can only reach a
fraction of the final time reached with M = 9. This justifies our selection of M = 9 for the main text calculations.

Figure S1. Maximal occupation of the three least occupied orbitals ((a)-(c): third-least occupied, (d)-(f) second-least occupied,
(g)-(i): least occupied), during the time evolution, as a function of Vp, Vd, and W . The green symbols indicate the points in the
three different phases shown in Fig. S3: extended phase (circle), intermediate phase (star), and localized phase (square). The
different columns correspond to different values of interaction strength W : (a),(d),(g): W = 0.02Er, (b),(e),(h): W = 0.2Er,
(c),(f),(i): W = 2.0Er.

Finally, in Fig. S3, we show the full time evolution of the orbital occupation at a representative point in each phase
(extended, intermediate, and localized) for the same three values of the interaction strength W shown in Fig. S1.
From the dynamics we can once again see that the extended phase generally requires a higher population in more
orbitals, whereas in the intermediate and localized phases there is a clear dominance of the first four orbitals. These
results indicate that our simulations are fully converged in the number of orbitals for each point in parameter space
and should be accurate enough to guarantee a correct representation of the dynamics in the probed time regimes.
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Figure S2. Maximal occupation of the least occupied orbital during the time evolution for simulations with increasing number
of orbitals M . The point at Vp = 3.0Er, Vd = 0Er and interaction strength W = 2.0Er was chosen as representative. The
calculations were let run for 5 days on AMD EPYC processors with average 2.4 GHz nominal speed. The vertical dotted lines
indicate the maximal time step reached by each computation with different M .

Figure S3. Time evolution of orbital occupations in each phase for increasing interaction strength W : extended phase
(left column), localized phase (middle column), and intermediate phase (right column). The interaction strength is (a)-(c)
W = 0.02Er, (d)-(f) W = 0.2Er, (g)-(i) W = 2.0Er. The potential depths are (a), (d), (g): Vp = 3.0Er, Vd = 0.0Er, (b), (e),
(h): Vp = 8.1Er, Vd = 1.2Er, (c), (f), (i): Vp = 6.1Er, Vd = 0.4Er. The symbols indicate the phase of each column and where
in parameter space they are taken from (cf. Fig. S1): extended phase (circle), intermediate phase (star), and localized phase
(square).

RESULTS FOR DIFFERENT PARTICLE NUMBER AND ORBITALS

In this section, we show that the noninteracting phase diagram does not change qualitatively when changing the
numbers of particles (N = 4, 6) and orbitals (M = 6, 8). Our results are shown in Fig. S4, where the phase diagrams are
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Figure S4. Phase diagrams for N ultracold fermions in a 1D quasiperiodic potential. (a) N = 4 particles, M = 6 orbitals. (b)
N = 4 particles, M = 8 orbitals. (c) N = 6 particles, M = 8 orbitals. (d) N = 6 particles, M = 10 orbitals. For the localized
phase, the time-averaged imbalance parameter ⟨I⟩ is further plotted as a continuous color scheme.

constructed by calculating the imbalance and expansion observables as the depth of the primary and detuning lattices
are varied, precisely like in the main text figures. The parameter ranges are Vp ∈ [3.0Er, 8.0Er] and Vd ∈ [0, 1.2Er] as
in the main text. All the other computational parameters (imbalance target time, thresholds for imbalance and edge
density etc.) are kept the same as in the main text.

In all cases, we can clearly distinguish the three expected phases. In particular, increasing the number of orbitals at
fix particle number does not dramatically alter the phase boundaries and illustrates that the physical phenomenology
can be well described with only M = N +2 orbitals. Changing the number of particles also has negligible qualitative
effects and in particular the overall shape of the intermediate phase is preserved. We do however observe a very slight
thinning of this phase for larger particle numbers, which is compatible with experimental observations as experiments
are typically carried out with a much larger number of particles.

DENSITY EXPANSION DYNAMICS

In this section, we present direct results for the density expansion dynamics that complement the indirect expansion
measure obtained from the calculation of the edge density and illustrated in the main text. In Fig. S5, we show the
behavior of the density expansion in time E(t) for various points in parameter space belonging to different phases.
The expansion is calculated as

E(t) ≡ M>[ρ(x, t)]−M<[ρ(x, t)]− 2M>[ρ(x, 0)], (S4)

where M> (M<) calculates the point x > 0 (x < 0) where ρ(x, t) has decayed below a certain threshold ϵ, which we
empirically define to be ϵ = 0.005 in the plots below. This indicates the additional spatial extent that the particles
have reached at time t when compared with the initial density. Note that the initial density is completely symmetric
with respect to the origin, therefore M<[ρ(x, 0)] = −M>[ρ(x, 0)]. A value of E(t) ≈ 0 indicates low to no expansion.
A large value of E(t) indicates instead a large expansion. Note that E(t) is bounded by the size of the simulation grid
(64 L̄). Therefore, the expansion remains at that value if and when the density reaches the boundaries of the system.
From the figure S5(a), we can distinguish three different behaviors for the data points analyzed in the main text and

corresponding to the three different phases (extended, intermediate, and localized). The extended phase shows a very
rapid and linear expansion. The localized phase, on the contrary, shows practically zero expansion. The intermediate
phase (highlighted by the grey rectangle) shows instead a slow, sublinear expansion that becomes progressively more



6

chaotic as dipolar interactions increase. Upon closer inspection in S5(b), the intermediate phase shows a slight
slowing down of expansion when interactions are increased. This is a sign of the increasing interference of the tail of
the dipole-dipole interactions.

Nevertheless, locating the phase boundary between extended and intermediate phase is not so easy based on the
expansion dynamics alone. A pictorial demonstration of this is offered in S5(c), where for W = 0.2Er we plot with
higher resolution the expansion dynamics of the density for parameters across the transition from extended to localized
phase (shown in the inset). Indeed, while we progressively move towards the intermediate phase, the monotonic and
rapid density expansion continuously slows down, and starts to acquire a non-monotonic character. These results point
towards a crossover from extended to intermediate phase, rather than a sharp transition. Indeed, the hallmark of the
intermediate phase is rather a coexistence of both extended and localized states. In the long-time limit, the extended
states will always expand indefinitely. However, localized states will remain localized in the initial configuration. This
is where the measurement of the imbalance comes into play to determine which regions of parameter space belong to
the intermediate phase.

Figure S5. Expansion dynamics for in various regimes, measured as E(t). (a): expansion dynamics of the nine points in
parameter space analyzed in the main text. The dotted region is plotted in higher detail in panel (c). (b): expansion dynamics
in higher resolution across the extended-intermediate transition, shown with dashed white arrow in the phase diagram in the
inset. For comparison, a data point in the deep extended region at Vp = 1.2Ep

r , Vd = 0.0Ep
r (purple curve) and deep in the

localized region at Vp = 4.05Ep
r , Vd = 0.61Ep

r (dark red curve) are shown. The square brackets qualitatively separate the
different phases based on their long-time limit expansion. (c): Expansion dynamics of the intermediate phase with increasing
dipolar interaction strength.
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BEHAVIOR OF AVERAGE KINETIC AND INTERACTION ENERGY

In this section we examine the energetics of the interacting fermions in the quasiperiodic potential. Fig. S6 depicts
the behavior of the kinetic energy (top panels) and of the interaction energy (bottom panels) in the probed parameter
space for increasing dipolar interaction strength W . From the figures, we can see that the primary lattice depth Vp is
what drives most of the increase in the kinetic energy, but a region roughly delineating the intermediate phase appears
as a faint “shadow” of points with slightly lower kinetic energy than their neighbors [see in particular Fig. S6(e)].
Note also that the interactions modify the location of the maximal and minimal kinetic energy in parameter space.
Whereas the maximum (minimum) in the noninteracting system is deep in the localized (extended) phase, interactions
push them towards other regions in a nonmonotonic fashion.

Contrary to expectations, the interaction energy does not seem to be strongly connected with the shapes appearing
in the phase diagram. Nevertheless, the regions with strongest interaction energy systematically fall within the
intermediate phase and are progressively pushed to deeper detuning lattice depths asW is increased [Fig. S6(d),(f),(h)].
This seems to indicate that strong quasicrystalline structures are the preferential setting to amplify the effect of long-
range interactions.

It is also interesting to study the appearance of the regions with the lowest interaction energy, indicating parameter
ranges where the (quasi)crystalline structure of the potential competes strongly with the long-range interactions. For
weak to moderate dipolar interactions, the long-range repulsions are mostly inhibited in the extended phase, and
in particular in the clean case (i.e. Vd = 0.0). This might be due to the fact that the repulsions tend to stabilize
a periodic structure (a crystal state) that is different than the underlying optical lattice periodicity. If the dipolar
interactions are not strong enough (W ≤ 0.2Er), the extended eigenstates of the (quasi)periodic lattice dominate.
However, when they become stronger, the highly localized crystal state is energetic enough to compete and win over the
extended eigenstates of the (quasi)periodic lattice. This lifts the minimum of the interaction energy from Vd = 0.0Er

to Vd = 0.4Er. This region precisely coincides with the location of the long, resonance-like lobe of the intermediate
phase, where long-lived density oscillations occur at the boundaries. It thus appears that the quasiperiodic structure
and the dipolar interactions enter a kind of interference or resonance phenomenon at Vd = 0.4Er that increases the
stability of some of the extended states (which undergo pinned oscillations) even more than the clean lattice case.

Figure S6. Average kinetic energy (top row) and interaction energy (bottom row) as a function of Vp and Vd for increasing
dipolar interaction strength W . (a)-(b): W = 0.0Er. (c)-(d): W = 0.02Er. (e)-(f): W = 0.2Er. (g)-(h): W = 2.0Er. The red
stars and orange pentagons respectively indicate the minimum and maximum values of the kinetic energy in each diagram.

CORRELATION DYNAMICS

In this section we present additional information about the dynamics of correlations in each phase and for increasing
dipolar interaction strengths. These figures complement the ones in the main text by providing information at earlier
and later times (t = 0.089 ms and t = 2.23 ms). The 2-RDM for the noninteracting case (W = 0) and for three
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values of the interactions (W = 0.01Ep
r , W = 0.10Ep

r , and W = 1.01Ep
r ) is depicted in Figs. S7, S8, S9, and S10,

respectively. All calculations were performed with M = 9 orbitals.
The additional panels at earlier and later times reinforce the picture emerging from the figures in the main text.

Fermions in the localized phase exhibits little to no correlations with sites not occupied in the initial configurations.
In the extended phase their correlations rapidly spread to all sites with a rapid expansion. In the intermediate phase,
instead, the correlations exhibit a hybrid behavior between the other two cases: a core of superlattice correlations
persists at longer times, but correlations slowly build up with other sites in between and expand to outer sites.
Furthermore, from the additional plots at longer times it becomes clear that increasing the strength of the dipolar
repulsions slows down the dynamics and the expansion of the particles in the intermediate and extended phases by
stabilizing localization.

Figure S7. 2-RDM for N = 4 noninteracting fermions in the localized phase (Vp = 8.0Er, Vd = 1.2Er, top row), intermediate
phase (Vp = 6.0Er, Vd = 0.4Er, middle row) and extended phase (Vp = 3.0Er, Vd = 0Er, bottom row). For each phase, the
2-RDM is plotted at three different times. The times are t = 0.089 ms ((a), (d), (g)), t = 0.89 ms ((b), (e), (h)), t = 2.23 ms
((c), (f), (i)).
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Figure S8. 2-RDM for N = 4 dipolar interacting fermions with W = 0.02Er in the localized phase (Vp = 8.0Er, Vd = 1.2Er,
top row), intermediate phase (Vp = 6.0Er, Vd = 0.6Er, middle row) and extended phase (Vp = 4.0Er, Vd = 0Er, bottom row).
For each phase, the 2-RDM is plotted at three different times. The times are t = 0.089 ms ((a), (d), (g)), t = 0.89 ms ((b), (e),
(h)), t = 2.23 ms ((c), (f), (i)).
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Figure S9. 2-RDM for N = 4 dipolar interacting fermions with W = 0.2Er in the localized phase (Vp = 8.0Er, Vd = 1.2Er,
top row), intermediate phase (Vp = 6.0Er, Vd = 0.6Er, middle row) and extended phase (Vp = 4.0Er, Vd = 0Er, bottom row).
For each phase, the 2-RDM is plotted at three different times. The times are t = 0.089 ms ((a), (d), (g)), t = 0.89 ms ((b), (e),
(h)), t = 2.23 ms ((c), (f), (i)).
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Figure S10. 2-RDM for N = 4 dipolar interacting fermions with W = 2.0Er in the localized phase (Vp = 8.0Er, Vd = 1.2Er,
top row), intermediate phase (Vp = 6.0Er, Vd = 0.6Er, middle row) and extended phase (Vp = 4.0Er, Vd = 0Er, bottom row).
For each phase, the 2-RDM is plotted at three different times. The times are t = 0.089 ms ((a), (d), (g)), t = 0.89 ms ((b), (e),
(h)), t = 2.23 ms ((c), (f), (i)).
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