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The well-known mapping between 1D quasiperiodic systems and 2D integer quantum Hall matter
can also be applied in the presence of driving. Here we explore the effect of time-varying electric
fields on the transport properties and phase diagram of Harper-Hofstadter materials. We consider
light of arbitrary polarization illuminating a 2D electron gas at high magnetic field; this system
maps to a 1D quasicrystal subjected to simultaneous phasonic and dipolar driving. We show that
this generalized driving generates a tessellated phase diagram featuring a nested duality-protected
pattern of metal-insulator transitions. Circularly or elliptically polarized light can create an extended
critical phase, opening up a new route to achieving wavefunction multifractality without fine-tuning
to a critical point, as well as induce Floquet topological insulators. We describe in detail a path to
experimental realization of these phenomena using lattice-trapped ultracold atoms.

Quasiperiodic systems host a rich array of physical
phenomena ranging from localization [1–4] to fractal
spectra [2, 5, 6] to criticality [7–11] to non-trivial topol-
ogy [12–16]. Still richer possibilities arise in the pres-
ence of external driving, including a competition be-
tween thermalization and many-body localization [17, 18]
and potentially extended critical phases featuring mul-
tifractal wavefunctions [11, 18–30]. These phenom-
ena arise from the long-range spatial correlation of
quasiperiodicity, which itself is the result of projecting
a higher-dimensional periodic structure into the lower-
dimensional physical space [12–16, 31]. The connection
to the higher-dimensional space also gives rise to a de-
gree of freedom called a phason mode. A recent exper-
iment [32] illustrated a connection between two seem-
ingly unrelated localization phenomena by mapping a
rapidly oscillating phasonic modulation to linearly po-
larized monochromatic light in the higher-dimensional
space. It is then natural to investigate phenomena in-
duced by arbitrary polarizations of irradiation in the
higher-dimensional space.

In this work, we complete this picture by considering
simultaneous dipolar [33] and phasonic [32, 34] modula-
tion in the physical space. The phase difference between
these two modulations maps to the polarization of light il-
luminating the higher-dimensional space, potentially en-
abling quantum simulation in a one-dimensional system
of the effects of arbitrarily-polarized optical driving of a
2D electron gas at high magnetic field. We report the
following main results. First, the combination of pha-
sonic and dipolar modulation allows coherent control of
both the tunneling [33] and quasi-disorder strengths [32],
resulting in a tessellated localization phase diagram with
interlaced localized and delocalized phases. We note that
this coherent control toolset allows all elements of the
non-interacting Hamiltonian to be flipped in sign, which
would effectively reverse the direction of the flow of time.
Further, by considering circularly polarized illumination
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in the higher-dimensional space, we demonstrate that an
extended exotic phase hosting multifractal wavefunctions
emerges naturally and without fine-tuning [25]. Addi-
tionally, we show that for commensurate (periodic) cases,
such driving protocols lead to topological edge modes.
We identify a interesting connection between the general-
ized Rice-Mele and Su-Schrieffer-Heeger models; and the
driven Harper-Hofstadter model. Finally, we propose a
straightforward experimental realization of all these phe-
nomena using ultracold atoms in a driven bichromatic
optical lattice.
This paper is organized as follows. In section I we re-

view the projection of quasiperiodic systems from higher-
dimensional space. Readers familiar with the mapping
can skip to Section IA where we extend this mapping to
include spatially homogeneous irradiation in the higher-
dimensional space and comment on the effect of its po-
larization in the 1D space. We discuss the drive-induced
tessellated localization phase diagram in Section IIA, the
effective time-reversal protocol in Section II B, Floquet-
engineering of critical phases in Section IIC, and topolog-
ical edge modes in Section III. The experimental realiza-
tion with driven ultracold atoms is discussed in Section
IV. We conclude by noting some intriguing future direc-
tions in Section V.

I. QUASIPERIODICITY FROM HIGHER
DIMENSIONS

Consider the paradigmatic Aubry-André-Harper
(AAH) model [1]

ĤAAH(κ) =
∑
j

−Jĉ†j+1ĉj + h.c.+∆cos(2πβj + κ)n̂j ,

where J is the tunneling strength, ∆ is the strength of

the quasiperiodic potential, ĉ
(†)
j is the spinless annihila-

tion (creation) operator at the site j, n̂j := ĉ†j ĉj , and β is
the incommensurate ratio that defines the quasiperiod-
icity, i.e. the ratio of the spatial period of the underly-
ing lattice to that of the quasiperiodic modulation. The
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FIG. 1. Diagram of the relation between the 1D driven quasicrystal (left) and the 2D driven Harper-Hofstadter model (right).
(a) The 1D quasicrystal is formed by a tight-binding lattice with nearest-neighbor (NN) hopping strength J and a modulated
on-site sinusoidal potential with strength ∆ (orange) and a spatial period incommensurate to that of the lattice. The system
is irradiated by the dipolar vector potential K0 sin(ωt + θx) (grey) and subject to phasonic modulation (shaded orange) with
φ0 sin(ωt+ θy). (b) The driven Harper-Hofstadter model is a 2D tight-binding square lattice with a magnetic flux per unit cell
Φ := 2πβ, irradiated by light with the vector potential AE . J is the NN tunneling strength along the horizontal direction and
∆/2 becomes the tunneling strength along the vertical virtual direction. The dipolar and phasonic modulations in 1D map to
the components of the illuminating field AE along the horizontal and vertical dimensions in 2D, respectively.

AAH model supports a localization phase transition at
|∆/J | = 2 when β is irrational [1, 3, 4]. When ∆ > 2J ,
all eigenstates are localized and the system is in the lo-
calized phase; when ∆ < 2J , all eigenstates are extended
and the system is in the delocalized phase. At the criti-
cal point, all eigenstates are multifractal with non-trivial
scaling properties.

The parameter κ describes a phase difference between
the potential term and the underlying lattice. It does not
affect the localization transition [2], but encodes impor-
tant information. When β is rational, a change in κ costs
energy and the bulk spectrum of the system depends on
κ. In contrast, when the system is aperiodic, the bulk
spectrum is independent of κ, because there is a dense
set of shifts in [0, 2π) that leaves the bulk spectrum un-
changed due to the irrationality of β [1, 12, 35, 36]. The
parameter κ thus describes a zero-frequency shift for ape-
riodic systems, and for this reason it is called the phasonic
degree of freedom [35].

Interestingly, the AAH model can also be obtained
as one of the Fourier components of the 2D Harper-
Hofstadter (HH) model [12, 31], and from this point
of view κ represents the quasimomentum along the ex-
tra dimension. To see this, we first extend the defi-
nition of the 1D operators into this dimension via the

two-index operators ĉ
(†)
j,κ with anticommutation relation

{ĉj,κ, ĉ†j′,κ′} = δj,j′δκ,κ′ . We further define the follow-

ing 2D annihilation (creation) operators d̂
(†)
j,l by Fourier

transform ĉ
(†)
j,κ =

∑
l e

−iκld̂
(†)
j,l . Assuming a periodic

boundary condition or infinite extent along the extra di-

mension, we obtain the 2D Harper-Hofstadter model

ĤHH =

∫ 2π

0

dκ

2π
ĤAAH(κ)

=
∑
j,l

−Jd̂†j+1,ld̂j,l +
∆

2
e−i2πβj d̂†j,l+1d̂j,l + h.c..

The incommensurate ratio β then represents the ratio
of the magnetic flux over the flux quantum in the 2D
picture, and the quasiperiodic strength ∆ becomes the
tunneling along the extra dimension. Historically, this
mapping was first recognized by Harper leading to the
Harper equation [31] and later the Hofstadter butterfly
[5].

A. From irradiated Harper-Hofstadter Lattice to
Doubly Driven AAH Quasicrystal

We now consider the 2D HH model driven by homoge-
neous and monochromatic light irradiation incident from
a direction perpendicular to the plane [37–39]. We choose
a gauge where the scalar potential is zero, and the dimen-
sionless vector potential is

A = AB +AE , AB = (0, 2πβj, 0),

AE = (K0 sin(ωt+ θx), φ0 sin(ωt+ θy), 0) ,

where we have explicitly separated the electric (AE) and
magnetic (AB) contributions. K0 and φ0 are dimension-
less field amplitudes along the j and l axis, respectively.
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FIG. 2. The quasienergy diagrams within the central Floquet-Brillouin zone of the DDAAH model under different polarizations:
(a) left-handed circular polarization (LCP); (b): linearly-polarized and (c) right-handed circular polarization (RCP). The color
represents the edge-locality marker B (see Eq.(9)) that identifies the edge states in the spectra localized at the right (R) or left
(L) end. Here ∆/J = 2, K0 = φ0 = 1.5, ℏω = 20J , κ = 0 and θx = π/2 with 100 lattice sites and 5 Floquet-Brillouin zones.

The polarization of the irradiation is controlled by the
phase difference δθ := θy − θx as follows:

1. When δθ = 0 or π, the irradiation is linearly polar-
ized.

2. When δθ = ±π/2, the irradiation is elliptically po-
larized. The semi-major and -minor axes of the
polarization ellipse are parallel to the lattice’s axes.
Additionally, the irradiation becomes circularly po-
larized when K0 = φ0.

For the irradiated system, we employ the Peierls substi-
tution and the 2D driven Harper-Hofstadter model be-
comes [40]

ĤDHH =
∑
jl

− Je−iK0 sin(ωt+θx)d̂†j+1,ld̂j,l

+
∆

2
e−i(2πβj+φ0 sin(ωt+θy))d̂†j,l+1d̂j,l + h.c..

The projection from the virtual 2D space into the phys-
ical 1D space can then be applied because the incident
light is spatially homogeneous. This leads to the doubly-
driven AAH (DDAAH) model

Ĥ(t) =
∑
j

− Je−iK0 sin(ωt+θx)ĉ†j+1ĉj + h.c.

+∆cos(2πβj + κ+ φ0 sin(ωt+ θy))n̂j , (1)

where the κ dependence in the 1D operators is dropped
for convenience. A unitary transformation [41] that takes
the Hamiltonian (1) into the length gauge helps elucidate
its physical meaning:

Ĥ(t) →
∑
j

−Jĉ†j+1ĉj + h.c.+K cos(ωt+ θx)jn̂j

+∆cos(2πβj + κ+ φ0 sin(ωt+ θy))n̂j , (2)

where K := ℏωK0 is the field amplitude in the 1D phys-
ical space. This Hamiltonian will be the central subject
of this work.

We see that dimensional reduction has mapped the
field component parallel to the physical dimension (la-
beled by j) into a real oscillating field in 1D with am-
plitude K. We refer to this modulation as the dipolar
modulation, since it has the form of an electric dipole
force. The field along the extra dimension (labelled by
l) is projected into a phasonic modulation [32] with am-
plitude φ0. This correspondence of parameters between
1D and 2D physical models is schematically shown in
Fig 1. We can thus interpret a time-dependent pha-
son as a virtual electric field along the extra dimension
[14, 32, 37–39, 42]. This interpretation underpins, for
example, topological pumping in the bichromatic lattice
[12, 42]: adiabatic linear scanning of the phason maps
to a static electric field (and thus charge-pumping) along
the extra dimension in the higher-dimensional HH model.
For our purposes, a particularly notable feature of this
mapping is that the polarization of the radiation in the
2D space maps to the phase difference between the dipo-
lar and phasonic modulations in 1D. In light of this, we
will use the terminology of polarization to refer to these
modulations for the remainder of the paper.

As Fig. 2 demonstrates, the impact of different po-
larizations is evident in the quasienergy spectra as a
function of β (the Floquet-Hofstadter butterfly) [40, 43,
44]. We observe that linearly-polarized modulation pre-
serves the structure of the Hofstadter butterfly (Fig.
2(b)), while circularly-polarized modulation asymmet-
rically distorts it (Fig. 2(a) and (c)). This is due to
the different symmetry-breaking properties of the inci-
dent light in the 2D space. Circularly polarized light
breaks both time-reversal and sublattice symmetries in
the higher-dimensional space. Consequently, the corre-
sponding symmetries in the Hofstadter butterfly spec-
trum (reflection symmetry about β = 1/2 and particle-
hole symmetry about E = 0, respectively) are broken
[40]. On the other hand, linearly polarized light does not
break these symmetries [40, 45]. Ref. [40] also noted
other small differences of the Floquet-Hofstadter butter-
fly spectra compared to the time-averaged prediction.
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These differences, however, are not due to symmetry-
breaking from the polarization, but deviations from the
time-averaged description, which only strictly holds at
ω → ∞.

Much of the physics of the 1D model (Eq. (1)) can be
understood in the 2D space picture, even without any ex-
plicit calculations. First, time-periodic driving modifies
the localization properties of the system. It is well-known
that a lattice system under time-periodic driving exhibits
dynamic localization [33, 45]. This phenomenon can be
intuitively understood as time-averaged Bloch oscillation
in an AC electric field. Depending on the field strength
projected to each dimension, the driving coherently re-
scales the tunneling strength along that dimension, and
can stop the tunneling of the particle along that dimen-
sion when the driving amplitude equals certain resonant
values. This competition of tunneling suppression be-
tween different axes in the higher-dimensional space will
impact the localization properties in the projected phys-
ical space, as the tunneling strength along the extra di-
mension becomes the strength of the quasiperiodic chem-
ical potential variation through dimensional reduction.
As we will see in Sections IIA and IIB, this mechanism
leads to a rich tessellated localization phase diagram in
the space of drive polarizations, and allows for coherent
and time-reversible control of localization dynamics.

Circularly-polarized light will in general lead to
next-nearest-neighbor (NNN) hopping in the higher-
dimensional space through virtual photon absorption and
emission processes [46]. When projected to the 1D phys-
ical space, the NNN hopping can lead to mobility edges
and critical states [8, 14]. We will show in Section IIC
that the NNN hopping in the 2D higher-dimensional
space allows Floquet engineering of an extended critical
phase hosting multifractal wave functions without fine-
tuning.

Finally, external periodic driving can modify the topol-
ogy of the system, leading to Floquet topological insu-
lators [47]. Given that our primary focus here is the
various localization phenomena in the driven quasiperi-
odic model, we will provide just a brief discussion of
topology in section III, where we connect the driven
Harper-Hofstadter model to the generalized Rice-Mele
and Su–Schrieffer–Heeger models.

B. High-frequency expansions

In this study, we will focus on the high-frequency
regime (ℏω ≫ J,∆) such that there is no overlap be-
tween Floquet bands [48, 49]. We leave exploration of
the additional richness of the low-frequency [50] and/or
resonant regimes [51] for future work. We compute the

Fourier expansion of Ĥ(t) =
∑∞

m=−∞ Ĥme
imωt and de-

rive the effective Hamiltonian using the high-frequency

expansion [48, 49, 52] up to the third order

Ĥeff =

∞∑
n=0

Ĥ(n) = Ĥ(0)+ Ĥ(1)+ Ĥ(2)+O
(
(ℏω)−3

)
(3)

The (n + 1)th order term Ĥ(n) in the expansion will
scale as 1/ωn, so in the high-frequency regime terms
with n ≥ 2 will be small perturbations compared to the
n = 0, 1 terms. Nonetheless, the contributions of these
higher-order terms can be important and can be clearly
observed in some regions of the phase diagram, as we will
see shortly.
Terms in the high-frequency expansion can be com-

puted using the Fourier coefficients Ĥm of the time-
periodic Hamiltonian. For the first two terms [48, 49, 52],

Ĥ(0) =
1

T

∫ T/2

−T/2

dt Ĥ(t), Ĥ(1) =

∞∑
m=1

[
Ĥm, Ĥ−m

]
mℏω

.

The first term Ĥ(0) is just the time-averaged Hamiltonian
over a period, and Ĥ(1) is a sum over virtual m−photon
absorption and emission processes [46]. In practice, the
series is summed up to some finite Fourier index mcutoff .
In particular, for linearly polarized modulations, Ĥm =
Ĥ−m and so Ĥ(1) vanishes.

II. FLOQUET-ENGINEERING OF
LOCALIZATION TRANSITION AND CRITICAL

PHASES

We are now in a position to investigate the localiza-
tion phase diagram of the DDAAH Hamiltonian (1). We

will assume β = (
√
5− 1)/2 for the numerical studies in

this section, although the results are applicable for any
irrational β.

A. Tessellated phase diagram

When the driving frequency is large enough compared
to all other energy scales of the system, only the time-
averaged term Ĥ(0) remains in the effective Hamiltonian:

Ĥeff ≈ Ĥ(0)

=
∑
j

−Jeff
(
ĉ†j+1ĉj + h.c.

)
+∆eff cos (2πβj + κ) n̂j ,

where Jeff := JJ0(K0) and ∆eff := ∆J0(φ0). Ĥeff

has the form of the static AAH Hamiltonian, but with
both the effective tunneling strength and the effective
quasiperiodic potential strength re-scaled by a zeroth
order Bessel function. The re-scaling of the tunnel-
ing strength leads to dynamic localization [33, 45] when
K0 is tuned to a zero of J0(K0). The re-scaling of
the quasiperiodic potential strength due to the phasonic
modulation leads to destruction of localization when φ0
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 3. The tessellated phase diagrams of Ĥeff ≈ Ĥ(0) at (a) ∆/J = 1 (delocalized phase without driving), (b) ∆/J = 2
(critical point when no driving), and (c) ∆/J = 4 (localized phase when no driving), computed by diagonalization of the
Floquet block Hamiltonian over 5 Floquet-Brillouin zones with θx = π/2 and θy = 0 and averaged over 10 different values of
κ. The dashed curves are phase boundaries predicted by Eq. 4. The system size is L = 100 sites and ℏω = 100J with open
boundary conditions.

is tuned to a zero of J0, a phenomenon which was only
recently experimentally explored [32]. The polarization
plays no role in this time-averaged case.

Despite their apparent differences, the underlying
mathematical origins of these two phenomena (dynamic
localization due to dipolar driving and dynamic delocal-
ization due to phasonic driving) are closely related. We
first discuss them in the 1D physical space. Dynamic
localization occurs when the dispersion time-averages to
zero for every quasimomentum [53], so that the propa-
gation in position space is bounded. Specifically, within
one driving period, the dynamical phases of each quasi-
momentum basis wind forward for the first half of the
cycle and backward for the remainder of the cycle, such
that the time-averaged dispersion is zero for every quasi-
momentum.

For phasonic destruction of localization, an identical
picture arises but in the position basis. During the first
half of the phasonic cycle, the phase accumulates differ-
ently at each lattice site due to the quasiperiodic poten-
tial. This phase winds back for the remainder of the mod-
ulation. The destruction of localization occurs when the
phase winding at each lattice site due to the quasiperiodic
potential time-averages to zero. When this cancellation
happens, the wavepacket propagates as if there were no
on-site modulation of the potential at all [32].

The connection between dynamic localization and dy-
namic delocalization arises naturally in the 2D picture as
well, where the phasonic modulation corresponds to ir-
radiation polarized along the extra dimension. When φ0

is tuned to a zero of J0(φ0), dynamic localization occurs
along the extra dimension; consequently, the 2D square
lattice breaks into a set of disconnected 1D chains, each
of which cannot support localization. Thus dynamic lo-
calization in the extra dimension leads to delocalization
in the transverse dimension.

In the presence of both types of modulation, there is a
competition between dynamic localization from dipolar
modulation and dynamic delocalization from phasonic

modulation. In the 2D picture this can be seen as an
anisotropic effect of dynamic localization when the driv-
ing field is not aligned to the lattice axes [45]. This com-
petition leads to an intricate duality-protected pattern
of localization quantum phase transitions coherently con-
trolled by the phasonic and dipolar driving amplitudes.
The Aubry-André duality argument predicts that these
transitions occur at∣∣∣∣∆eff

Jeff

∣∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣∆J J0(φ0)

J0(K0)

∣∣∣∣ = 2. (4)

To probe the phase diagram, we numerically diagonal-
ize the Hamiltonian (1) to obtain the Floquet eigenstates
(see Appendix A for more details). Our diagnostic of lo-
calization is the inverse participation ratio of the Floquet
eigenstates in the position basis, defined as

IPR
(i)
2 =

∑L
j=1 |ψ

(i)
j |4(∑L

j=1 |ψ
(i)
j |2

)2 (5)

where L is the system size and ψ
(i)
j is the ith Floquet

eigenstate in the position basis. A (non)vanishing IPR
(i)
2

indicates a spatially extended (localized) state. We fur-

ther define ⟨IPR2⟩, obtained by averaging the IPR
(i)
2 over

all Floquet eigenstates in the central Floquet-Brillouin
zone which is defined by −ℏω/2 ≤ ε ≤ ℏω/2. The results
are shown in Fig. 3. The phase boundaries predicted by
the analytical high-frequency approximation (Eq. 4) are
shown as dashed curves and demonstrate excellent agree-
ment with numerical results. The phase diagram has a
tessellated self-dual structure with interlacing areas of
localized and delocalized phases due to the competition
between ∆eff and Jeff . We emphasize that this rich lo-
calization phase diagram characterizes, and could be ob-
served in, both a 1D quasicrystal subjected to combined
dipolar and phasonic modulation, and a 2D electron gas
at high magnetic field and strong irradiation.
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 4. Effective time-reversal dynamics of the DDAAH
model. The system is driven for 1000 cycles for forward
propagation at Kfor

0 ≈ 1.6965 (J0(K
for
0 ) = 0.4) and another

1000 cycles for backward propagation at Kback
0 ≈ 3.7152

(J0(K
back
0 ) = −0.4), shown as the red dots in the inset of

(a). The time-reversal dynamics are observed in both (a)
the time-evolution of the density profile and (b) the return
probability L(t). The initial state is a single-site excitation
ψ(t) = δj,0, with parameters ∆/J = 1, θx = θy = 0 and
ℏω = 100. The Hamiltonian (Eq.2) is numerically integrated
with the second order split-operator method with a time step
of dt ≈ 1.26× 10−5ℏ/J .

B. Effective time-reversal dynamics

These results demonstrate that the localization quan-
tum phase transition of the 1D DDAAH model can be
coherently controlled by combined dipolar and phasonic
modulations. In contrast to previous schemes where ei-
ther the dipolar or the phasonic modulation is individ-
ually applied [32, 33], the use of combined modulations
allows for simultaneous control of the tunneling strength
and quasiperiodic potential together, opening up new
possibilities.

As an example, we describe a driving protocol that
achieves effective time-reversal dynamics in the DDAAH
model. For simplicity, here we consider both modula-
tions to have the same amplitude (φ0 = K0). By sim-
ply choosing a sequence of two modulation amplitudes
arranged around the zeros of the Bessel function J0(K0)
such that J0(K

for
0 ) = −J0(K

back
0 ), the signs of all param-

eters in the effective Hamiltonian Ĥ(0) are flipped, effec-
tively reversing the direction of the flow of time. Results
of numerical integration of the discrete time-dependent
Schrödinger equation of the Hamiltonian (2) are shown in
figure 4. The time-reversal is evident from both the wave
function propagation and the return probability, defined
as L(t) := |⟨ψ(t)|ψ(0)⟩|2. Such techniques may open up
the possibility to experimentally study dynamical quan-
tum phase transitions in Anderson-localized matter via
measurements of the Loschmidt echo [54].

C. Floquet engineering of multifractality without
fine-tuning

In this section, we will show that these control capa-
bilities afforded by the DDAAH model (2) allow prepa-
ration of an extended critical phase of matter hosting
multifractal wavefunctions without fine-tuning [8, 10, 11].
The possibility of an extended critical phase is of inter-
est from both theoretical and experimental perspectives:
usually, multifractal wave functions only appear when a
system is finely tuned to a phase boundary or mobility
edge, which hinders experimental study.
Earlier work on irradiated graphene showed that ellip-

tically polarized irradiation introduces NNN hopping in
the effective Hamiltonian through absorption and emis-
sion of virtual photons [46]. Moreover, when these NNN
hoppings are present in the static 2D Harper-Hofstadter
model with an incommensurate flux, they are known to
introduce critical phases [8, 55]. As we will explicitly
demonstrate below, it is therefore possible to engineer
critical phases by applying elliptical irradiation to the
Harper-Hofstadter Hamiltonian in the 2D space (see Fig.
5(a)).
Equipped with this observation, we apply the ellip-

tical modulation to the 1D physical system. For sim-
plicity, here we consider only the special case of circu-
larly polarized modulation (δθ = ±π/2 and K0 = φ0),
and defer the discussion of general polarization to Ap-
pendix B. Then Ĥ(1) ̸= 0 and the effective Hamiltonian
is Ĥeff ≈ Ĥ(0) + Ĥ(1), where

Ĥ(1) =
∑
j

J1(K0) cos (2πβj + πβ + κ) ĉ†j+1ĉj + h.c..

Ĥ(1) thus describes additional quasiperiodically modu-
lated nearest-neighbor tunneling. The strength of this
tunneling J1(K0) is given by

J1(K0) = ±4J∆

ℏω
sin(πβ)

∞∑
n=0

(−1)n+1

2n+ 1
J 2
2n+1(K0). (6)

The sign of J1 depends on whether the polarization is
left-handed (−) or right-handed (+).

The effective Hamiltonian Ĥeff is an extended AAH
model that includes a quasiperiodically modulated tun-
neling strength, which can be projected from the 2D
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 5. Floquet engineering a critical phase using circularly polarized modulation. (a) The effective Hamiltonian under

circularly polarized light in the higher-dimensional space. The irradiation produces NNN hopping described by Ĥ(1) (shown by

the red arrows) on top of the underlying Harper-Hofstadter model. (b) Phase diagram of the effective Hamiltonian Ĥ(0)+ Ĥ(1)

showing ⟨IPR2⟩ as a function of effective quasiperiodic potential strength ∆eff/Jeff and off-diagonal quasiperiodic tunneling
strength J1/Jeff . Three regions are observed: an extended phase (dark blue), a localized phase (red), and a critical phase
(pale blue). (c) Phase diagram for the case of circularly polarized modulation, as a function of physical quasiperiodic potential
strength ∆/J and dipolar modulation amplitude K0, calculated using the Floquet block Hamiltonian H (A1). The critical
phase emerges around the two zeros of J0(K0). Both (b) and (c) are averaged over 10 randomly selected values of κ. For
(c), 15 Floquet-Brillouin zones were included with δθ = −π/2. The dashed curves are phase boundaries predicted by Eq. 7,
which show excellent agreement with numerics. The system size is L = 100 sites with open boundary condition, θx = π/2 and
ℏω = 15J .

static extended Harper-Hofstadter model with additional
NNN hopping [8, 56–58]. It features one of the best-
known examples of a critical phase [8, 56–58], whose ex-
istence in the thermodynamic limit has been proved in
[55]. The critical phase can be observed in the phase di-
agram of this extended AAH model shown in Fig. 5(b).
When the extended AAH model is in the critical phase,
wavefunctions of all eigenstates are multifractal [55, 56]
and a generalized AAH self-duality holds [55, 57]. The
boundary of the critical phase is given by

|J1(K0)| > |Jeff(K0)| and |J1(K0)| >
1

2
|∆eff(K0)|. (7)

We thus expect the critical phase to emerge around the
zeros of J0(K0) where the ratio |J1(K0)/Jeff(K0)| → ∞.
Indeed, numerical diagonalization based on the Floquet
block Hamiltonian (Eq. A1) shows two critical “stripes”
in the parameter space around the zeros of J0(K0), dis-
played in Fig.5(c).

To demonstrate the multifractal nature of the Floquet
eigenstates in the critical stripes, we calculate the fractal
dimension D2 of each Floquet eigenstate of the effective
Hamiltonian up to n = 1 (Ĥeff ≈ Ĥ(0) + Ĥ(1)), defined
as

IPR
(i)
2 ∼ L−D2 ,

where L is the system size. For localized (extended)
states, D2 = 0 (1), and for states with multifractal wave
functions, 0 < D2 < 1. We focus on the first stripe of
critical phase in Fig.5(c) at ∆/J = 3 and 2 < K0 < 2.8.
The result shown in Fig. 6(a) demonstrates that for this
effective Hamiltonian, all Floquet eigenstates in the crit-
ical stripe are indeed multifractal with non-trivial values
of D2.

An important question in this context concerns the
role of higher-order terms (Ĥ(n≥2)) in the high-frequency
expansion. These terms, though small in the high-
frequency regime, can potentially remove the multifrac-
tality of certain Floquet eigenstates in the spectrum,
partly because these terms can break the delicate gen-
eralized self-duality of the extended AAH model [55, 57].
To examine their impact, we numerically calculate the
fractal dimension D2 of the eigenstates of the Floquet
block Hamiltonian instead of the effective Hamiltonian
from the high-frequency expansion, thereby including ev-
ery term in the high-frequency expansion in principle.
The results, which appear in Fig. 6(b), show that al-
though certain Floquet eigenstates cease to be multifrac-
tal when the full Floquet Hamiltonian is considered, a
finite fraction of Floquet eigenstates still exhibit multi-
fractal characteristics with D2 ̸= 0, 1. We further cor-
roborate this result by numerical diagonalization of the
Hamiltonian Ĥ(0) + Ĥ(1) + Ĥ(2), which is discussed in
the Appendix C.

We thus establish the existence of multifractality with-
out fine-tuning in the DDAAH model when the combined
modulations are tuned to correspond to circularly po-
larized light in the 2D space, and we further generalize
this result to elliptical modulation in the Appendix B.
While previously proposed methods for generating crit-
ical phases depend upon mixing localized and extended
eigenstates of the undriven system using low-frequency
periodic driving [25] or unbounded quasiperiodic poten-
tials [24], our model contains neither of those elements,
and is inherently in the high-frequency regime, which
may alleviate interband heating in experimental plat-
forms based on ultracold atoms [22]. The effective Hamil-
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tonian up to Ĥ(1) corresponds to a model that had eluded
direct experimental realization until very recently with
programmable superconducting qubits [29] and a con-
strained system size. We expect that the approach to
achieving an extended fractal phase described in this sec-
tion may significantly simplify experimental realization,
as further discussed in section IV.

(a)

(b)

FIG. 6. Eigenstate fractal dimensions D2 for varying K0 at a
fixed quasiperiodic strength ∆/J = 3. (a) Fractal dimension

using the effective Hamiltonian Ĥ = Ĥ(0)+ Ĥ(1) through one
of the critical stripes. All eigenstates are critical inside the
stripe. The system size is varied from 300 to 6000 sites. (b)
Fractal dimensions using the Floquet block Hamiltonian with
5 Floquet-Brillouin zones. Some eigenstates are no longer
multifractal. The system size is varied from 300 to 3300 sites
due to increased computational cost. Colorbar shows D2 at
a driving frequency ℏω = 15J and κ = 0. Both calculations
are done with open boundary conditions.

III. FROM DRIVEN HARPER-HOFSTADTER
TO THE GENERALIZED

SU-SCHRIEFFER-HEEGER MODEL

Although this work primarily focuses on localization
properties, drive-induced topological phenomena are also
of interest [47, 59]. In this section, we will focus on
specific examples where β is rational, and the 1D sys-
tem ceases to be aperiodic and is topologically triv-
ial when static. We will show how combined dipo-
lar and phasonic modulation creates topologically non-

trivial edge modes, generalizing previous results such
as [59], and note an interesting connection between the
driven Harper-Hofstadter model and two prototypical
models for 1D topological phenomena: the generalized
Rice-Mele (RM) and Su-Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) models
[60].
It is known that the 1D RMmodel and SSH models can

be projected from the 2D Harper-Hofstadter model with
NNN hoppings [60–62]. Consider the case where the 2D
Harper-Hofstadter model with NNN hoppings has a mag-
netic flux β = 1/q (where q is a positive integer) through
one plaquette. The projected 1D model is a superlattice
with q sites per unit cell. In the projected space, both
the on-site potential and the nearest-neighbor tunneling
are sinusoidally modulated with the same spatial period
q. The projected model then describes a RM model with
q sites per unit cell. When the on-site potential vanishes,
the model becomes the SSH with q sites per unit cell [60].
As previously described in Section IIC, these NNN

hoppings can be induced in the ordinary 2D Harper-
Hofstadter model by elliptically polarized irradiation. It
immediately follows that an effective generalized RM
model can be obtained by projection of an elliptically-
driven 2D Harper-Hofstadter model. Now we recall that
the strength of the on-site potential in the 1D space cor-
responds to the tunneling strength along the extra di-
mension in the 2D space (Fig.1). Thus, if the external
driving can make the tunneling along the extra dimen-
sion effectively vanish in the 2D space, then the projected
1D model has no on-site potential: it becomes the SSH
model with q sites per unit cell. A vanishing tunneling
strength along the extra dimension corresponds precisely
to dynamic localization in 2D, or phasonically-induced
destruction of localization in 1D, when φ0 is one of the
zeros of J0(φ0).
As an example, we begin with β = 1/2 in the static

AAH model. This static dimerized lattice with spa-
tially homogeneous J is topologically trivial. It is pro-
jected from the π−flux Harper-Hofstadter model which is
also topologically trivial due to time-reversal symmetry.
Varying κ, two Dirac points, associated with the π-flux
model, appear at κ = π/2 and κ = 3π/2, as shown in
Fig. 7(a). When an elliptically polarized modulation
(δθ = ±π/2) is applied, however, the effective Hamilto-

nian Ĥeff = Ĥ(0) + Ĥ(1) becomes

Ĥeff =−
L−1∑
j=1

(
Jeff(K0) + (−1)jJ1(K0, φ0) cos (κ)

)
ĉ†j+1ĉj

+ h.c.+∆eff(φ0)

L∑
j=1

sin (κ) (−1)j n̂j . (8)

This is a Floquet RM model [63] that exhibits topolog-
ical pumping as we scan κ = Ωt with Ω ≪ ω. In full
accordance with the static RM model, we observe that
gaps open at the Dirac points and a pair of edge states
localized at each end of the lattice emerge and traverse
the gap as shown in Fig. 7. These edge states are nu-
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 7. Comparison of the quasienergy spectra of a dimerized
lattice (β = 1/2) under (a) linearly polarized modulation and
(b) circularly polarized modulation that leads to a Floquet
Rice-Mele model. (a) Band-touching (Dirac points) can be
seen at the phases κ = π/2 and κ = 3π/2. (b) When the
modulation is circular, gaps open at the Dirac points and
edge states form. The spectra are obtained by diagonalizing
the Floquet block Hamiltonian H with λ = 1, K0 = φ0 = 1.5
and ℏω = 15J .

merically identified by the edge-locality marker of the ith

eigenstate [64]

B =
∑

j∈{L,R}

|ψ(i)
j |2 (9)

where L and R represent sites at left and the right edge,
respectively.

This observation is analogous to the case of irradiated
graphene, where gaps open at the Dirac points due to
drive-induced NNN hoppings [46]. Unlike the case of
eigenstate multifractality, here the higher-order terms in
the high-frequency expansion do not destroy edge states
as they are topologically robust. We note that the same
model at β = 1/2 has been studied before, and identified
as a Floquet topological insulator [59].

The RM model becomes the celebrated SSH model
when the on-site potential vanishes. In our system, this
condition corresponds to ∆eff(φ0) = 0 due to an ap-
propriately chosen phasonic component of the ellipti-
cally polarized modulation. From the 2D perspective,
∆eff(φ0) = 0 corresponds to the condition of dynamic

(a)

(b)

FIG. 8. Edge modes of the commensurate DDAAH model
under elliptically polarized modulation (δθ = −π/2) driven
at φ0 ≈ 2.4048, the first zero of J0(φ0). (a) Quasienergy
spectrum for β = 1/2 and λ = 1. Two nearly degenerate
edge modes between 0 < κ < π are visible around ε/J = 0.
(b) Quasienergy spectrum for β = 1/4 at λ ≈ 6.1047 (so
|J1/J0(K0)| = 1). A pair of nearly degenerate edge modes
are visible between 0 < κ < π/2 and π < κ < 3π/2 inside the
gaps around ε/J = 0, and two other quantum-Hall type edge
modes also appear. Both calculations are done at ℏω = 15J ,
L = 100 and K0 = 1.5 using the Floquet block Hamiltonian
(Eq. A1) with open boundary conditions.

localization along the extra dimension. The effective
Hamiltonian then becomes

Ĥeff ≈ −
L−1∑
j=1

(
Jeff + (−1)jJ1(K0, φ0) cos (κ)

)
ĉ†j+1ĉj

+ h.c.. (10)

This (Floquet) SSH model can be transformed into two
decoupled chains of Majorana fermions, and features de-
generate zero-modes across the gap when 0 < κ < π
[62, 65]. Our numerical calculations from the Floquet
block Hamiltonian are in agreement with this predic-
tion, as shown in Fig. 8. Higher-order terms in the high
frequency expansion couple the two independent Majo-
rana chains, lifting the degeneracy of the zero-modes [62],
which can be observed in Fig. 8(a). However, their ap-
pearance and locations are robust against such perturba-
tions.
As discussed earlier, the analyses above can be gener-
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alized to other rational β = 1/q where q is a positive inte-
ger [60]. The projected 1D system will then have q lattice
sites per unit cell. For example, the case β = 1/4 was first
studied by [62]. When there is no modulation, the sys-
tem is again topologically trivial in 1D. Topological edge
states show up once we apply elliptical modulations at
∆eff(φ0) = 0, so that the effective Hamiltonian becomes
the SSH4 model in 1D. Apart from the two pairs of quan-
tum Hall edge states, the quasienergy spectrum shown in
Fig.8(b) again contains pairs of nearly-degenerate edge
states as predicted by [62].

IV. EXPERIMENTAL REALIZATION

Finally, we discuss the experimental protocol needed
to realize the DDAAH model and all phenomena dis-
cussed in the preceding section. Compared to some pro-
posed and existing experimental realizations [26, 28, 29],
our model is relatively simple, only requiring already-
demonstrated techniques in platforms such as photonic
lattices [4, 66] and ultracold atoms [3, 32, 33]. We there-
fore expect the DDAAH Hamiltonian to be realizable in
a wide range of experiments.

We focus on the implementation of the DDAAH model
using ultracold atoms in a shaken 1D bichromatic optical
lattice [3, 32, 34], which combines the AAH model and
periodic modulation:

ĤBOL(t) =
p̂2

2M
+ VP cos

(
2kP (x̂− xP (t))

)
+ VS cos

(
2kS(x̂− xS(t)) + κ

)
.

Here M refers to the mass of the atoms, kP,S denote
the wave vector of the primary and secondary lattices,
respectively, and κ accounts for any phase difference
between the two lattices when there is no modulation.
VP,S denote the lattice depths of the primary and sec-
ondary lattice, respectively. The Aubry-André regime
is achieved with VP ≫ VS and a deep primary lattice
depth VP ≳ 10Er,P [67, 68] where Er,P = ℏ2k2P /(2M) is
the recoil energy of the primary lattice, and the incom-
mensurate ratio is the ratio of the lattice wave vectors,
β = kS/kP . In this way, the weak secondary lattice will
only shift the depth of each lattice site formed by the
deep primary lattice and will not significantly alter the
nearest-neighbor tunneling strength [69]. xP,S(t) denote
the position modulation (shaking) of the primary and
secondary lattices, respectively. Although non-sinusoidal
modulations are an interesting topic for future work, here
we consider only sinusoidal modulation:

xP (t) = αP sin(ωt+ θP ), xS(t) = αS sin(ωt+ θS)

where αP,S are the shaking amplitudes of the primary
and secondary lattices, respectively, and θP,S are the as-
sociated phases of each modulation.

Because the deep primary lattice defines the lattice
sites, we transform to the co-moving frame of the primary

lattice [70], which leads to

Ĥcm(t) =
p̂2

2M
+ VP cos

(
2kP x̂

)
+ VS cos

(
2kS(x̂− xphason(t)) + κ

)
+ x̂F (t).

The frame transformation gives rise to an inertial force
F (t) = MẍP (t), a dipolar modulation. The phasonic
modulation xphason(t) := xS(t)−xP (t) = αphason sin(ωt+
θphason) is formed by the interference of xP (t) and xS(t).
The amplitude and phase of the phasonic modulation are
thus determined by

αphason =
√
α2
P + α2

S − 2αPαS cos(θS − θP ),

θphason = atan2(u, v),

where u := αS sin θS − αP sin θP , v := αS cos θS −
αP cos θP and atan2(u, v) is the 2-argument arctangent
function. Note that the phasonic modulation amplitude
αphason is also determined by the relative phase difference
between position modulations of primary and secondary
lattices.
In the tight-binding regime achieved for large VP , the

Hamiltonian Ĥcm(t) is equivalent to the DDAAH model
(Eq.(1)) [69] with dipolar and phasonic modulation am-
plitudes [32, 33]

K0 =
π

ℏkP
MωαP , φ0 = 2kSαphason (11)

and phases

θx = θP +
π

2
, θy = θphason.

The polarization is then controlled by the phase differ-
ence δθ = θy−θx between the dipolar and phasonic mod-
ulation.
Experimentally, a shaken bichromatic optical lattice

can be implemented either by moving mirrors [34, 71], or
by relative frequency modulation of counterpropagating
lattice beams using acousto-optical modulators [32, 33].
We focus on the latter approach and provide a straight-
forward recipe for achieving circularly polarized modula-
tion.
Circularly polarized modulation can be most easily

achieved by shaking the primary lattice while keeping the
secondary lattice static (xS(t) = 0) in the lab frame by
introducing a frequency difference fP (t) = f0,P sin(ωt)
between the two counter-propagating lattice beams that
form the primary lattice. In the co-moving frame, the
dipolar and phasonic modulations are then given by [33]

K0(t) =
Mπ2

ℏk2P
f0,P sin (ωt) ,

φ(t) = 2πβ
f0,P
ω

sin
(
ωt+

π

2

)
.

The phase difference between the two modulations is
δθ = π/2, and so the modulation is elliptically polarized.
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FIG. 9. Time evolution of the rms width for the DDAAH
model (2) at different locations in the phase diagram. Param-
eters, the polarization of the modulations, the fitted values of
the exponent γ and the corresponding phases are shown at
the top panel. The time-evolution is shown at the bottom
panel, where dotted black lines represent the fit for the ex-
ponent γ. The system is driven for 2000 cycles at ℏω = 15J
with φ0 = K0 and data in each case are averaged over 10 ran-
domly selected values of κ. The initial state is a single-site
excitation ψ(t) = δj,0 and the Hamiltonian (2) is numerically
integrated with the second order split-operator method with
a time step of dt ≈ 1.26× 10−5ℏ/J .

The condition of circular polarization is K0 = K/ℏω =
φ0, that is,

Mπ2

ℏk2P
f0,P = 2πβ

f0,P
ω

→ ℏωRCP =
4β

π
Er,P. (12)

For β = βGR, 4βGR/π ≈ 0.787. Thus, when the driv-
ing frequency matches the recoil energy with the above
relation, the modulation becomes RCP, and the modula-
tion frequency ωRCP is within the first band gap of the
optical lattice. In fact, this shaking protocol has already
been demonstrated experimentally in recent work [32], al-
though that work did not focus on critical or topological
dynamics.

Lastly, we comment on experimental signatures of a
critical phase. Possibilities include, for example, the im-
balance [72] or the dynamic exponent of the root-mean-
squared (rms) width σ(t) of the trapped gas [22, 73].
Considering the latter in more detail, the rms width is
defined as

σ(t) =

√∑
j

(j − j0)2|ψj(t)|2 ∼ tγ , (13)

where j0 :=
∑

j j|ψj(t)|2 is the center of the wave func-
tion. The long-time evolution of the rms width, governed

by the exponent γ, can distinguish system’s localization
properties. For a localized (delocalized) phase, γ = 0 (1).
If the underlying spectrum and the associated eigenstates
are multifractal, the dynamic exponent γ is in between
0 and 1 [73]. Thus, we can distinguish these phases by
monitoring the expansion of the wave function and ex-
tracting the dynamic exponent.

We demonstrate this usage of γ by computing the time-
evolution of the wave functions at exemplary points in
the phase diagram, with the Hamiltonian in the length
gauge (Eq. 2). The results in Fig. 9 show the expected
ballistic expansion in the delocalized phase (γ ≈ 1), the
suppression of transport at long times in the localized
phase (γ ≈ 0), and the critical expansion with γ ≈ 0.4067
when RCP modulation is applied. In contrast, when the
modulation is linearly polarized, the same parameters no
longer leads to the critical dynamic but a localized one.

V. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we introduced combined dipolar and pha-
sonic modulations to the AAH model, and outlined a
mapping to a 2D integer quantum Hall system illumi-
nated by light of variable polarization. The combined
modulations offer a remarkable degree of control over lo-
calization and topological properties. Phenomena that
can thereby be physically realized include tessellated
phase diagrams with interlaced localized and delocal-
ized phases, effective time-reversal dynamics, Floquet-
engineered multifractality without fine-tuning, and topo-
logical edge states. In describing these phenomena we
identified a connection between the elliptically driven
Harper-Hofstatder model and generalized Rice-Mele and
Su-Shrieffer-Heeger models.

These results pave the way for future work, in part be-
cause the simplicity of our model reduces experimental
challenges. Here we outline some future opportunities.
A straightforward extension is to use low-dimensional
quasiperiodic systems to study the dynamics of corre-
sponding strongly-driven integer quantum Hall systems
in higher dimensions [13, 42, 74–76]. For example, one
can generalize our results to study 4D driven quantum
Hall systems with 2D doubly-driven bichromatic lattices
[13, 42]. Extensions to a driven Hofstadter model with a
non-abelian gauge field are also possible by considering
spinful fermions in the DDAAH model [77]. Our results
may have implications for driven strained Moiré superlat-
tices in a magnetic field, where the anisotropic conduc-
tivity can be switched by irradiation (Fig. 3 and [78]).
Finally, the inclusion of interparticle interactions poses a
challenging and fundamental question: can one expect a
Floquet many-body critical phase? In some static sys-
tems, critical phases have been shown numerically to re-
tain their multifractal characteristics in the presence of
interactions [24, 30], thus appearing as an additional pos-
sibility alongside thermalization and many-body localiza-
tion. Probing the stability of the Floquet critical phase



12

in the presence of interactions is thus a natural target for
future investigation [79, 80].
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Appendix A: Floquet analysis

By the Floquet theorem, for a time-periodic Hamilto-
nian Ĥ(t) = Ĥ(t + T ) there exists a complete and or-
thornormal basis whose elements |ψn(t)⟩ are referred to
as the Floquet eigenstates which time-evolve as |ψn(t +
T )⟩ = e−iεnT/ℏ|ψn(t)⟩ where εn is the quasienergy. In
analogy to the case of Bloch’s theorem, the Floquet eigen-
states can be decomposed into a “plane wave” factor
e−iεnt/ℏ and a time-periodic Floquet function |Ψn(t)⟩:

|ψn(t)⟩ = e−iεnt/ℏ|Ψn(t)⟩, |Ψn(t+ T )⟩ = |Ψn(t)⟩.

Notably, the Floquet function can then be repre-
sented by a discrete Fourier series as |Ψn(t)⟩ =∑∞

m=−∞ |ϕn,m⟩eimωt wherem labels the Fourier harmon-
ics. Employing the Fourier decomposition of the time-
dependent Hamiltonian Ĥ(t) =

∑∞
m=−∞ Ĥme

imωt, we
can derive the following equation from the Schrödinger
equation:

(εn +mℏω) |ϕn,m⟩ =
∑
m′

Ĥm−m′ |ϕn,m′⟩.

This algebraic equation can be written in the following
block matrix form, which we refer to as the Floquet block
Hamiltonian in the main text:

Hφn = εnφn, H =


. . . Ĥ−1 Ĥ−2 Ĥ−3

Ĥ1 Ĥ0 −mℏω Ĥ−1 Ĥ−2

Ĥ2 Ĥ1 Ĥ0 − (m+ 1)ℏω Ĥ−1

Ĥ3 Ĥ2 Ĥ1
. . .

 , φn =


...

|ϕn,m⟩
|ϕn,m+1⟩

...

 (A1)

The quasienergy spectrum and properties of Floquet

eigenstates such as IPR
(i)
2 can thus be extracted by nu-

merical diagonalization with some finite Fourier index
mcutoff and reconstructed by an inverse discrete Fourier
transform.

In our model, via the Jacobi-Anger expansion,

eix sin θ =

∞∑
m=−∞

Jm(x)eimθ,

the Fourier coefficients Ĥm of the DDAAH Hamiltonian

(1) are

Ĥm =

L−1∑
j=1

− JeimθxJm(K0)
(
(−1)mĉ†j+1ĉj + ĉ†j ĉj+1

)

+

L∑
j=1

∆eimθyJm(φ0)i
m cos

(
2πβj + κ− mπ

2

)
n̂j .

Appendix B: High-frequency expansion of
modulations with a generic polarization

We have reported Ĥ(0) and Ĥ(1) in the special case of
circularly polarized modulation (K0 = φ0, δθ = ±π/2).
For an arbitrary polarization, the term Ĥ(1) can be eval-
uated as



13

Ĥ(1) =
4J∆

ℏω
sin(πβ)

∞∑
m=1

im+1

m
sin (m(θy − θx))Jm(K0)Jm(φ0)

×
L−1∑
j=1

sin
(
2πβj + κ+ πβ − mπ

2

)(
−ĉ†j+1ĉj + (−1)mĉ†j ĉj+1

)
.

The interference term sin (m(θy − θx)) provides a selec-
tion rule of virtual m-photon absorption and emission
processes. We can see that Ĥ(1) vanishes in the case
of linearly polarized modulation θy = θx, and that only
terms with odd m are non-vanishing when δθ = ±π/2
due to the interference.

We have also computed Ĥ(2) analytically and numeri-
cally [52], although the results are too lengthy to be fully
displayed here. The overall results are quasiperiodically
modulated nearest-neighbor tunneling in 1D and addi-
tional quasiperiodic potential terms.

Appendix C: Comparison of multifractal analyses
between the Floquet block Hamiltonian and

truncated effective Hamiltonian

In Section IIC, we presented the multifractal analysis
using the Floquet block Hamiltonian (Eq. A1 and Fig.
6). In principle, this approach works in any frequency
regime without the need to evaluate and truncate the
high-frequency expansion (Eq. 3).

However, a realistic numerical study cannot include
all the infinitely-many Fourier harmonics, and so there is
a cutoff labeled by mcutoff in the Fourier components.
Thus, this approach may potentially miss the contri-
butions from harmonics higher than mcutoff from the
Fourier expansion. Nonetheless, their contributions are
still relatively small due to two main reasons: the decay of
Bessel functions Jm(z) as a function of m (where z = K0

or φ0) at a fixed amplitude K0 or φ0, and Wannier-
Stark localization in the Fourier space which describes
the wavefunction localized in the Fourier space labeled
by m, because the diagonal terms in H proportional to ω
are analogous to a linear potential in the Fourier lattice
indexed by m [81].

The second difficulty comes with the computational
cost associated with the system-size scaling. In the nu-
merical diagonalization, the number of Floquet-Brillouin
zones is (2mcutoff + 1), and the block matrix has a di-
mension of (2mcutoff + 1)L where L is the system size.
Consequently, the multifractal analysis with the Floquet
block Hamiltonian quickly becomes numerically expen-
sive as the system size L is increased, even with a rela-
tively small mcutoff .
Another approach to multifractal analysis is to use the

effective Hamiltonian from a truncated high-frequency
expansion. Unlike the approach with Floquet block

(a)

(b)

FIG. 10. Comparison of calculations of fractal dimensions D2

based on the (a) the Floquet block Hamiltonian (Eq.A1), re-
produced from Fig. 6(b) for convenience, and (b) a truncated
high-frequency expansion. The data in (a) are reproduced
from Fig.6(b) for easier comparison. We recall that the sys-
tem size is varied from 300 to 3300 with mcutoff = 2 in (a). In
contrast, for the result in (b), the system size is varied from
300 to 6000 with mcutoff = 10. Both calculations use κ = 0.

Hamiltonian, this truncation is applied to the expan-
sion index n up to ncutoff : Ĥeff =

∑ncutoff

n=0 Ĥ(n). We are
thus ignoring contributions that decay as 1/(ℏω)n with
n > ncutoff . Independently, only finitely many Fourier
components (up to mcutoff) can be included. The ad-
vantage of this approach is that the dimension of the
effective Hamiltonian is the same as that of the original
system, (2mcutoff +1) times smaller than that of the Flo-
quet block Hamiltonian. Thus, the computational cost
of scaling the effective Hamiltonian is much less than
that of scaling the Floquet block Hamiltonian, regard-
less of the mcutoff used. Therefore, for the numerical
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multifractal analysis, the truncated high-frequency ex-
pansion is helpful in reaching a larger system size and
including more Fourier harmonics, but ignores contribu-
tions with strength no larger than 1/(ℏω)ncutoff . These
two approaches thus complement each other.

Here we compare and the contrast these two ap-
proaches by numerical calculation of the fractal dimen-

sion in the same parameter range. For the truncated
high-frequency expansion we take ncutoff = 2. The result
is shown in Fig. 10. Values of D2 are still non-trivial
in a wide range of parameters and for a non-vanishing
fraction of eigenstates, and there are very few differences
between these two calculations. This further supports
the existence of the critical phase in our model.
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