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Dynamically localized states in quantum many-body systems are fundamentally important in
understanding quantum thermalization and have applications in quantum information processing.
Here we explore many-body dynamical localization (MBDL) without disorders in a non-integrable
quantum XY spin chain under periodical and quadratic kicks. We obtain the localization phase dia-
gram with the MBDL and delocalization states and show dynamical observables to extract the phase
diagram. For proper kick strengths in the MBDL regime, we reveal a local dynamical decoupling
effect for persistent Rabi oscillation of certain spins. Furthermore, we propose the MBDL-protected
quantum information at high temperatures, and present an analysis of the dynamical decoupling to
obtain the required system parameters for quantum storage. Compared to other non-thermalized
states, the disorder-free MBDL states require much fewer repetitions and resources, providing a
promising way to protect and store quantum information robust against thermal noises.

Introduction.— Coherent and controllable many-body
quantum dynamics plays an important role in quantum
matter engineering and quantum information processing.
As a consequence of thermalization, however, coherence
in generic many-body quantum systems is fragile once
they are excited to a finite energy density above ground
states [1, 2]. There are several ways to avoid thermal-
ization, apart from integrability. One is the many-body
localized (MBL) states induced by sufficiently strong dis-
orders [3–6], and the other is quantum many-body scars
[7–11], which correspond to the strong and weak break-
ing of ergodicity, respectively. In MBL systems, all exci-
tations are localized and thermalization is strongly sup-
pressed, which can protect coherence of any initial states.
The scar states also have a long coherence time as their
dynamics are effectively restricted in a subspace. These
localized states may provide resources for quantum infor-
mation processing [12–22].

Floquet engineering provides another versatile tool-
box to understand thermalization and non-equilibrium
phases in periodically driven quantum systems [23–31].
As a paradigm of quantum chaos, the quantum kicked
rotor (QKR) can avoid chaotic dynamics due to the dy-
namical localization [32–36], which can be viewed as An-
derson localization in momentum space and has been ob-
served in ultracold atomic gases [37–40]. Recently, in-
creasing efforts are made to study the dynamically lo-
calized states under many-body interactions, such as in-
teracting QKRs at the few-body limit [41–47], integrable
case [48], and mean-field level [49–51], which were ex-
perimentally observed using Bose-Einstein condensates

in periodically pulsed optical lattices [52, 53]. Recent
theoretical works suggest that the many-body dynami-
cal localization (MBDL) persists in periodically kicked
1D Bose gases in strongly interacting regimes [54–57].
The observation of MBDL in an interaction-tuable 1D
Bose gas was just reported in Ref. [58]. Simultaneously,
quantum spin chains with tunable disorders and driving
fields have been proposed to realize MBL and scarred
(confined) states [59–65]. The periodically kicked Ising
chains with exactly solvable dynamics can serve as a min-
imal model to study many-body quantum chaos [66–70].
Nevertheless, the MBDL in clean driven spin systems,
which are amenable in quantum processors, and its re-
lated coherence protection remain unexplored.

In this work, we investigate the disorder-free MBDL in
a non-integrable kicked XY spin chain and its application
in protecting quantum information. For the quantum XY
chain with a longitudinal field under periodic transverse-
field kicks, we obtain the phase diagram with the MBDL
and delocalization phases and show dynamical observ-
ables to extract the localization phase diagram. We un-
cover a local dynamical decoupling (DD) effect under
proper kick strengths in the MBDL regime, which enables
persistent Rabi oscillation of certain spins. Moreover, we
demonstrate the MBDL-protected quantum information
at high temperatures, and present an analysis of the local
DD to obtain the system parameters for robust quantum
storage. Our proposal is realizable with superconducting
and Rydberg atom quantum simulators.

Model.— We consider a kicked quantum spin chain of
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length L described by the Hamiltonian:

H(t) = HXY +KT

L∑
j=1

(j − j0)
2
σz
j

NT∑
n=1

δ(t− nT ), (1)

where HXY =
∑L

j=1 J
(
σ+
j σ

−
j+1 + σ+

j+1σ
−
j

)
+ Ωσx

j is the
static Hamiltonian with XY interaction between nearest-
neighbour spins and a longitudinal field, K and T denote
the strength and period of the transverse-field kicks with
a quadratic potential centered at j0, respectively. Here
σ±
j = σx

j ±iσ
y
j with σx,y,z

j being the Pauli matrices of j-th
spin, J is the interaction strength, and Ω is the strength
of the longitudinal field, which leads to coherent spin flips
and breaks U(1) symmetry. Notably, we will emphasize
in protection of quantum coherence raising from Ω via the
MBDL in this kicked XY chain, which was not considered
in kicked Ising chains [66–70]. To do this, we consider the
high-frequency driving by setting T = 1/16 and Ω = ℏ =
1 as the energy (frequency) unit.

For the kicked spin chain, the Floquet operator UF is

UF = e−iKT
∑L

j=1(j−j0)
2σz

j e−iHXYT ≡ e−iHFT , (2)

where HF = i
T lnUF is the effective Floquet Hamilto-

nian. The wave function at time t = nT after n kick cy-
cles is |ψ(t)⟩ = Un

F |ψ(0)⟩. As the model is non-integrable
and U(1)-symmetry broken, we numerically study the
static and dynamical properties using the exact diago-
nalization for system size L ≤ 14 and density matrix
renormalization group for larger L. Without loss of gen-
erality, we consider centrosymmetric spin chains by set-
ting j0 = (L+ 1)/2 under open boundary condition.
Localization phase diagram.— We first study localiza-

tion properties of many-body Floquet eigenstates {|ψF
α ⟩}.

They can be numerically obtained from the eigen equa-
tion UF |ψF

α ⟩ = e−iϵαT |ψF
α ⟩, where ϵα ∈ [0, 2π] are the

folded quasi-energies with α = {1, 2, .., D} and D = 2L

as the Hilbert-space dimension. To probe localization,
we compute the average inverse participation ratio (IPR)

IF = 1
D

∑D
α=1

∑D
p=1 | ⟨p|ψF

α ⟩ |4, where |p⟩ denote prod-
uct states in the computational basis. The result of IF
in Fig. 1(a) shows the localization phase diagram of Flo-
quet eigenstates in the K-J parameter space. For weak
(no) kick and strong interaction, the Floquet system is in
the delocalization phase with vanishing IF when L→ ∞,
which corresponds to thermalization and loss of quantum
information of initial states. As K is increased, it can in-
ter the MBDL (dynamical localization) phase with finite
IF in the interacting (noninteracting) case. In the local-
ization regime, a proper kick strength can induce the DD
of certain spins with persistent Rabi oscillation, such as
two edge spins for L = 11 and K/Ω = 16π/25 ≈ 2.01 in
Fig. 1(a), which will be discussed later. Here the local
DD leads to the decrease of IF (and OF ) with respect to
K without transitions, as depicted in Fig. 1(c).

Another quantity to reveal localization in the kicked
spin chain is the infinite-time staggered magnetization

(b)

MBDL

Dynamical 

decoupling

(c) (d) (e)

(a)

0.386

0.53

FIG. 1. (Color online) Localization phase diagrams on the
K-J parameter space obtained by (a) the IPR IF and (b)
the staggered magnetization OF averaging over all Floquet
eigenstates of L = 11. The dashed line in (a) corresponding
to the values of IF ≈ 0.009 is plotted to guide the eye and
as a rough estimation of the boundary between the delocal-
ization and MBDL phase regions. A proper kick gives rise to
the DD of certain spins. The dashed lines with triangles and
circles for critical points in (b) represent the phase bound-
aries determined by finite-size scaling of OF and half-chain
entanglement SF of Floquet eigenstates, respectively. (c) IF
and OF as a function of K near the DD. (d) SF versus L
for various K. (e) r̄ as a function of K for various L. Other
parameter is J = 1 in (c) and J = 2 in (d,e).

evolving from an initial Néel state |ψ(0)⟩ = | ↑↓↑↓ ...⟩,
which can be calculated via the Floquet ensemble {|ψF

α ⟩}
as OF = 1

L

∑L
j=1

∑D
α=1(−1)j |cα|2 ⟨ψF

α |σz
j |ψF

α ⟩ [1], with

the coefficients cα = ⟨ψF
α |ψ(0)⟩. Figure 1(b) shows the

result of OF consistent with the phase diagram in Fig.
1(a). The phase boundary can be estimated by the finite-
size scaling of OF (see Fig. 5 in the Supplementary Mate-
rial (SM) [71]). We also compute the average half-chain

entanglement entropy: SF = − 1
D

∑D
α=1 Tr

[
ρFα log ρFα

]
,

where ρFα = Trj⩽L/2[|ψF
α ⟩ ⟨ψF

α |] with even L. The finite-
size scaling of SF [71, 72] gives roughly consistent bound-
ary between the delocalization and MBDL phases in Fig.
1(b). Figure 1(c) shows the area-law entanglement in
the deep MBDL phase since only the area of the biparti-
tioning contributes to the entanglement [73–76], which is
different from the volume law in the delocalization phase.

Figure 1(e) indicates the crossover from delocalization
to the MBDL by the mean gap-ratio parameter r̄ [23, 77].
The level-spacing statistics of Floquet eigenstates is char-
acterized by rα = min{δα, δα+1}/max{δα, δα+1}, where
δα = ϵα+1 − ϵα is the quasi-energy gap. We obtain r̄
up to L = 14 by averaging rα over all Floquet eigen-
states and over 20 realizations of spin chains with a center
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(e)(d)

FIG. 2. (Color online) (a) Time evolution of I for typical
parameters. (b) I as a function of J for L = 13, 15, 19. (c)
Phase diagram extracted by I. (d) Time evolution of subsys-
tem entanglement SA=L/2 for various parameters. (e) Satura-
tion entanglement S̄ versus L. Other parameters are L = 13
in (a,e) and K = 0.5 in (b,d,e), and the initial Néel state is
|ψ(0)⟩ = | ↑↓↑↓ ...⟩ in (a-e).

offset j0 → j0 + joffset (to lift the level-spacing degener-
acy), with joffset uniformly distributed in the small region
[−0.02, 0.02]. The MBDL phase is indicated by a Poisso-
nian level-spacing distribution with r̄ ≈ 0.386, whereas
presents a Wigner-Dyson distribution with r̄ ≈ 0.53 in
the delocalized phase. It remains an important task to
capture the delocalization-MBDL transition and critical-
ity in the thermodynamics limit [78]. However, our re-
sults shown in Fig. 1 pinpoint the large parameter region
for the MBDL phase in the kicked spin chain.

Dynamical observables.— The (de)localization can be
observed via the stroboscopic dynamics of the kicked spin
chain. For an initial product state in typical experi-
ments, a direct observation is the spin-up (excitation)

density distribution P↑(j, t) =
〈
ψ(t)

∣∣∣σz
j+I
2

∣∣∣ψ(t)〉 at the

stroboscopic time t = nT , where I is the 2 × 2 identity
matrix. The results of P↑(j, t) for different initial states
show similar dynamics [71]: The spin chain tends to ther-
malize in the static case. Turning on periodical kicks up
to the MBDL regime, the quantum coherence of initial
states preserves without thermalization in the long-time
evolution. This disorder-free non-thermalized dynamical
phase is due to the kinetic constriction by the quadratic
kick potential. The MBDL can be broken down and the
thermalization dynamics dominates as J is increased.

To better characterize the MBDL and extract the lo-
calization phase diagram, one can prepare an initial Néel
state and measure the evolution of the generalized imbal-
ance I(t) = 1

L

∑
j(−1)j+1P↑(j, t). Typical results of I(t)

are shown in Fig. 2(a). In the MBDL (delocalization)
phase when L → ∞, I remains finite (becomes vanish-
ing) after long time evolution, which is expected to tend
to the value of OF in the infinite-time limit. We can use
the long-time-averaged imbalance I (averaging over the

time interval from t = 100T to 200T in simulations) to
probe (de)localization and extract the phase diagram, as
shown in Figs. 2(c) and 2(c), respectively.
Another observable is the dynamics of subsystem en-

tanglement entropy SA(t) = −Tr [ρA(t) log ρA(t)] [18,
78–80], where ρA(t) = Trj≤A[|ψ(t)⟩ ⟨ψ(t)|] is the re-
duced density matrix of subsystem-A. By performing to-
mography, one can measure ρA after n kicks to obtain
SA(t). Figure 2(d) shows distinct saturation behaviors
of the half-chain entanglement SA=L/2 for various L in
the MBDL and delocalization phases. In finite localized
(delocalized) systems, SA=L/2(t) approaches to saturate
at late times to certain value independent (linearly de-
pendent) of L [81–85]. The system-size dependence of
the saturation entanglement S̄, numerically obtained by
averaging SA=L/2(t) over the time interval from t = 400T
to 600T , is shown in Fig. 2(e). The result confirms the
area- and volume-law of the half-chain entanglement in
the MBDL and delocalization phases, respectively. No-
tably, the universal fluctuation in entanglement dynamics
[85] in this kicked spin chain worth further studying.
MBDL-protected quantum information.— In the deep

MBDL phase, arbitrary states in the energy spectrum are
non-thermalized. Due to this strong breaking of ergodic-
ity, the quantum information can be robustly encoded
with initial MBDL states. For a generic initial state
|ψ(0)⟩, its effective inverse temperature βeff can be ob-
tained by solving Tr[HF (|ψ(0)⟩ ⟨ψ(0)| − ρβ)] = 0, where
ρβ = e−βeffHF /Tr(e−βeffHF ) is the thermal density ma-
trix [86, 87]. We plot βeff as a function of quasi-energies of
all product states ϵp = ⟨ψ(0)|HF |ψ(0)⟩ for the system of
L = 11 in the MBDL phase and local DD case in Fig. 3(a)
and 3(b), respectively. To show the protection of quan-
tum information at high temperatures, we can consider
the initial product states with βeff ≈ 0 near the center of
the energy spectra. The non-thermalization dynamics of
initial MBDL states can be observed from the long-time
coherent evolution of spin density distributions, with an
example shown in Fig. 3(d) (and the SM [71]). We can
study additional information on the coherent dynamics
beyond local observables. We compute the time evolu-

tion of fidelity FA(t) =

[
Tr

√√
ρA(t)ρA(0)

√
ρA(t)

]2
and

entanglement entropy SA(t) of subsystem-A with A = 4
for the high-temperature initial states in Figs. 3(e) and
3(f). The subsystem fidelity with high values and low en-
tanglement entropy persists in the long-time evolution.
For the local DD case in Fig. 3(d), one can find the per-

sistent Rabi oscillation in P↑(j, t) of j = 1, L for L = 11.
In this case, the two edge spins of arbitrary initial states
are effectively decoupled and behave as free spins with
nearly the same Rabi oscillation, as long as the system
is in the MBDL phase. Similar coherent dynamics and
the DD of edge spins for other initial states are shown in
Fig. 8. Note that the DD effect will be destroyed if J is
increased up to the delocalization regime. Interestingly,
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FIG. 3. (Color online) βeff as a function of ϵp for (a) MBDL
with K = 1; and (b) DD with K = 16π/25. The initial high-
temperature states with βeff ≈ 0 are denoted in red. (c) Time
evolution of FA and SA (with A = 4) for the initial state in
(a). Time evolution of (d) P↑; and (e) FA, SA and ⟨σz

1⟩ for the
initial state in (b). (f) Lifetime τ of the ⟨σz

1⟩-oscillation versus
L for the initial vacuum and entangled states [71]. Other
parameters are J = 0.5 and L = 11.

the revivals in the local density dynamics in Fig. 3(d),
as well as ⟨σz

1(t)⟩ and FA(t) in Fig. 3(f) imply that the
quantum information of initial states in the DD case can
be well restored at high temperatures. Moreover, we es-
timate the lifetime τ of the oscillation of ⟨σz

1(t)⟩ under
the DD effect [71]. The results of τ versus L for vacuum
(| ↓↓ ...⟩) and entangled initial states shown in Fig. 3(d).
Here the exponential increase of the lifetime with the
system size indicates strong non-thermalization. Thus,
the MBDL states with the DD effect provide a promising
way of quantum storage robust against to thermal noises
and even far away equilibrium. Notably, the long-time
coherent dynamics is exhibited for generic initial MBDL
states, such as entangled states shown in the SM [71].
Compared to the MBL and scar states, MBDL states
in our kicked spin system do not require strong disorder
average and special quantum state preparation.

Analysis of local DD.— We proceed to present an anal-
ysis of the local DD to obtain the required system param-
eters. For the j-th decoupled spin in the MBDL regime,
its effective coupling strength is vanishing, correspond-

ing to the local Floquet operator U
(j)
F = e−iK̃σz

j e−iΩTσx
j ,

where K̃ = KT (j − j0)
2 with m being positive integers.

When K̃ = mπ for certain kick strengths, the operator

reduces to U
(j)
F = (−1)me−iΩTσx

j . This implies the Rabi
oscillation of the effectively decoupled spin with the fre-
quency ωd = ΩT/π. The analytical expression of the

0

(b)

(c) (d)

0

1
P


(a)

FIG. 4. (Color online) (a) ωd with respect to Ω for the DD

of edge spins in the chain of L = 11. (b) K
(1,1)
d with respect

to L. (c) K versus Nd for L = 21, 41, 61. (d) Evolution of
P↑(j, t) in the DD case of Nd = 4 for K = 16π/25 and L = 21.

oscillation frequency is consistent of the numerical re-
sult, as shown in Fig. 4(a). The kick strength required

for the DD of j-th spin is K
(j,m)
d = mπ/T (j − j0)

2. For
the centrosymmetric chain of odd spins considered here,
the local DD occurs with pairs of spins, such as j = 1, L
for L = 11 shown in Fig. 3(d) and Fig. 4. We numeri-

cally extract K
(1,1)
d for various L from the local dynamics

and find well agreement with the analytical expression

K
(1,1)
d = 4π/T (L− 1)2, as shown in Fig. 4(b).
To store more quantum information without thermal-

ization, one needs more decoupled spins. Remarkably, we
obtain the following relation between the kick strength
and the DD spin number Nd of system size L [71]:

K(Nd, L) =
π

T ⌊(L− 1)/Nd⌋2
, (3)

where ⌊· · · ⌋ is the floor function. The results for larger
spin chain of L = 21, 41, 61 are shown in Fig. 4(c). One
can see that the number of DD spins can be increased up
to Nd = L − 1 by increasing the kick strength. We also
numerically confirm this relation from the local dynamics
of the spin chain of L = 21 and Nd = 4 in Fig. 4(d).
Discussions and conclusions.— Before concluding, we

discuss experimental realization of the kicked XY quan-
tum spin chain. The first system is the superconducting
quantum simulators, consisting of 1D arrays of control-
lable qubits with tunable nearest-neighbour XY coupling
[30, 88, 89]. One can individually and dynamically tune
local potentials to realize the static and periodical kick
terms along the x- and z-axis in Eq. (1), similar as those
in experiments in Ref. [30]. Alternatively, one can realize
the Floquet unitary UF given by Eq. (2) in a digital way
using tunable quantum gates on superconducting qubits
[28, 29]. The second platform is the 1D driven Rydberg
atom array [9, 90]. One can encode the effective spin-1/2
in a pair of opposite-parity Rydberg states and realize
the XY spin Hamiltonian via the resonant dipole-dipole
interactions [90]. The kicked potential may be produced
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by applying pulsed laser beams with spatially dependent
light shifts [9, 90]. Both superconducting and Rydberg
quantum simulators are programmable with controllable
many-body dynamics to detect the MBDL phase and the
related coherence protection.

In summary, we have explored the disorder-free MBDL
in the non-integrable quantum XY chain under periodical
kicks. We have revealed the localization phase diagram
with dynamical observables and large parameter regions
for the MBDL, and uncovered the local DD effect for
persistent Rabi oscillation of certain spins. We have pro-
posed the MBDL-protected quantum information at high
temperatures, and presented an analysis of the DD to ob-
tain the required system parameters for quantum storage.
The MBDL states in spin systems offer a promising plat-
form for studying quantum thermalization and quantum
information processing robust against thermal noises.
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J. Léonard, and M. Greiner, Nature 573, 385 (2019).
[79] A. M. Kaufman, M. E. Tai, A. Lukin, M. Rispoli,

R. Schittko, P. M. Preiss, and M. Greiner, Science 353,
794 (2016).

[80] J. Choi, A. L. Shaw, I. S. Madjarov, X. Xie, R. Finkel-
stein, J. P. Covey, J. S. Cotler, D. K. Mark, H.-Y. Huang,
A. Kale, H. Pichler, F. G. S. L. Brandão, S. Choi, and
M. Endres, Nature 613, 468 (2023).

[81] M. Fagotti and P. Calabrese, Phys. Rev. A 78, 010306
(2008).

[82] J. H. Bardarson, F. Pollmann, and J. E. Moore, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 109, 017202 (2012).
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIALS

A. Finite-size scaling to obtain phase boundaries

We numerically determine the phase boundary be-
tween the MBDL and delocalization phase through the
finite-size scaling analysis of infinite-time staggered mag-
netization OF and half-chain entanglement entropy SF

defined in the main text. Figures 5(a1-e1) show the re-
sult of OF versus the kick strength K for various sys-
tem sizes L and interaction strengths J . For the case of
J = 0.5 in Fig. 5(a1), OF saturates to small finite value
at weak kick strength, which indicates the thermaliza-
tion of the systems. As the kick strength is increased,
the curves of OF is separated around K = Kc and in-
creases with L. The curves can collapse well by consid-
ering OF as a function of (K −Kc)L

1/ν with the critical
exponent ν ≈ 0.70 and Kc ≈ 0.2, as shown in Fig. 5(a2),
which indicates a delocalization-MBDL transition when
approaching to the thermodynamic limit. Similar finite-
size scaling analysis are taken for J = {1, 1.5, 2.0, 2.5}
in Figs. 5(b1-e1), which give the critical points at
Kc ≈ {0.38, 0.52, 0.62, 0.75} in Figs. 5(b2-e2).

Half-chain entanglement entropy is a complementary
quantity to distinguish thermal phase and the MBL
phase [73–76]. For fully thermal Floquet states in our
system, the entanglement entropy is given by the Page
value SPage

F = (L ln 2− 1)/2+O(L) [73], which indicates
that the value of entanglement entropy increases linearly
with system size L, i.e., the volume law. On the other
hand, these eigenstates in MBL systems are partly entan-
gled, hence the entanglement entropy SF ∼ O(L0) obeys
the area law. Figures 6(a1-e1) show the site-averaged
half-chain entanglement entropy SF /L of Floquet eigen-
states of UF as functions of the kick strength K for dif-
ferent system sizes L and J . For J = 0.5 in Fig. 6(a1),
SF /L obeys the volume law at weak kick strength, which
indicates the thermalization in the system. As K is in-
creased, the curves of SF /L for different L cross together
at K = Kc, which indicates the delocalization-MBDL
transition. To determine the MBDL transition point Kc,
we collapse these curves in Fig. 6(a2) by considering
SF /L as a function of (K − Kc)L

1/ν with Kc ≈ 0.28.
For other values of J = {1, 1.5, 2.0, 2.5} in Figs. 6(b1-
e1), the corresponding critical points can be determined
as Kc ≈ {0.42, 0.51, 0.60, 0.70} in Figs. 6(b2-e2), respec-
tively. The result of MBDL transition point {Kc} are in
consistent with ones obtained from OF , while the critical
exponent ν ≈ 0.65 in Figs. 6(a2-e2) is slightly different
with that in Figs. 5(a2-e2).

B. Dynamics of various initial states

The (de)localization of the many-body Floquet eigen-
states {|ψF

α ⟩} can be observed through dynamics of

spin-up (excitation) density distribution P↑(j, t) defined
in main text. The results of P↑(j, t) as functions of
t/T for different initial states with different parame-
ters (K/Ω, J/Ω) are showed in Fig. 7. For Néel state
|ψ(0)⟩ = |↑↓↑↓↑↓↑↓↑↓↑↓↑⟩ with (K/Ω, J/Ω) = (0, 0.5) in
Fig. 7(a) , Hamiltonian Eq. (1) reduces to HXY . In this
case, the system tends to thermalize with losing embed-
ded quantum information [the upper panel]. Turning on
kick strength up to MBDL regime with K = J = 0.5,
the system turns to preserve the quantum coherence of
initial states without thermalization in a long-time evolu-
tion up to t = 200T [the middle panel]. This disorder-free
non-thermalized dynamical phase comes from dynamical
constraints induced by quadratic kick potential. Noted
that the system slightly thermalize around the central
spin, which is due to the zero kick strength on spin j = 7.
Further increasing the interaction strength up to J = 2.0,
the systems reenter the delocalized regime of phase di-
agram, which leads to delocalization dynamics of spin
chains [the lower panel]. Similar phenomenons can be
observed for other typical initial states in Fig. 1(b, c),
which indicates the independence of the choice of initial
states for observing MBDL and delocalization dynamics.

The edge spins of the spin chains exhibit persistent
Rabi oscillation in P↑(j, t) for specific value of kick
strength. Such phenomenon is induced by DD of edge
spins in MBDL regime, which is independent of the choice
of initial state. Here we consider systems size L = 11 and

kick strength K = K
(1,1)
d to enable the DD of edge spins.

The coherent dynamics and DD of edge spins of Néel
state |ψ(0)⟩ = |↑↓↑↓↑↓↑↓↑↓↑↓↑⟩ for J = 0, 1 are shown
in upper and middle panels of Fig. 8(a), respectively.
One can see the Rabi oscillation of P↑(1, t) and P↑(11, t)
independent of interaction strength J = 0, 1. By ap-
plying the Fourier transformation of P↑(1, t) for varying
J = 0, 1, we obtain the corresponding Fourier spectrum
in Fig. 8(a) [lower panel]. The Rabi-like oscillation fre-
quency of P↑(1, t) for J = 1 are the same as that for
free spins with J = 0. This indicates that the spins of
j = 1, L are effectively decoupled and behavior as free
spins with Rabi oscillation. Noted that Rabi oscillation
also exhibits in central spin j = 6 for decoupled limit
J = 0, which breaks up when interaction strength domi-
nates the dynamics around central spins with J = 1. DD
of other initial state can also be observed in Fig. 8(b-e).

The persistent coherent dynamics protected by the
disorder-free MBDL is exhibited for generic initial states.
We compute the time evolution of fidelity FA(t) and en-
tanglement entropy SA(t) of the high-temperature Bell
states and entangled states in Figs. 9(a,b) and (c,d), re-
spectively. The parameters are (K/Ω, J/Ω) = (1.0, 0.5)
and (16π/25, 1.0) in (a,c) and (b,d), respectively. The
subsystem fidelity dynamics with low entanglement en-
tropy persists in the long-time evolution up to t = 500T .
Noted that FA(t) oscillates in (b,d) due to DD of edge
spins.
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(a1) (b1) (c1) (d1) (e1)

(a2) (b2) (c2) (d2) (e2)

FIG. 5. (Color online) Finite-size scaling of OF to determine the critical points Kc. The lower column shows OF after the data
collapse for J = {0.5, 1.0, 1.5, 2.0, 2.5} with Kc ≈ {0.2, 0.38, 0.52, 0.62, 0.75} and critical exponent ν ≈ 0.70 in (a-e), respectively.

(a1) (b1) (c1) (d1) (e1)

(a2) (b2) (c2) (d2) (e2)

/L
/L

FIG. 6. (Color online) Finite-size scaling of SF to determine the critical points Kc. The lower column shows SF after the
data collapse for J = {0.5, 1.0, 1.5, 2.0, 2.5} with Kc ≈ {0.28, 0.42, 0.51, 0.60, 0.70} and critical exponent ν ≈ 0.65 in (a-e),
respectively.

We can also estimate the lifetime τ of the persist Rabi-
like oscillation of edge spins from the long-time evolution
of ⟨σz

1⟩ under the DD effect. For instance, we show the
time evolution of ⟨σz

1⟩ in Figs. 10(a,b,c) starting from the
vacuum states |ψ(0)⟩ = |↓↓ · · ·⟩ and (d,e,f) for entangled
states |ψ(0)⟩ = 1√

2
(|↑⟩4 |↓⟩5 + |↓⟩4 |↑⟩5)⊗

∏
j ̸=4,5 |↓⟩j , for

system sizes L = 7, 8, 11. The parameters (K/Ω, J/Ω) =

(K
(1,1)
d , 1) are set to enable the DD of edge spins for

various L. The upper envelop of ⟨σz
1⟩ denoted by red

dashed lines decrease to local minimum with increasing
time. The lifetime are roughly determined by the first
minimum point of the envelop. The obtained values of
lifetime τ/T are plotted in the figure.

C. Derivation of the relation between K and Nd

There may exist more than two DD spins fulfill the

condition K
(j,m)
d at the same time. For example,

K
(j0+1,1)
d = K

(j0+2,4)
d = · · · = K

(j0+j1,j
2
1)

d =
π

T
,

K
(j0+2,1)
d = K

(j0+4,4)
d = · · · = K

(j0+j2,j
2
2/4)

d =
π

4T
,

(4)

where j1 = (L− 1)/2 and j2 = 2⌊(L− 1)/4⌋. Noted that
the total number of DD spins Nd depends on the number
of the total terms in Eq. (4), one can obtain

N
(1)
d = L− 1,

N
(2)
d = 2⌊(L− 1)/4⌋,

(5)

respectively. The general formalization of Eq. (4) is

K
(j0+l,1)
d = K

(j0+2l,4)
d = · · · = K

(j0+jl,j
2
l /l

2)
d =

π

l2T
, (6)

where l ≤ (L− 1)/2, jl = l⌊(L− 1)/(2l)⌋, hence

N
(l)
d = 2jl/l = 2⌊(L− 1)/(2l)⌋. (7)

By iterating l from 1 to (L− 1)/2, one can obtain all the

values of {N (l)
d } with corresponding kick strength K =

π/l2T , which leads to a relation between Nd and K

K =
π

T ⌊(L− 1)/Nd⌋2
. (8)
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0.5, 0.5K J= =

(a)  (b)

P


 (c)

0, 0.5K J= =

0.5, 2.0K J= =

0, 0.5K J= =

0.5, 0.5K J= =

0, 0.5K J= =

0.5, 0.5K J= =

0.5, 2.0K J= = 0.5, 2.0K J= =

FIG. 7. (Color online) Time evolution of the spin-up probability distribution P↑(j, t) for typical initial (product) states Néel-
type state; (b) single-excitation state; and (c) domain-wall state. The parameters in the figures from upper to lower rows
are (K/Ω, J/Ω) = (0, 0.5), (0.5, 0.5) and (0.5, 2.0), respectively. Independence of initial states, they exhibit the delocalization
(thermalization) dynamics in static case without kicks, the kick-induced MBDL dynamics, and interaction-driven delocalization
dynamics, respectively.

 (a)   (b)  

P


   (c) (d) (e)

FIG. 8. (Color online) Time evolution of the spin-up probability distribution P↑(j, t) for typical initial states Néel-type state;
(b) high-temperature state; (c) single-excitation state; (d) vacuum state; and (e) domain-wall state. The figures in the upper
and center rows show the spin dynamics in the non-interacting case of J = 0 and in the interacting case of J/Ω = 1 with fixed
K/Ω = 16π/25, respectively. The figures in the lowest row show the Fourier spectra of edge-spin oscillations for J = 0, 1 in the
corresponding upper and center rows, which indicate the decoupling of edge spins with Rabi-like oscillations with frequency
ωd/Ω = 1/16π for different initial states.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 9. (Color online) Dynamics of the subsystem fidelity FA

and entanglement entropy SA from (a,b) high-temperature
Bell state |ψ(0)⟩ = 1√

2
(|↓↑↑↑↑↑↓↓↓↓↓⟩ + |↑↓↓↓↓↓↑↑↑↑↑⟩); and

from (c,d) entangled state |ψ(0)⟩ = 1√
2
(|↑⟩4 |↓⟩5 + |↓⟩4 |↑⟩5)⊗∏

j ̸=4,5 |↓⟩j . The system size is L = 11 and the parameters

are (K/Ω, J/Ω) = (1.0, 0.5) in (a,c) and (16π/25, 1.0) in (b,d),
respectively.

(a1) (b1)

(a2)

(a3)

(b2)

(b3)

FIG. 10. (Color online) Dynamics of ⟨σz
1⟩ starting from

(a1,a2,a3) vacuum states |ψ(0)⟩ = |↓↓ · · ·⟩; and from
(b1,b2,b3) entangled states |ψ(0)⟩ = 1√

2
(|↑⟩4 |↓⟩5+|↓⟩4 |↑⟩5)⊗∏

j ̸=4,5 |↓⟩j under the local DD effect. Red dashed lines denote

upper envelop of ⟨σz
1⟩. Lifetime τ/T are roughly determined

by the first minimum point of the envelop, with the values be-
ing plotted in the figure. The system sizes are (a1,b1) L = 7,
(a2,b2) L = 9, and (a3,b3) L = 11, and the parameters are

(K/Ω, J/Ω) = (K
(1,1)
d , 1) for ensuring the DD of edge spins.
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