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We investigate the quantum many-body dynamics of bosonic atoms hopping in a two-leg ladder
with strong on-site contact interactions. We observe that when the atoms are prepared in a staggered
pattern with pairs of atoms on every other rung, singlon defects, i.e. rungs with only one atom, can
localize due to an emergent topological model, even though the underlying model in the absence of
interactions admits only topologically trivial states. This emergent topological localization results
from the formation of a zero-energy edge mode in an effective lattice formed by two adjacent chains
with alternating strong and weak hoping links (Su-Schrieffer-Heeger chains) and opposite staggering
which interface at the defect position. Our findings open the opportunity to dynamically generate
non-trivial topological behaviors without the need for complex Hamiltonian engineering.

Topological phases of matter [1, 2], including the quan-
tum Hall effect [3–5] and topological insulators [6, 7] have
attracted significant attention for quantum science and
technologies [8–11] given their robustness against disor-
der and defects. While non-interacting topological phases
have been realized in a broad range of settings, both clas-
sical [12–15] and quantum [16–25], and are to a great ex-
tent well understood [26, 27], interaction-enabled topo-
logical states remain largely unexplored. Understanding
how topological phases may arise in interacting systems
is hence an exciting, but challenging problem.

Ultra-cold gases [28–31] with tunable interactions in
optical lattices and tweezer arrays [32] are emerging
as an excellent platform to shed light on this direc-
tion [25, 33, 34], in particular with their capability to
observe many-body states with single-site and spin res-
olution [35–42]. These have allowed the realization of
non-interacting topological phases and observation of key
underlying features [17–23], such as edge states and cur-
rents [17–19, 43], Chern numbers [21], and topological
pumping [22, 23]. Progress towards the implementa-
tion of interacting systems such as many-body symme-
try protected topological phases [2] include bosonic Su-
Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) models [44] in interacting Ryd-
berg atoms [45], a fractional quantum Hall state with few
atoms [46, 47], and the Haldane phase in Fermi–Hubbard
ladders [48, 49]. However, especially for mobile particles,
reaching the ultracold temperature necessary to observe
interacting topological ground states remains a signifi-
cant obstacle. While internal degrees of freedom can be
pumped into a single state with essentially zero entropy,
similar techniques do not exist for motion in lattices. It
would be hence highly appealing to find settings where
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I. ESTIMATION OF THE EFFECT OF A HARMONIC CONFINEMENT

I will try to make a very rough estimation of the critical xy confinement at which there cannot be a stable droplet
(stable against expansion along the unconfined z direction).

One would naively expect a density-density correlation hn̂(~r)n̂(~r0)i that goes to zero for r < r0 due to the strong
1/r6 growth there. Moreover, our analysis of the Wigner crystal has shown that one expects a melted crystal. As a
result, I would naively expect that the correlation, although it may show a more or less relevant peak at r = r0, it
should be basically flat and equal to n2, with n = hn(~r)i the averaged density in the droplet (I will assume that the
droplet has basically a table-top profile with constant density n). As a result, I would consider the radial part as well
approximated by something like 1 �⇥(r � r0), with Theta the Heaviside function.

Concerning ✓, in principle the minimum is at ✓ = ⇡/2. But we will consider a narrow Gaussian dependence

f(✓) = e�(✓�⇡/2)2/⇠2

. This means that the particles can go out of the xy plane. The interaction energy will increase
when ⇠ grows, but the potential energy given by the xy confinement must decrease. This is because for a cylindrical
droplet with N particles and with radius R on the xy plane, we have a 2D density n2D = N/⇡R2, then R2 =
N/⇡n2D = (N⇡)l2, with l the average xy distance between molecules.

In absence of trap, the system minimizes the energy by having the particles at a distance r0, and hence R =
p

N/⇡r0.
However, in the presence of harmonic xy confinement, the trap energy is minimized by reducing R. This means that
the mean xy distance cannot be r0. It needs to be smaller, but this is only possible /due to the 1/r6 barrier, by
departing ✓ from ⇡/2. We hence expect that ⇠ grows when the confinement is stronger, or when N grows. The
key point is that when ⇠ grows, the interaction energy becomes less negative. We hence expect that for a critical
confinement the total energy becomes positive, and hence the solution cannot be self-bound. When this occurs
particles are expelled, until R is small enough, such that ⇠ can get smaller, and the energy becomes again negative.
We hence would predict a maximal N or maximal xy confinement, such that for larger values the droplet cannot be
stable.

I think that this makes a lot of sense. Let us try to estimate roughly things. The trap energy is of the form:

hET i =

Z
d3rVT (⇢)hn̂(~r)i ' N

4
m!2R2 (1)

The interaction energy is of the form:

hEIi =
1

2

Z
d3r

Z
d3r0V (~r � ~r0)hn̂(~r)n̂(~r0)i (2)

From the discussion above we can make a rough approximation for the correlation:

hn̂(~r)n̂(~r0)i ' n2 (1 �⇥(|~r � ~r0| � r0))
e�((✓�✓0)�⇡/2)2/⇠2

p
⇡⇠

(3)

Then:

hEIi '
N

2
n

Z
d3rV (~r) (1 �⇥(r � r0))

e�(✓�⇡/2)2/⇠2

p
⇡⇠

(4)

Taken the potential of Deng et al, one has that for ⇠ ⌧ 1 and r0 ⌧ R:

hET + EIi
m!2r2
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1 � 5⇠2/4
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ln(R/r0)

�
, (5)

with G ⌘ C3n1D/r2
0

m!2r2
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Ok, I think I see where the problem is. Let us consider a box with sizes Lx and Ly, and a 1D vertical lattice of the
form:

V0 cos(qx)2 = V0/2(1 + cos(2qx))

This satisfies the periodic boundary conditions if 2qLx = 2⇡r, with some value r. Then q = r⇡/Lx. Here r is basically
the number of maxima of the potential in the box. Let us tilt the lattice (I remove the constant V0/2 term from now
on):

(V0/2) cos(2q(x cos�+ y sin�))

Periodic boundary conditions demand:

2qLx cos� = rx2⇡

and

2qLy cos� = ry2⇡,

with rx and ry two integer numbers.
Hence:

r cos� = rx,

r sin� = ry(Ly/Lx),

rx and ry must then fulfill, in principle:

r2 = r2
x + (Lx/Ly)2r2

y

But this is, of course, strictly not possible. We need to find the values of rx and ry that match at best with r2.
The problem is that as Albert mentioned, there is not much where to choose. In your figures you have something like
r = 7. Suppose

7 ,1, 7.023769168568493, 4.715003953948217 7, 2, 7.094598884597588, 9.36699891667724 7 ,3, 7.211102550927978,
13.897886248013988 7, 4, 7.371114795831994 ,18.25846900410918 6 ,5, 6.658328118479393, 25.69338090449856 6, 6,
6.928203230275509, 30.000000000000004 6 ,7, 7.234178138070236, 33.963234967449786

I. ESTIMATION OF THE EFFECT OF A HARMONIC CONFINEMENT

I will try to make a very rough estimation of the critical xy confinement at which there cannot be a stable droplet
(stable against expansion along the unconfined z direction).

One would naively expect a density-density correlation hn̂(~r)n̂(~r0)i that goes to zero for r < r0 due to the strong
1/r6 growth there. Moreover, our analysis of the Wigner crystal has shown that one expects a melted crystal. As a
result, I would naively expect that the correlation, although it may show a more or less relevant peak at r = r0, it
should be basically flat and equal to n2, with n = hn(~r)i the averaged density in the droplet (I will assume that the
droplet has basically a table-top profile with constant density n). As a result, I would consider the radial part as well
approximated by something like 1 �⇥(r � r0), with Theta the Heaviside function.
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FIG. 1. (a) Bose-Hubbard ladder with rung (leg) hop-
ping J⊥ (J∥). Initially there is one (no) particle per site
in even (odd) rungs. (b) Emergent SSH chains of opposite
staggering interface at a central site (purple), and emergent
model in the dynamics of singlon defects. (c) Overview of the
regimes. In the hard-core regime, J⊥, J∥ ≪ U , rung density-
density (RDD) correlations are negative, and their expansion
within relevant time scales transitions from ballistic to dif-
fusive to localized when η ≡ J⊥/J∥ grows from 0 to 2. For
η > 2, staggered RDD correlations expand ballistically. For
J∥ ≪ J⊥ ≲ U , singlon defects experience topological or non-
topological localization. We indicate which figures illustrate
the regimes.

topology emerges naturally in the dynamics of a strongly
interacting system [28–31, 50, 51] from an easy to pre-
pare initial state.
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In this Letter, we report on emerging interaction-
induced topological localization in an experimentally ac-
cessible system of strongly interacting bosons in two-leg
ladders. Two-leg ladders have played a major role as
model systems for quantum magnetism [52, 53], in non-
equilibrium many-body dynamics, hydrodynamics and
transport [54–58], and in realizations of synthetic mag-
netism [17]. More recently, bosons in optical ladders
have been used to study non-equilibrium dynamics in the
hard-core limit where strong interactions prevent more
than one atom per site (a model equivalent to an XX spin
ladder [54]). By initially preparing a density wave (DW)
along the legs with filled (empty) sites in even (odd)
rungs (Fig. 1 (a)), experiments have observed within their
accessible time scales a crossover from ballistic to diffu-
sive correlation dynamics when the rung hopping (J⊥)
increases from zero to equal to the leg hopping (J∥) [59].
Here we analyze the opposite regime when η ≡

J⊥/J∥ ≫ 1, focusing on experimentally accessible time
scales. Besides radically different correlations in the
hard-core limit, we find that, surprisingly, when the on-
site interactions are large but finite, an initial isolated
singlon defect in the DW pattern, i.e. a singly-occupied
rung, experiences an emergent effective lattice composed
of two SSH chains of opposite staggering, and hence
different topology, that meet at the initial defect posi-
tion (Fig. 1 (b)). These interfaces can feature two dis-
tinct types of localized states resulting in the localization
of defects: (i) zero energy edge modes related to the SSH
topology, and (ii) energetically bound states at the ends
of the energy spectrum. Our analysis hence unveils a sur-
prising link between topology and many-body dynamics
in strongly interacting ladders. Contrary to other realiza-
tions of topological models in optical lattices [45, 49, 60],
or topological interfaces of SSH chains in other sys-
tems [61–64], the SSH chain and the topological inter-
face are not externally implemented, but emerge natu-
rally from the interplay of interactions, motion and the
original DW pattern. This intriguing physics (Fig. 1 (c))
can be probed in on-going experiments.

Model.– We consider bosons in a square ladder, see
Fig. 1 (a), with legs 1 and 2, described in the tight-
binding regime by the Bose-Hubbard (BH) Hamiltonian
Ĥ = Ĥ0 +

U
2

∑
i,α n̂i,α(n̂i,α − 1), with

Ĥ0=−
∑

i

(
J∥
2

∑

α=1,2

b̂†i+1,αb̂i,α +
J⊥
2
b̂†i,1b̂i,2 +H.c.

)
, (1)

where b̂i,α is the bosonic operator at site i of leg α,

n̂i,α = b̂†i,αb̂i,α, and U characterizes the on-site interac-
tions. Motivated by recent experiments [59] we assume
large U , and consider an initial DW, in which sites at
even (odd) rungs are occupied by one (no) atom.

Hard-core regime.– To develop an intuition of the
dynamical regimes, we first consider an idealized sce-
nario without initial defects in the DW. Furthermore,

FIG. 2. Time evolution of the RDD correlation C0j with
η = 0 (a), η = 1 (b), η = 2 (c) and η = 8 (d). Simulations

of the hard-core Hamiltonian Ĥ0 on 31 sites, using MPS with
bond dimensions χ = 1536 (a/b), 1024 (c), 512 (d). The black
lines correspond to the ballistic propagation when η = 0. The
red “x” in the insets locates the plots in Fig. 1(c). (e) Mech-
anism leading to the staggered correlations in (d). Quantum
fluctuations result in pairs of singlon defects (green), which
when moving apart form a string of rungs (blue shaded area)
with an inverted DW compared to the initial one.

we restrict the dynamics to the hard-core manifold de-
scribed solely by Ĥ0 for very large U ≫ J⊥, J∥. A Bo-
goliubov stability analysis shows that the DW is sta-
ble against the exponential proliferation of singlon de-
fects if η > 2 (see [65]). Indeed, η ≃ 2 marks the on-
set of clearly different dynamics. As in recent experi-
ments [59], we consider rung density-density (RDD) cor-
relations Cij = ⟨n̂in̂j⟩ − ⟨n̂i⟩ ⟨n̂j⟩, with n̂i = n̂i,1 + n̂i,2
the particle number operator of rung i. Our results of
C0j(t), obtained using Matrix Product State (MPS) cal-
culations, show a markedly different behavior for η < 2
than for η > 2. For η = 0 (Fig. (2) (a)), the system
is integrable, and the correlations expand ballistically
as C0j(t) = − 1

4J 2
j

(
2J∥t/ℏ

)
, with Jj the Bessel func-

tion of first kind. As discussed in Ref. [59], when η
increases from 0 to 1 the expansion changes from bal-
listic to diffusive within the time scale of the experi-
ments (Fig. (2) (b)). A further increase of η results in
a strong slowdown of the evolution of the correlations,
which within experimentally accessible time scales be-
comes clearly subdiffusive, and eventually approximately
localized at η = 2 (Fig. 2 (c)). One would naively ex-
pect that the larger η the more localized C0j would be.
Interestingly, the nature of the correlations changes re-
markably at η ≃ 2. Whereas C0j < 0 for η < 2, for
η > 2 RDD correlations are staggered, (−1)jC0j > 0,
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and expand ballistically as for η = 0 (Fig. 2 (d)).
To understand these dynamics for η ≫ 1, we intro-

duce the hard-core rung states: |2⟩ ≡
( )

, |0⟩ ≡
( )

,

and |±⟩ ≡ 1√
2

[( )
±
( )]

, where ( ) denotes an oc-

cupied (empty) site. Quantum fluctuations due to leg
hopping create singlon-defect pairs (Fig. 2 (e)) : |2, 0⟩ →
|+,+⟩ − |−,−⟩, with a density 1/η2. These defects, ini-
tially at neighboring sites, drift apart with rate J∥ by
position swaps between |±⟩ and |2⟩ or |0⟩ induced by the
leg hopping (Fig. 2 (e)). After a time t, the defects have
a probability J 2

r−1(2J∥t) to be at r ≥ 1 sites apart [65].
The rungs in between the defects present an inverted DW
pattern compared to the original one (Fig. 2 (e)), and the
RDD correlations acquire the form [65]:

C0j(t)∝(−1)j

(
J 2
j−1(2J∥t)+4

∑

k>0

kJ 2
k+j−1(2J∥t)

)
, (2)

which corresponds to the staggered correlations of
Fig. 2 (d), which expand ballistically as for η = 0.
Effective SSH chain.– Up to this point we have con-

sidered the hard-core model (1). Large but finite U may
however play an important and surprising role in the de-
fect dynamics. Up to second order in J⊥,∥/U , the (again

hard-core) model becomes Ĥeff = Ĥ0 +∆Ĥ, where

∆Ĥ = −J
2
⊥
U

∑

j

n̂j,1n̂j,2 −
J2
∥
U

∑

j,α

n̂j,αn̂j+1,α

− J⊥J∥
2U

∑

j,α,β ̸=α

[
b̂†j+1,β (n̂j+1,α + n̂j,β) b̂j,α +H.c.

]

−
J2
∥

2U

∑

j,α

(
b̂†j+2,αn̂j+1,αb̂j,α +H.c.

)
, (3)

with nearest-neighbor (NN) interactions along the legs
and the rungs (first line), and collisionally-assisted hops
along plaquette diagonals (second line), and between
next-to-NN rungs (third line).

For U = ∞ leg-hopping induces the same swap rate for
|±⟩ with |2⟩ or |0⟩. For finite U , the interplay of leg hop-
ping and collisionally-induced diagonal hopping causes
|±⟩ to swap with |2⟩ at a rate J± = J∥ (1± 2J⊥/U),
while |±⟩ and |0⟩ still swap at rate J∥ (Fig. 3 (a)). This
is particularly relevant if, as typically in experiments, the
initial DW presents isolated singlon defects. Consider
a singlon defect at rung j = 0 in an otherwise perfect
DW (Figs. 3 (b-c)). The defect experiences an effective
staggered hopping described by the SSH Hamiltonian:

HSSH =
1

2

∑

j

Jj,j+1 (|ϕj⟩⟨ϕj+1|+H.c.) , (4)

with |ϕj⟩ the state with the defect in rung j, and Jj,j+1 =
J1 (J2) for even (odd) j for j ≥ 0, and the opposite

(a)
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Ok, I think I see where the problem is. Let us consider a box with sizes Lx and Ly, and a 1D vertical lattice of the
form:

V0 cos(qx)2 = V0/2(1 + cos(2qx))

This satisfies the periodic boundary conditions if 2qLx = 2⇡r, with some value r. Then q = r⇡/Lx. Here r is basically
the number of maxima of the potential in the box. Let us tilt the lattice (I remove the constant V0/2 term from now
on):

(V0/2) cos(2q(x cos�+ y sin�))

Periodic boundary conditions demand:

2qLx cos� = rx2⇡

and

2qLy cos� = ry2⇡,

with rx and ry two integer numbers.
Hence:

r cos� = rx,

r sin� = ry(Ly/Lx),

rx and ry must then fulfill, in principle:

r2 = r2
x + (Lx/Ly)2r2

y

But this is, of course, strictly not possible. We need to find the values of rx and ry that match at best with r2.
The problem is that as Albert mentioned, there is not much where to choose. In your figures you have something like
r = 7. Suppose

7 ,1, 7.023769168568493, 4.715003953948217 7, 2, 7.094598884597588, 9.36699891667724 7 ,3, 7.211102550927978,
13.897886248013988 7, 4, 7.371114795831994 ,18.25846900410918 6 ,5, 6.658328118479393, 25.69338090449856 6, 6,
6.928203230275509, 30.000000000000004 6 ,7, 7.234178138070236, 33.963234967449786

I. ESTIMATION OF THE EFFECT OF A HARMONIC CONFINEMENT

I will try to make a very rough estimation of the critical xy confinement at which there cannot be a stable droplet
(stable against expansion along the unconfined z direction).

One would naively expect a density-density correlation hn̂(~r)n̂(~r0)i that goes to zero for r < r0 due to the strong
1/r6 growth there. Moreover, our analysis of the Wigner crystal has shown that one expects a melted crystal. As a
result, I would naively expect that the correlation, although it may show a more or less relevant peak at r = r0, it
should be basically flat and equal to n2, with n = hn(~r)i the averaged density in the droplet (I will assume that the
droplet has basically a table-top profile with constant density n). As a result, I would consider the radial part as well
approximated by something like 1 �⇥(r � r0), with Theta the Heaviside function.
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Concerning ✓, in principle the minimum is at ✓ = ⇡/2. But we will consider a narrow Gaussian dependence

f(✓) = e�(✓�⇡/2)2/⇠2

. This means that the particles can go out of the xy plane. The interaction energy will increase
when ⇠ grows, but the potential energy given by the xy confinement must decrease. This is because for a cylindrical
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FIG. 3. (a) A singlon defect propagates by swapping its posi-
tion with doubly-occupied and empty rungs. Due to finite U ,
these swaps result in two different hopping rates (blue and red
lines). The defect propagates in an effective lattice in which
the right and the left of the initial defect position present
opposite SSH staggering, illustrated for the case of a defect
in what should have been an empty rung. (b) For a |−⟩ de-
fect (blue), J1 < J2, and the defect experiences topological
localization. (c) For a |+⟩ (brown), J1 > J2, and the defect
displays non-topological localization. In the effective chain,
light blue (yellow) sites indicate the A (B) sublattice.

for j < 0. The defect moves in an effective lattice of
two SSH chains with opposite staggering that meet at
the initial defect position (Figs. 3 (b-c)). Since one SSH
chain is topological and the other is not, an exponentially
localized zero-energy mode appears at the interface [44,
61–64]. We call the sublattice of even rungs , where the
defect is initially, A, and the sublattice of odd rungs B.

Topological and non-topological localization.– We
consider first J1 < J2 (Fig. 3 (b)). This is the case in
which a |−⟩ (|+⟩) defect occurs where |0⟩ (|2⟩) should
have been, for which J1 = J− (J∥) and J2 = J∥ (J+).
At the interface between the SSH half-chains, the sys-
tem presents a localized zero-energy edge mode [65],
|ψ⟩ =

√
P0

∑
m e−|m|/2ξ|ϕ2m⟩, with ξ = 1

2 ln(J2/J1)
, and

P0 = |⟨ϕ0|ψ⟩|2 = (J2
2 − J2

1 )/(J
2
2 + J2

1 ). The defect (ini-
tially in |ϕ0⟩) remains hence localized with probability
P0, and the localized population only occupies A rungs.

The situation changes radically if J1 > J2, which cor-
responds to a |−⟩ (|+⟩) defect where |2⟩ (|0⟩) should
have been, for which J1 = J∥ (J+) and J2 = J− (J∥).
Topological localization is precluded because the zero-
energy edge state has only support in the B sublat-
tice [65]. However, localized states appear at the two
ends of the spectrum [65], with opposite energies ±E,

with E ≃ 1
2

[√
2J1 +

J2
2/4

(
√
2−1)J1

]
. The population of these

localized states, results in partial localization of the de-
fect, which oscillates with frequency Ω = E/ℏ between
the A and B sublattices [65]. This may be intuitively un-
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FIG. 4. Time evolution of the probability of finding the defect
in rung j, Ps(j). The color bar saturates above 0.25. The
initial defect position and state is indicated on top of each
panel, with a blue (brown) box indicating a |−⟩ (|+⟩) defect.
The inset in the top locates this figure in Fig. 1(c). MPS

simulations of the full Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian Ĥ with 27
sites, η = 16, J⊥/U = 1/2, and bond dimension χ = 768.

derstood from the case J2 ≪ J1, for which the central A
site and the symmetric superposition of the neighboring
B sites form an isolated two-level system characterized
by an oscillatory frequency Ω =

√
2J1/2ℏ.

Figure 4 shows the time evolution of the singlon defect
probability Ps(j) for η = 16 and J⊥/U = 0.5 [66], for
four different cases: topological localization in Figs. 4 (a)
and (d), and non-topological localization in Figs. 4 (b)
and (c). Note the strikingly distinct dynamics in both
cases, with clear oscillations between sublattice A and
B in the non-topological case. Although the localiza-
tion mechanism and the defect dynamics differ in the
two regimes, the localized fraction is in any case very
significant as long as J1 and J2 are sufficiently different.
Hence, irrespective of the defect created and where it is
produced, if J⊥/U is sufficiently large, we may expect
strong localization of all singlon defects.

Other interaction-induced terms.– The emergent SSH
chain experienced by the defects demands the stability of
the DW for finite U and J∥ ≪ J⊥ < U . Projecting Heff

on the manifold of states without singlon defects [67], we
obtain an effective model for doubly-occupied rungs [65],

ĤD =
3J2

∥
2U

∑
j

(
d̂†j d̂j+1 + d̂†j+1d̂j − 10

3 n̂d,j n̂d,j+1

)
, with

d̂j the (hard-core boson) annihilation operator of doubly-

occupied rungs, and n̂d,j = d̂†j d̂j . The hopping terms in

ĤD correspond to |20⟩ → |02⟩ swaps, which scramble the
initial DW. Interestingly, the relatively strong NN in-
teraction between doubly-occupied rungs makes the DW
stable against those swaps [65]. Hence, quantum fluctu-
ations of the DW order may lead for times t > 2U/3J2

∥

to the blurring of the background, but they do not de-
stroy the localization [65]. Furthermore, being hard-core
bosons, singlon defects repel elastically [67]. NN inter-
actions may lead to |+,−⟩ → |−,+⟩ swaps with a rate
J2
∥/2U , but these swaps are negligible for low defect den-

sities [65]. Finally, collisionally-assisted next-to-NN hop-
ping is only relevant due to hops |±, 2, 0⟩ → |0, 2,±⟩,
which scramble the DW. These processes occur with a
rate −J2

∥/2U , being neglible for t < 2U/J2
∥ .

Experimental realization.– The emergent SSH chain
experienced by each singlon defect is hence to a good
approximation affected neither by the presence of neigh-
boring defects, nor by quantum fluctuations of the DW
or next-to-NN hops. Probing the regime J∥ ≪ J⊥ < U is
readily accessible in on-going experiments [59]. Singlon-
defect localization may be monitored in various ways.
Current quantum gas microscopes [68] can deterministi-
cally create and measure |+⟩ and |−⟩ with single-rung
resolution. The dynamics depicted in Fig. 4 can then
be observed directly. Even without site-resolved state
preparation, asymmetries in the defect creation between
even and odd rungs can be used to access the local-
ization dynamics. Under current experimental condi-
tions [59] we expect that 80% of the created singlon de-
fects are in even rungs, which should have been dou-
bly occupied. One may hence monitor the imbalance
I = 2NE − 1, with NE the number of singly-occupied
even rungs. For U = ∞, defects propagate ballistically
and I(t) = I(0)J0(2J∥t/ℏ). In contrast, topological and
non-topological localization should result in a markedly
different I(t), since topologically localized defects do not
oscillate between sublattices, and non-topological defects
oscillate between them with a frequency Ω.
Conclusions.– Bose-Hubbard ladders initialized in a

density wave provide an unexpected platform for the re-
alization of an emergent interaction-enabled topological-
non-topological interface of two SSH chains with opposite
staggering, without the necessity of tailored external po-
tentials. As a result, singlon defects experience two pos-
sible localization mechanisms, one topological and the
other non-topological, characterized by strikingly dis-
tinct dynamics. This surprising link between topology
and many-body quantum dynamics can be probed in
ongoing experiments. In a broader context, our work
illustrates how defect dynamics is determined by the
background substrate they move through (here a density
wave). This idea readily generalizes to different static
backgrounds, e.g. a random background may result in
localization without external disorder akin to disorder-
free localization [69], and to dynamically coupled back-
grounds, e.g. in bilayer settings defect motion recon-
figures the initial state pattern and hence the effective
tunnelling rates. Our results also open further intriguing
perspectives for the realization of emergent topological
behavior in other platforms, in particular in synthetic
ladders created using internal states [18, 19, 70].
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Supplementary Information

This supplementary information contains additional
details on the stability analysis of the DW in the hard-
core regime, the defect theory explaining the staggered
RRD correlations for η > 2, the topological edge modes,
the non-topologically localized states, the stability of the
DW against swaps 20 → 02, extended numerical re-
sults for lower η values, details on the MPS simulations
and convergence with time-step and bond-dimension, and
defect-defect interactions.

Stability analysis of the DW in the hard-core regime

We briefly discuss the stability of the DW in the hard-
core regime against the creation of singlon defects via
Bogoliubov analysis valid at small excitation density (see
also Refs. [57, 71] for similar analyses).

We introduce the hard-core bosonic operators a†i,α =

bi,α (b†i,α) for even (odd) i. The initial density wave is

then mapped to a vacuum state, and the operators a†i,α
create an excitation on top of the DW, i.e. a hole (par-
ticle) in even (odd) rungs. Note that this is also equiv-
alent to a Holstein-Primakov transformation when map-
ping the hard-core Bose-Hubbard ladder as an XX spin
ladder. Denoting ai,± = (a†i,1± a†i,2)/

√
2, we re-write the

Hamiltonian Ĥ0 in the form Ĥ0 = Ĥ+ + Ĥ−, where

Ĥσ=−
∑

i

[
σJ⊥
2
â†i,σâi,σ−

J∥
2

(
â†i,σâ

†
i+1,σ+H.c.

)]
. (S1)

For a small density of excitations, we may neglect the
hard-core character, and move to momentum space:

Ĥσ=−
∑

k

[
σJ⊥
2
â†k,σâk,σ−J∥cos k

(
â†k,σâ

†
−k,σ+H.c.

)]
, (S2)

which may be diagonalized by means of a Bogolioubov
transformation, resulting in the dispersion law

ξ(k) =
√
J2
⊥/4− J2

∥ cos
2 k. (S3)

Dynamical Bogoliubov instability is hence expected only
for J⊥/J∥ < 2, as discussed in the main text.

Defect theory explaining the staggered RDD
correlations

In this section we provide a non-interacting description
of the dynamics in the two-defect sector on top of the ini-
tial DW pattern to explain the observed staggered RDD
correlations. To do so we will first derive the dynamics
of two non-interacting defects, and then in a second step

explain how their propagation affects the RDD correla-
tions.
Let us consider a pair of singlon defects, either |+,+⟩

or |−,−⟩, created by quantum fluctuations at neighbor-
ing rungs j and j+1. Once created by quantum fluctua-
tions, the defects may move along the ladder by swapping
with |2⟩ or |0⟩, resulting (for U → ∞) in an effective hop-
ping rate J∥. Let us denote |ϕj⟩ as the state with a defect
at rung j. The initial state of the pair is hence |ϕj , ϕj+1⟩.
We start by re-expressing this state in momentum space
as

|ϕj , ϕj+1⟩ =
1

L

∑

k,k′

ei(kj+k′(j+1))|ϕ̃k, ϕ̃k′⟩. (S4)

Since |ϕ̃k⟩ is an eigenstate of the leg hopping with
eigenenergy −J∥ cos k, the time-evolved state acquires
the form

1

L

∑

k,k′

ei(kj+k′(j+1))eiJ∥t(cos k+cos k′)|ϕ̃k, ϕ̃k′⟩

=
1

L2

∑

k,k′,l,l′

ei(kj+k′(j+1))eiJ∥t(cos k+cos k′)e−i(kl+k′l′)|ϕl, ϕl′⟩

=
∑

l,l′

(−1)ji1−l−l′Jj−l

(
J∥t
)
Jj+1−l′

(
J∥t
)
|ϕl, ϕl′⟩. (S5)

We assume that the pair is initially created with equal
probability at any position. Hence, initially, |ψ(0)⟩ =
1√
L

∑
j |ϕj , ϕj+1⟩. Then, using that

∑

j,l,l′

(−1)ji1−l−l′Jj−l

(
J∥t
)
Jj+1−l′

(
J∥t
)

=
∑

l,l′

i1+l−l′Jl′−l−1

(
2J∥t

)
, (S6)

we obtain the two-defect state at time t:

|ψ(t)⟩ = 1√
L

∑

l,l′ ̸=l

i1−(l′−l)J(l′−l)−1(2J∥t)|ϕl, ϕl′⟩ (S7)

The probability to find a defect at rung l and the other
at rung l′ is then

P (l, l′) =
1

L

∑

l,l′ ̸=l

J 2
(l′−l)−1(2J∥t) . (S8)

Since this was derived for a pair-defect density of 1/L,
for the pair density of the order of (J∥/J⊥)2, we obtain

P (l, l′) ≃
(
J∥
J⊥

)2 ∑

l,l′ ̸=l

J 2
(l′−l)−1(2J∥t). (S9)

Hence, the number of defects at a distance r is given by

P (r) = L

(
J∥
J⊥

)2

J 2
|r|−1(2J∥t) (S10)
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We now turn to how these dynamics affect the back-
ground DW pattern and in turn the RDD correlations.
Each time a defect moves it displaces a |0⟩ or a |2⟩. As
a result, the region between the two defects consists of a
string of sites with the DW pattern inverted compared to
the initial state, i.e. a |0⟩ becomes a |2⟩, and vice versa
(see Fig. 2(c) of the main text).

In order to understand why this results in staggered
RDD correlations, let us consider two rungs, for exam-
ple i = 0 (an even rung), and j = r, which may be
even or odd. Although cumbersome, one can easily iden-
tify which changes occur in the occupations of those
rungs, and with which probability they happen, when the
pair of defects moves across those rungs. We employ in
the following the notation (Change(i), Change(j)), where
Change may be either ”=” (i.e. no change), 1 (one par-
ticle in the rung), or Flip (i.e. |0⟩ ↔ |2⟩). These are the
possible changes, and their probabilities:

• (1, =) or (=, 1);
∑

l>0 P (l) +
∑

0<l<r P (l)

• (Flip, =) or (=, Flip);
∑

l>0

∑
0<l′<r P (l + l′)

• (Flip, 1) or (1, Flip);
∑

l>0 P (l + r)

• (Flip, Flip);
∑

l>0

∑
l′>0 P (l + l′ + r)

• (1, 1); P (r)

Each change affects the RDD correlations. After some
tedious calculation one obtains:

C0,r(t) = (−1)r


4
∑

j>0

jP (j + r, t) + P (r, t)




= 2(−1)r
(
J∥
J⊥

)2

4
∑

j>0

jJj+r−1(2J∥t)
2 + Jr−1(2J∥t)

2




(S11)

This expression corresponds to a ballistically-expanding
cone of staggered correlations, which matches well with
the numerical results of Fig. 2(d).

Topological edge modes and localisation

In this section we provide the derivation for the topo-
logical edge modes appearing in the effective SSH model
for single defect dynamics.

Let us consider the effective SSH model of Eq. (4) of
the main text. We can divide the lattice into A and B
sublattice, such that |m,A⟩ (|m,B⟩) is the A (B) rung in
the m-th elementary cell. The defect is initially in |0, A⟩.

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
Eigenstate number/L

−3

−2

−1

0

1

2

3

E
/J

1

−5 0 5
Site i

−0.5

0

0.5

ψ
i

FIG. S1. Eigenspectrum of the SSH model of Eq. (4) of the
main text, when J2 = 2J1. The inset shows the wavefunction
ψi at site i (with i = 0 the initial defect position) of the topo-
logical zero-energy edge mode. Note that the mode occupies
only sublattice A (even sites).

We can then rewrite the Hamiltonian in the form:

Ĥ = −J1
2

∑

m≥0

[|m,A⟩⟨m,B|+|m,B⟩⟨m,A|]

−J2
2

∑

m<0

[|m,A⟩⟨m,B|+|m,B⟩⟨m,A|]

−J2
2

∑

m≥0

[|m+ 1, A⟩⟨m,B|+|m,B⟩⟨m+ 1, A|]

−J1
2

∑

m<0

[|m+ 1, A⟩⟨m,B|+|m,B⟩⟨m+ 1, A|] .(S12)

We consider first the case J1 < J2. As shown in
Fig. S1 the eigenspectrum of this model presents a topo-
logical zero-energy mode at the interface between the
two SSH chains. In order to understand the proper-
ties of this edge mode, let us consider a state |ψ⟩ =∑

m [am|m,A⟩+ bm|m,B⟩]. If this state is the topolog-

ical edge state with eigenstate E = 0, then Ĥ|ψ⟩ = 0,
which leads to the recursions:

• For m ≥ 0, am+1 = −J1

J2
am

• For m < 0, am−1 = −J1

J2
am

• b0 + b−1 = 0

• For m ≥ 0: bm+1 = −J2

J1
bm

• For m < 0: bm−1 = −J2

J1
bm

Then: am =
(
−J1

J2

)|m|
a0, and bm≥0 =

(
−J2

J1

)m
b0 =

−b−(m+1). If J1/J2 < 1, we can define J1/J2 ≡ e−1/2ξ,

such that |am|2 = e−|m|/ξ|a0|2 and |bm≥0|2 = em/ξ|b0|2 =
|b−(m+1)|2. Since the solution must be normalized, this
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means that the physical solution must have b0 = 0, and
hence the localized edge mode lives only in the A sub-
lattice: |ψ⟩ = a0

∑
m e−|m|/2ξ|m,A⟩. We illustrate this

localised state in the inset of Fig. S1.
To connect with the expansion dynamics of an initially

localised defect, starting with |0, A⟩ we expect that a
probability given by P0 = |a0|2 remains localized in the
edge state, which lives only in the A sublattice. The
value of the localized fraction P0 is easily found by nor-
malization:

P0 =
J2
2 − J2

1

J2
2 + J2

1

. (S13)

Non topological localized states

Next we consider J1 > J2, in which a defect on the A
sublattice turns out to be non-topologically localised.

The corresponding eigenspectrum is depicted in
Fig. S2 (d). The same analysis as in the previous sec-
tion shows that for J1 > J2 the zero-energy topological
edge mode only occupies sublattice B, see Fig. S2 (b),
and, thus, is not relevant to the dynamics of a defect ini-
tially on the A sublattice. However two other localized
modes, which have overlap with the central site, appear
at both ends of the eigenspectrum, see Fig. S2 (a) and
(c).

In order to understand the properties of those localized

states, we define |α0⟩ ≡ |0, A⟩, |αm>0⟩ ≡ |m,A⟩+|−m,A⟩√
2

,

and |βm≥0⟩ ≡ |m,B⟩+|−(m+1),B⟩√
2

. Let us consider states

|ψ⟩ =
∑

m≥0 (αm|αm⟩+ βm|βm⟩). For the states of in-
terest, i.e. the manifold of states that may be reached
from |0, A⟩, we can define the Hamiltonian:

Ĥ = −
√
2
J1
2

(|α0⟩⟨β0|+H.c.)

− J2
2

∑

m≥0

(|βm⟩⟨αm+1|+H.c.)

− J1
2

∑

m>0

(|αm⟩⟨βm|+H.c.) . (S14)

Let |Sm⟩ ≡ |αm⟩+|βm⟩√
2

, and |Am⟩ ≡ |αm⟩−|βm⟩√
2

, then:

Ĥ = −
√
2
J1
2

(|S0⟩⟨S0| − |A0⟩⟨A0|)

− J1
2

∑

m>0

(|Sm⟩⟨Sm| − |Am⟩⟨Am|)

− J2
4

∑

m≥0

(|Sm⟩⟨Sm+1| − |Am⟩⟨Am+1|

+ |Sm⟩⟨Am+1| − |Am⟩⟨Sm+1|+H.c.) . (S15)

Assuming J2/J1 ≪ 2(
√
2 − 1), we can neglect the

coupling between A and S states, and hence obtain

−5 0 5
Site i

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

ψ
i

(a)

−5 0 5
Site i

−0.5

0

0.5 (b)

−5 0 5
Site i

−0.5

0

0.5 (c)

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
Eigenstate number/L

−2

0

2

E
/J

1

(d)

FIG. S2. (a-c) Wavefunction ψi at site i (with i = 0 the initial
defect position) of the localized eigenstates of model (4) of the
main text, when J1 = 2J2. (d) Eigenspectrum of the model,
where we have indicated with different symbols the energies
of the localized states depicted in panels (a-c). The zero-
energy mode only exists in sublattice B (odd rungs). The
other localized solutions correspond to eigenstates at both
ends of the spectrum. Note that ψi in panel (a) corresponds
to (−1)iψi in panel (c).

Ĥ ≃ ĤS + ĤA, with

ĤS = −
√
2
J1
2
|S0⟩⟨S0| −

J1
2

∑

m>0

|Sm⟩⟨Sm|

− J2
4

∑

m≥0

|Sm⟩⟨Sm+1|+H.c.) . (S16)

and ĤA is the same with an overall minus. We can re-
move the identity −J11, obtaining the final expression

ĤS = −(
√
2− 1)

J1
2
|S0⟩⟨S0|

− J2
4

∑

m≥0

(|Sm⟩⟨Sm+1|+H.c.) , (S17)

which describes a semi-infinite lattice with a defect in the
first site.

Let us assume an exponentially localized solution
|ψS⟩ = N∑

m≥0 e
−m/2ξ|Sm⟩, where the normalization

N 2 is the probability to be in |S0⟩. This solution has an
energy E = −

√
2J1

2 − J2

4 e
−1/2ξ, where we restored the

−J1 we had dropped. On the other hand, second-order
perturbation on top of the solution |S0⟩, gives the energy

E ≃ −
√
2
J1
2

− J2
2/2

(
√
2− 1)J1

. (S18)

We can hence approximate e−1/2ξ ≃ J2/J1

2(
√
2−1)

. Since
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N 2 = 1− e−1/ξ, we obtain

N 2 = 1−
(

J2/J1

2(
√
2− 1)

)2

. (S19)

This then fully determines the localized states discussed
in the main text.

Note that the localized states at both ends are such
that the state ψ

(E<0)
i with energy E < 0 and the

states ψi(E > 0) with energy E > 0 fulfill ψ
(E<0)
i =

(−1)iψ
(E>0)
i . As a result a linear combination ψ

(E<0)
i +

ψ
(E>0)
i oscillates with frequency Ω = E/ℏ between the A

and the B sublattice, as described in the main text.

Stability of the DW against 20 → 02 swaps

We project the second-order Hamiltonian Ĥeff , see
Eq. (1) and Eq. (3), into the manifold without singlon
defects (doublon-holon manifold).

The case of neighboring doubly-occupied rungs (dou-
blons) is simple since Ĥeff does act diagonally on that
state

Ĥeff |2, 2⟩ = −
2J2

∥
U

|2, 2⟩, (S20)

where we disregard the rung energy because it will be a
constant in the doublon-holon manifold.

Let us consider now a neighboring doublon-holon pair,
i.e. |2, 0⟩. Let us split the Ĥeff = Ĥeff,0 + Ĥeff,1, where

Ĥeff,0=−J⊥
2

∑

j

(
b̂†j,1b̂j,2 +H.c

)
− J2

⊥
U

∑

j

n̂j,1n̂j,2, (S21)

is the rung energy. Note that Ĥeff,0|2⟩ = −J2
⊥
U |2⟩,

Ĥeff,0|±⟩ = ∓J⊥
2 |±⟩, and Ĥeff,0|0⟩ = 0. We consider

Ĥeff,1 as a perturbation to Ĥeff,0. Then:

Ĥeff,1|±,±⟩ = −
J2
∥

2U
(|+,+⟩+ |−,−⟩)

∓ J∥
2

(
1± J⊥

U

)
(|2, 0⟩+ |0, 2⟩) (S22)

Ĥeff,1|2, 0⟩ = −J∥
2

(
1 +

J⊥
U

)
|+,+⟩

+
J∥
2

(
1− J⊥

U

)
|−,−⟩. (S23)

We can then easily evaluate the second-order processes:

Ĥ(2)|2, 0⟩

=

[
J2
∥ (1 + J⊥/U)2

4(J⊥ − J2
⊥/U)

−
J2
∥ (1− J⊥/U)2

4(J⊥ + J2
⊥/U)

]
(|2, 0⟩+ |0, 2⟩)

≃
3J2

∥
2U

(|2, 0⟩+ |0, 2⟩) , (S24)

where we assume J⊥/U ≪ 1. Note that although the
result for Ĥ(2)|2, 0⟩ only depends on J2

∥/U , it stems from
assuming that J⊥ is much larger than any energy that
can take out from the doublon-holon manifold.
We can then write the Hamiltonian for the manifold

with only doublons and holons in the following way:

ĤD =
3J2

∥
2U

∑

j

[
(d̂†j ĥj)(ĥ

†
j+1d̂j+1) + (ĥ†j d̂j)(d̂

†
j+1ĥj+1)

]

−
2J2

∥
U

∑

j

n̂d,j n̂d,j+1

+
3J2

∥
2U

∑

j

(n̂d,j n̂h,j+1 + n̂h,j n̂d,j+1) , (S25)

where d̂j (ĥj) destroys a doublon (holon) at rung j,

n̂d,j = d̂†j d̂j , n̂h,j = ĥ†j ĥj , and n̂d,j + n̂h,j = 1. Note that
there is no term arising from the collisionally-assisted
next-to-NN hops, since that term would lead to the de-
struction of doublons and holons, which would take the
system out the doublon-holon manifold. Since, destroy-
ing (creating) a doublon implies creating (destroying) a
holon, since n̂h,j = 1 − n̂d,j , and since the number of
holons and doublons is conserved, we may rewrite:

ĤD =
3J2

∥
2U

∑

j

(
d̂†j d̂j+1 + d̂†j+1d̂j −

10

3
n̂d,j n̂d,j+1

)
,

(S26)
which is the expression written in the main text.
The relatively strong NN interaction between doubly-

occupied sites is crucial for the DW stability. Consid-
ering an initial perfect DW with doubly-occupied even
rungs, we introduce the operators that characterize al-
terations (DW-defects) of the initial DW order (i.e. a

|2⟩ (|0⟩) where there should be a |0⟩ (|2⟩)): ĉj = d̂†j (d̂j)
and n̂c,j = 1 − n̂d,j (n̂d,j) for even (odd) j. This trans-
forms the Hamiltonian into:

ĤDH =
3J2

∥
2U

∑

j

(
ĉ†j ĉ

†
j+1 + ĉj ĉj+1

+
10

3
(1/2− n̂c,j)(1/2− n̂c,j+1)

)
. (S27)

Assuming a dilute gas of DW-defects, we may neglect the
defect-defect interaction, and removing constants we get:

ĤDH =
3J2

∥
2U

∑

j

(
ĉ†j ĉ

†
j+1 + ĉj ĉj+1 +

10

3
ĉ†j ĉj

)
.(S28)

Moving to momentum representation:

Ĥ =
3J2

∥
2U

∑

k>0

[
2 cos(k)

(
ĉ†k ĉ

†
−k + ĉk ĉ−k

)

+
10

3

(
ĉ†k ĉk + ĉ†−k ĉ−k

)]
. (S29)
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FIG. S3. Defect motion for η = 8, U/J∥ = 16, otherwise
same as Fig. 4 of the main text. When reducing η, perturba-
tive creation of defects is less suppressed. As a consequence,
a background of singlon defects forms, but despite this back-
ground localization remains clearly visible.

Let β̂k = uk ĉk − vk ĉ
†
−k, we impose ξβ̂k = [ĤDH , β̂k],

which leads to the Bogoliubov-de Gennes equations:

ξ(k)uk =
3J2

∥
2U

[
10

3
uk − 2 cos(k)vk

]
,

ξ(k)vk =
3J2

∥
2U

[
2 cos(k)uk − 10

3
vk

]
,

Diagonalizing the Bogoliubov-de Gennes matrix, we ob-
tain the dispersion:

ξ(k) =
3J2

∥
U

√(
5

3

)2

− cos2 k. (S30)

Therefore, irrespective of k, the dispersion remains real,

and hence the DW is Bogoliubov stable against the for-
mation of DW-defects.

Singlon-defect localization despite fluctuations of the
DW pattern

In this section we address the robustness of the
described phenomenology of topological and non-
topological localisation obtained within the single defect
effective SSH model to relevant fluctuations of the back-
ground pattern.
As mentioned in the main text, although the DW is

stable against the creation of singlon defects, a small den-
sity of defects of the order of 1/η2 is created by quantum
fluctuations, which creates pairs |+,+⟩ and |−,−⟩. As
the ratio η decreases, a growing background of quantum
defects develops. Fig. S3 shows that even in the presence
of a small fraction of quantum singlon-defect pairs, local-
ization remains stable at experimentally relevant times
for η = 8 and U/J∥ = 16.

MPS simulations

We now describe the matrix product state simulation
of the full Bose-Hubbard model. We represent the lad-
der as a one-dimensional matrix product state (MPS)
by snaking through the ladder as (i, α) → s = 2i + α.
Since the bosons are strongly interacting, we truncate the
bosonic Hilbert space to at most two bosons per lattice
site. We use the time-evolving block decimation (TEBD)
to compute time evolution of the state [72]. This ap-
proach is based on decomposing the Hamiltonian into
two-site gates acting on nearest neighbors. To include
tunneling along the ladder legs, we include swap gates
along the rungs. We further include on-site interactions
and rung tunneling in the same two-site Hamiltonian to
reduce Trotter errors. We use a 4th order Trotter decom-
position [73], allowing reasonably-sized time steps even in
the presence of fast on-site interactions. In particular, we
use the decomposition

(1)T (1)(1)T (−2)(1)T (1)T (1)T (1)T (1)(1)T (1)(1)(1)(1)(−2)T (1)(1)T (1) . (S31)

Here, (1)T signifies applying the gates from the leftmost
site of the MPS to the rightmost site, (1) signifies the
reverse order, and (−2)/(−2)T are Trotter steps with a
time step −2dt. Our simulation enforces the conserva-
tion of the number of particles. It is written in the julia
programming language [74] and builds on the ITensor

package [75].

To test convergence with both time step and bond di-
mension, we repeat the simulations with a smaller bond
dimension and larger time step and confirm that all plots
remain virtually indistinguishable. In particular, we
change the time step between J∥dt/ℏ = 2π×0.02/12 and
J∥dt/ℏ = 2π × 0.04/12, and iteratively change the bond
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FIG. S4. Convergence of MPS data corresponding to Fig. 2.
(a) Square of the state norm for the different ratios of J⊥/J∥.
The curves overlap almost perfectly. (b) Maximal bipartite
entanglement entropy for any MPS bipartition for different
rations of J⊥/J∥. (c/d) Demonstration of convergence by
plotting rung-rung correlations for two different bond dimen-
sions in the worst-case scenario (largest entropy).

dimension as χ = 128, 256, 512, 768, 1024, 1536. The re-
sults of this procedure are shown in Fig. S4(c/d) for the
data corresponding to Fig. 2 of the main text, and in
Fig. S5(c/d) for the data corresponding to Fig. 4. Other
than blurring out due to worse time resolution, there is
no visible change between the plots.

We further test convergence with the bond dimension
χ via the state norm and the entropy. For each applied
gate, TEBD performs a singular value decomposition and
truncates the smallest singular values after a given bond
dimension. This procedure reduces the state norm by
the square of the truncated singular values. Therefore,
as long as the norm remains close to one, the state is
barely truncated, and the MPS is likely a faithful repre-
sentation of the true state. The state norm as a function
of time is shown in Fig. S4(a) and Fig. S5(a) and remains
well above 0.9 in all cases, indicating that the results are
indeed converged. As a leading order corrections, when-
ever we compute observables, we divide the result by the
state norm. In addition, we keep track of the maximal
entanglement entropy for each bipartition of the chain
throughout the evolution. The entropy is upper-bounded
by the bond dimension χ as Smax ≤ log2(χ), and for con-
vergence one typically wants χ ≫ 2Smax . This is the
case for all parameters analyzed. Finally, we also con-
firmed the convergence of the entanglement entropy with
bond dimension and found that it changes by at most 0.1
for all cases when decreasing the bond dimension in the
above-mentioned steps (not shown). This indicates that
all results are fully converged.

FIG. S5. Convergence of MPS data corresponding to Fig. 4.
(a) Square of the state norm for the different initial defects.
(b) Half-chain entanglement entropy for the different initial
defects. The cut along which the entanglement entropy is con-
sidered is shown as a dotted line in the inset. (c/d) Demon-
stration of convergence by plotting rung-rung correlations for
two different time steps in the worst-case scenario (largest en-
tropy).

Defect-defect interactions

In the effective model, all singlon defect collisions are
elastic and thus leave the physics discussed in the paper
largely unperturbed. While inelastic |+,+⟩ and |−,−⟩
collisions are energetically suppressed, inelastic |−,+⟩
transitions are forbidden by leg exchange symmetry. The
only inelastic process is the perturbatively slow swap
|−,+⟩ ↔ |+,−⟩ at rate J2

∥/2U .

In Fig. S6, we numerically verify that indeed |−,+⟩
collisions do not significantly alter the conclusions drawn
in the paper, such that they will be observable even in the
presence of background defects. We initialize a |−⟩ and a
|+⟩ defect separated by one site as shown in the top row.
We then consider the time evolution of the probability
to find a |−⟩ or |+⟩ defect independently in (a,b) and
(c,d) for each initial configuration. In both cases, the |−⟩
defect remains in the left half of the system, while the |+⟩
defect remains in the right half, indicating that indeed
swapping of the two defects is slow compared to the time
scales of interest. Furthermore, the |−⟩ state remains
strongly localized in both cases despite the presence of a
second defect.

Panels (e) and (f) show the total number of |−⟩ and
|+⟩ defects in the chain. As predicted by the perturbative
calculation, pair-annihilation of |−⟩ and |+⟩ defects is
very inefficient since both N+ and N− drop barely below
one. These results also show a stark difference in the
number of |+⟩ and |−⟩ defects which are dynamically
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FIG. S6. Collision of two defects. (a)-(d) Probabilities to find
each singlon defect in the different rungs for an initial singlon
defect arrangement shown in the top row (identical for (a)
and (b), and (c) and (d), respectively. (e) Cumulative number
of singlon defects in the entire chain for the arrangement in
(a/b). (f) Cumulative number of singlon defects in the entire
chain for the arrangement in (c/d). Parameters: η = 16,
U/J∥ = 32, bond dimension χ = 512, chain length L = 12.

created from the background. This is explained by a
difference in the effective creation rates Eq. (S23), and
the smaller energetic cost for creating |+⟩ defects due to
the superexchange energy of the initial state |2, 0⟩.
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