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The Aharonov-Bohm (AB) caging is the phenomenon of extreme localization of particles experi-
encing magnetic field in certain tight binding lattices. While the AB caging involves the localization
of non-interacting particles, it often breaks down due to the effect of interaction resulting in delo-
calization. In this study, however, we show that interactions under proper conditions can restore
the AB caging of particles. By analysing the dynamics of two bosons possessing both onsite and
nearest neighbor interactions on a one dimensional diamond/rhombus lattice pierced by an artifi-
cial gauge field, we show that the AB caging is restored when both the interactions are of equal
strengths. Furthermore, the AB caged bosons, with the onset of an antisymmetric correlated onsite
disorder in the lattice, escape from the cages, demonstrating the phenomenon of inverse Anderson
transition which is known to be exhibited by the non-interacting AB caged particles. We also obtain
situation similar to the inverse Anderson transition when an external potential gradient is applied
to the lattice. These findings offer route to realize the AB caging and inverse Anderson transition of
interacting particles in experiments involving ultracold atoms in optical lattices or superconducting
circuits.

I. INTRODUCTION

Localization of quantum states and associated trans-
port in lattice systems have been the topic of great inter-
est due to their fundamental relevance and possible tech-
nological application. Starting from the seminal work of
Anderson involving the localization of electronic states
in disorder systems [1–3], localization transitions have
been predicted and observed in numerous physical sys-
tems enhancing our understanding about this exotic phe-
nomenon of nature [4–8]. While traditionally, the local-
ization transitions are the effect of disorder in the sys-
tem, certain types of localization occurs due to lattice
topology [9]. One such case of the latter type is the
Aharonov-Bohm (AB) caging [10] which is a fascinating
phenomenon of flat-band localization of particles in cer-
tain lattice systems [11–15]. In particular, the diamond
lattice (also known as the rhombus lattice), when sub-
jected to external magnetic fields the destructive inter-
ference of tunneling pathways leads to the formation of
perfectly flat energy bands, transforming the delocalized
Bloch waves into compact localized states (CLSs) that
are confined within the individual unit cells of the lattice.
This intriguing localization mechanism has been realized
experimentally in photonic and atomic systems providing
platforms for deeper understanding of the caging mech-
anism [16–20].

Recent studies have shown that external perturbations
such as interaction and disorder are known to have seri-
ous impact on the stability of the AB caging mechanism.
While on one hand, the increasing disorder tends to de-
localize the CLSs - a phenomenon known as the inverse
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Anderson transition (IAT) [21], on the other hand, inter-
action effects introduce further complexities due to the
overlap between the localized single particle states result-
ing in the delocalization of the CLSs and hence the break-
down of the AB caging of the interacting particles [22–
24]. Various studies have been performed to explore and
understand the breakdown and possible stability of the
AB caging in the presence of interactions [25–29]. Recent
studies have shown that specific interaction couplings can
favour flatband scenarios in the many-body systems caus-
ing compact localization of the many-body states dubbed
as the many-body flatband localization [27, 30]. On the
other hand, besides strong correlation, effect of classical
non-linearity has been explored in the context of weakly
interacting Bose systems where the particles are found
to undergo a breathing motion [17, 31, 32]. Recently, ef-
forts have been made to observe interaction effects on the
AB caging of the particles in experiments. In this con-
text, quench dynamics of a pair of interacting particles
also known as the quantum walk have been experimen-
tally studied to gain insights about the fate of the AB
caging due to interactions. It has already been shown
that the AB caging of two particles is destroyed when lo-
cal interaction is considered in an experiment involving
superconducting circuits [23]. On the other hand, exper-
iment using Rydberg excited atoms has revealed that the
AB caging of two particles with non-local interaction is
also destroyed [24]. However, the combined effect of both
local and non-local interactions on the two particle dy-
namics is still not well explored. As it has already been
demonstrated that competing interactions in the quan-
tum walk reveals novel scenarios [33–36], it will be inter-
esting to study the effect of such competing interactions
on the AB caging of interacting particles

In this work, we study the quantum walk of two bosons
possessing both onsite and nearest-neighbour (NN) in-
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FIG. 1. Illustration of a diamond lattice structure with inter-
actions and uniform flux. The unit cell consists of 3 lattice
sites such as A, B, and C. Solid lines indicate allowed hop-
ping paths for bosons, with hopping strengths represented by
J . U denotes the strength of onsite interaction between a pair
of bosons. While V1 represents the NN interaction along the
sides, V2 represents the interaction along the vertical diago-
nal of the rhombus. Each plaquette is pierced by a uniform
magnetic flux Φ.

teractions on a rhombous chain pierced by an artificial
gauge field of π- flux strength (or half a flux quantum
per plaquette) and show that when the strengths of the
two competing interactions are equal to each other then
the two particle states exhibit compact localization and
hence an AB caging scenario. Remarkably, the interac-
tion induced AB caging of two particles also supports the
phenomenon of inverse Anderson transition (IAT) when
subjected to an onsite lattice disorder - a phenomenon
reminiscent of the IAT of the non-interacting particles.
We also obtain signatures similar to that of IAT in the
presence of external potential gradient or tilt.

This paper is structured as follows: In Section II, we
present the model for the one dimensional rhombus lat-
tice subjected to the uniform magnetic flux generated by
an artificial gauge field for bosons. In Section III, we pro-
vide the main results, i.e., restoration of the AB caging
with tunable interactions and the IAT in an interacting
system. Lastly, in Section IV, we provide a brief sum-
mary of our results.

II. MODEL

We consider a system of bosons possessing both onsite
and NN interactions and occupying the sites of a diamond
lattice chain or the chain of stacked rhombi through their
vertices in one direction pierced by an artificial gauge
field as represented in Fig. 1. Here, each vertex repre-
sents a lattice site. The system under consideration is
described by the extended Bose-Hubbard model Hamil-
tonian with magnetic flux given as

Ĥ = −J
∑
j

(b̂†A,j b̂B,j + b̂†A,j b̂C,j + b̂†A,j+1b̂C,j

+ eiϕb̂†A,j+1b̂B,j +H.c.) +
U

2

∑
j,σ

n̂σ,j(n̂σ,j − 1)

+ V1
∑
j

(n̂A,j n̂B,j + n̂A,j n̂C,j + n̂A,j+1n̂B,j

+ n̂A,j+1n̂C,j) + V2
∑
j

n̂B,j n̂C,j .

(1)

Here, b̂†σ,j(b̂σ,j) is the bosonic creation (annihilation) op-

erator at σ ∈ (A,B,C) lattice site of the jth unit cell and

n̂σ,j = b̂†σ,j b̂σ,j is the number operator at the σ site of the

jth unit cell. J represents the hopping strength between
the NN sites and U denotes the strength of the on-site
interaction. V1 and V2 are the NN interaction strengths
along the sides and the vertical diagonal of the rhombus,
respectively. This means we assume the NN interactions
between the A-B, A-C, and B-C sites only. Here, ϕ is
the Peierl’s phase [37] acquired by the particle due to
an uniform flux piercing through each plaquette of the
lattice.

We analyse the dynamics by following the standard
protocol given as

|ψ(t)⟩ = e−iĤt|ψ(0)⟩ (2)

by solving the time-dependent Schrödinger equation,
where Ĥ is the Hamiltonian shown in Eq. 1. Here, |ψ(0)⟩
is the initial state. We numerically investigate the system
by implementing the exact diagonalization(ED) method
for sufficiently large systems. Throughout the work, we
fix ϕ = π which turns all bands flat in the non-interacting
limit. We fix J = 1 which also sets the energy scales and
assume V1 = V2 = V in the system. In the following, we
will discuss the restoration of the AB caging and inverse
Anderson transition obtained in this system.

III. RESULTS

In this section, we discuss the dynamics of two inter-
acting particles on the rhombus chain. In the first part,
we show how competing interaction can restore the AB
caging of the particles and in the second part we focus
on the inverse Anderson transition.

A. Restoration of AB caging

It has been well understood that inter-particle inter-
action turns the flatbands of the π-flux rhombus lattice
dispersive. As a result of this, the CLSs become delocal-
ized and the AB caging is destroyed. In this section, we
will discuss how competing onsite and NN interactions
among the bosons favors CLSs and hence restore the AB
caging in the system. To investigate such a phenomenon
we study the dynamics of two interacting bosons starting
from the initial state,

|ψ(0)⟩ = (b̂†A,j)
2|0⟩ (3)

and allowing finite onsite repulsion (U > J) and vanish-
ing NN interaction (V = 0). Such a situation guarantees
that for a π-flux rhombus lattice the AB-caging is already
broken due to strong onsite repulsion U . With this setup
in hand we perform an interaction quench for V which
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FIG. 2. Density evolution is plotted against modified index (l)

for an initial state |ψ(0)⟩ = (b̂†A,16)
2|0⟩ with onsite interactions

U = 10, and NN interaction (a) V = 0, (b) V = 10, (c) V = 20
for L = 100.

we will show leads to the restoration of the AB caging
under proper condition.

To understand the dynamics we first analyse the time
evolution of real space onsite particle density

⟨n̂σ,j(t)⟩ = ⟨ψ(t)|b̂†σ,j b̂σ,j |ψ(t)⟩ (4)

which provides a first hand picture about the states of the
system. Due to the rhombic geometry, we define a new
index l in such a way that for all the A-sites, l = 2j and
for B and C sites together, l = 2j+1, where j is the unit-
cell index. According to the above notation we redefine
the average density in terms of the modified index (l) as,

⟨n̂2j(t)⟩ = ⟨n̂A,j(t)⟩ and

⟨n̂2j+1(t)⟩ = ⟨n̂B,j(t)⟩+ ⟨n̂C,j(t)⟩
(5)

and j starts from 0 in our case. We plot the average
densities ⟨nl⟩ in Fig. 2 for U = 10 and for different values
of V .

In the presence of strong onsite interaction U = 10
and vanishing NN interaction V = 0 and for the choice
of the initial state, the two-particles form a repulsively
bound pair [38] of bosons, which behaves effectively as a

single particle with reduced hopping strength Jeff = J2

U .
This bound pair experiences an effective flux ϕ = 2π
while the actual flux threaded through each plaquette is
ϕ = π. Therefore, the bound pair which behaves like
an effective single particle does not experience any effect
from the external gauge field. Such a situation is not
conducive for the AB caging and the particles smoothly
escape the cage leading to delocalization of states [23].
In such a scenario we obtain a light-cone type spread-
ing of the onsite particle density as shown in Fig. 2(a).
Surprisingly, when the NN interaction strength V is fi-
nite and equal to the onsite interaction strength U (i.e.
V = U = 10 in this case), we obtain that the spreading
of the onsite density is completely suppressed and the
particles remain localized within a narrow region around
the initial position in the long time dynamics as shown
in Fig. 2(b). This behavior demonstrates the signature
of compact localization of states and the restoration of
the AB caging of particles. In contrast, when V > U
the particles exhibit a tendency to spread across the en-
tire lattice which is shown in Fig. 2(c) for V = 20. The
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FIG. 3. (a) n∞ plotted against l after a sufficiently long
time (t ∼ 108(J−1)) for different NN interaction strengths
V = 0, 5, 10 and 20. (b) Return probability (R) as a function
of t(J−1) for different values of V . In both the figures, we

consider the initial state |ψ(0)⟩ = (b̂†A,16)
2|0⟩ and U = 10 for

L = 100 sites.

evolution of the onsite particle density shows significant
redistribution, leading to a more uniform density profile
over time. This indicates that the particles explore the
lattice extensively, resulting in a broader distribution of
density across the sites. The spreading of the particles
from their initially confined site is an indication of the
absence of AB caging under these conditions.
To obtain further inference from the density evolution,

we plot the densities after a very long-time evolution (e.g.
at t ∼ 108(J−1)) defined as

n∞ = ⟨ψ(t→ ∞)|b̂†σ,j b̂σ,j |ψ(t→ ∞)⟩ (6)

against the modified index l in Fig. 3(a) which is calcu-
lated in a similar way as defined in Eq. 5. The localization
of particles near the initial position for V = 10 compared
to other values of V can be seen as a sharp peak in n∞

(red diamonds). The behavior shown in Fig. 2(b) to-
gether with Fig. 3(a) suggests that the combined effect
of U and V favors localization of particles and hence the
restoration of the AB caging at U = V = 10.
To confirm the restoration of the AB caging of parti-

cles, we analyse the time evolution of the return probabil-
ity, R, which measures the likelihood of finding the par-
ticle back at its initial position after a given time t(J−1)
and is defined as,

R(t) = |⟨ψ(0)|ψ(t)⟩|2 (7)

In Fig. 3(b), we plot R as a function of t(J−1) for val-
ues of V = 0, 5, 10 and 20. It can be seen that R
saturates to zero in the long time limit for all values of
V except for V = 10 (red diamonds) where it exhibits
an oscillatory behaviour indicating a high likelihood that
the particles remain localized at their initial positions.
The high values of R for U = V = 10 is the signature of
the AB caging. Conversely, the vanishing values of R for
U ̸= V reflect the extensive spreading of particles across
the lattice, as they are less likely to return to their ini-
tial positions. This behaviour is also consistent with the
uniform density profiles observed for U ̸= V .
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FIG. 4. Band structure for two interacting bosons with
system size L = 150 with periodic boundary condition for
U = 10, ϕ = π and NN interactions (a) V = 0 and (b) V = 10.
The colors of individual eigenstates indicate the overlap (O)
with the initial state.

To delve deeper into the restoration of the AB caging
phenomenon, we examine the band structure correspond-
ing the model under consideration for different values of
V while keeping U fixed. We plot the band structure by
numerically diagonalizing the Hamiltonian in momentum
space. We also compute the overlap

O = |⟨Ψ|χi⟩|2, (8)

where, |Ψ⟩ is the state in the momentum space corre-
sponding to the initial state given in Eq. 3 and |χi⟩ are
the momentum space eigenstates of the Hamiltonian in
Eq. 1 obtained using periodic boundary condition. The
finite values of O provides information about the states
which participate in the dynamics. In Fig. 4 we plot
the band structure obtained for a periodic system of size
L = 150 together with O. From Fig. 4(a), we observe
that for U = 10 and V = 0, the bands with finite val-
ues of O are dispersive which is indicative of delocalized
states. This dispersion suggests that the particles are
not confined to any specific regions of the lattice and
no AB caging phenomenon. However, upon increasing
the values of V to U = V = 10, we observe the emer-
gence of flat bands in the energy spectrum, as shown in
Fig. 4(b). These flat bands are responsible for the local-
ization of particles and hence the restoration of the AB
caging. From this analysis, it is evident that only the
bands with higher energies play significant roles in deter-
mining the dynamics of the system and the underlying
mechanism of the AB caging. The equal strengths of the
onsite and NN interaction favor the regeneration of the
flatbands in the system due to which the AB caging of
interacting particles is restored.

To understand the dependence of the AB caging on the
choice of initial state, we consider a two particle initial
state by allowing one particle each at sites B and C of
the same unit-cell which is given as,

|ψ(0)⟩ = b̂†B,j b̂
†
C,j |0⟩. (9)
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FIG. 5. Density evolution is plotted against modified index
(l), starting from an initial state |ψ(0)⟩ = b̂†B,16b̂

†
C,16|0⟩ for

V = 10, and onsite interaction (a) U = 0, (b) U = 10, (c)
U = 20. Here the system of L = 100 is considered.

In this case, contrast to the previous case we fix V = 10
at the initial time and vary the onsite interaction U to
investigate the dynamics. In the absence of U , the onsite
densities of particles exhibits a linear spread indicating
delocalization as shown in Fig. 5(a). With increase in
U we obtain similar behaviour obtained for the previous
case i.e. when V = U = 10, the dynamics exhibits signa-
tures of the AB caging phenomenon as shown in Fig. 5(b)
(compare with Fig. 2(b)). Also in the limit when U > V ,
the AB caging is broken (see Fig. 5(c)). However, in this
case, the extent of the cage is larger compared to the
situation when the two particles are initially at site A
(compare Fig. 2(b) and Fig. 5(b)). Note that we also ob-
tain the restoration of the AB caging for any two-particle
initial state that corresponds to the two particles residing
within the unit cell.
All the above signatures reveal that the AB caging in

the two particles’ dynamics is restored when the onsite
and the NN interactions are of equal strengths (U = V ).
It is to be noted that it is sufficient to establish the
restoration of the AB caging of two interacting particles
with the onsite interaction U and the NN interaction only
along the BC bond i.e. V2. The finite values of V1 do not
affect the caging phenomenon as long as they are of equal
strengths. For unequal values of V1 across the four bonds
results in the breakdown of the AB caging (not shown).

The above analysis shows a clear signature of the
restoration of the AB caging for two interacting particles
on a π-flux rhombus chain. At this point, it is natural
to explore the fate of such interaction-induced AB caging
in the presence of external perturbations which we will
discuss in the rest of the paper.

B. Inverse Anderson Transition

One of the remarkable manifestation of the AB caged
particles is inverse Anderson transition (IAT) which is
a phenomenon of non-trivial delocalization of CLSs due
to the effect of disorder. In recent years, the IAT has
been widely studied in various platforms both theoreti-
cally and experimentally [19, 39–41]. While the IAT is
known to be exhibited by the AB caged non-interacting
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FIG. 6. (a) Density evolution with antisymmetric quasiperi-
odic disorder is considered. The disorder strength we consider
in this case is λ = 2. (b) Shows the root mean square displace-
ment (D) as a function of time for antisymmetric quasiperi-
odic disorder strengths λ = 0 (red circles), 1 (blue squares),
2 (green triangles). In all of these above cases, we consider
U = V2 = 10 for L = 100.

particles, in this case we will show that the AB caged
interacting particles also exhibit IAT when subjected to
onsite disorder.

To this end we introduce the disorder term in the
Hamiltonian given in Eq. 1 as

Ĥ ′ = Ĥ + Ĥdis, (10)

where Ĥdis =
∑

σ,j λσ,j n̂σ,j and λσ,j is the onsite disor-
der potential at unit-cell j and site σ. In our case, we
consider quasi-periodic disorder [4, 42–51] and note that
if random disorder is considered in place of quasiperi-
odic one the result obtained is qualitatively similar. To
achieve IAT we choose λσ,j = λ cos(2πβj + ∆), where
λ is the disorder strength and β is an irrational number

(typically chosen as the Golden ratio β =
√
5−1
2 ), and ∆

is a random phase offset. Disorder average is taken over
500 offset values. We choose two types of quasiperiodic
disorder in our model: symmetric and antisymmetric cor-
related disorder [19, 39, 52]. In the symmetric case, the
strength of quasi-periodic disorder potential is set iden-
tical for both lattice sites B and C i.e., λB,j = λC,j ,
while in the antisymmetric case, λB,j = −λC,j is cho-
sen. In both cases we set λA,j = 0. We obtain that the
symmetric choice of the quasiperiodic disorder does not
lead to IAT. However, if antisymmetric disorder is con-
sidered the system undergoes an IAT as in the case of
non-interacting particles.

We start by fixing U = V = 10 for which the particles
are already AB caged and then study the dynamics by
varying the disorder strength λ. First of all, we examine
how the time evolution of the onsite densities behave for
finite values of λ. As depicted in Fig. 6(a), for λ = 2, we
obtain a clear spreading of the density over a region of
the lattice as compared to no spreading for λ = 0 shown
in Fig. 2(b). Such a behavior in density is due to the
escaping of the particles from the AB cage, implying that
the initially localized states delocalize. This behavior can
be clearly seen by monitoring the time evolution of the
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FIG. 7. (a) and (b) show the return probability (R), and bi-
partite EE (SP ) as a function of time for correlated antisym-
metric quasiperiodic disorder strengths λ = 0 (red circles), 1
(blue triangles), 2 (green squares). In all of these above cases,
we consider U = V = 10, and (a) and (b) are plotted for sys-
tem size L = 100 and L = 49, respectively.

root mean-square displacement defined as

D(t) =

[∑
l

(l − l0)
2⟨n̂l(t)⟩

]1/2
(11)

where l is the modified index and l0 is the initial posi-
tion of the two particle state. We plot D as a function
of t(J−1) in Fig. 6(b) for U = V = 10 for λ = 1 (blue
squares) and for λ = 2 (green triangles) and compare it
with λ = 0 (red circles). While for λ = 0 we obtain that
D immediately saturates to a very small value, for small
but finite values of λ, D increases with time, indicating
delocalization of the initially localized states of the AB
caged particles. Signatures of this delocalization can also
be obtained from the survival probability R that is intro-
duced previously. In Fig. 7(a), we compare the evolution
of R for three different values of λ. The vanishing up of
R for λ = 1 (blue triangles) and λ = 2 (green squares)
as compared to λ = 0 (red circles) in the long time dy-
namics confirms the breakdown of the AB caging and the
onset of an IAT.

Entanglement entropy (EE) is an useful diagnostic to
quantify the quantum correlations and localization prop-
erties of interacting systems. In the context of the AB
caging, EE serves as an indicator of the localization and
delocalization of particles. A low EE signifies a high de-
gree of localization, consistent with the AB caging phe-
nomenon. Conversely, an increase in EE indicates delo-
calization and the breakdown of the AB caging. In our
study, we utilize the EE to concretely establish the IAT
or the breakdown of the AB caging due to quasi-disorder.
The EE (SP ) for a subsystem P is calculated using the
reduced density matrix ρP . For a many-body state |ψ⟩ of
the entire system, the reduced density matrix is obtained
by tracing out the degrees of freedom of the complemen-
tary subsystem Q, i.e. ρ̂P = TrQ(|ψ⟩⟨ψ|). The EE is
then given by the von Neumann entropy:

SP = −Tr(ρ̂P log (ρ̂P )) (12)

For an initial state with particles initialized at the A-site
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FIG. 8. Density evolution is plotted against the modified
index (l), starting from an initial state |ψ(0)⟩ = (b̂†A,16)

2|0⟩
and U = 10 = V = 10 for (a) F = 0.1, (b) F = 1.0, (c)
F = 10. The system size considered here is L = 100.

of the kth unit cell, we choose the subsystem P consists
of 5 sites, namely, Bk−1, Ck−1, Ak, Bk+1, Ck+1. In
Fig 7 (b) we plot SP as a function of t(J−1) for different
values of λ.
For the two-particle initial states without any disorder

(λ = 0), when U = V , we observe zero EE as shown
in Fig. 7(b) (red circles), reflecting the AB caging of the
particles. Such behaviour in EE is due to the no quantum
correlations between the subsystems. However, for finite
values of antisymmetric disorder λ = 1 (blue triangles)
and 2 (green squares), SP rapidly grow and saturate to
finite values indicating increased quantum correlations
and eventual delocalization of the AB caged particles.
This confirms the phenomenon of IAT of the two inter-
acting particles AB caged due to competing onsite and
NN interactions.

Note that by including finite values of λA,j =
λ cos(2πβj+δ) we also get IAT but eventually the system
relocalizes with increasing λ (not shown). The asymmet-
ric potential strengths at the B and C sites that favours
the IAT of AB caged interacting particles also signals
another route to obtain IAT of the two interacting par-
ticles i.e. through external tilt potential which imposes
unequal local offsets at each sites of the lattice. In the
following we show that a suitable arrangement of tilt also
leads to an IAT of interacting particles.

C. IAT due to external tilt or gradient

To obtain tilt dependent IAT we allow linear potential
gradient in both horizontal (x) and vertical (y) directions
such that each sites in the unit-cell experiences different
potential strengths. In this case, the Hamiltonian of our
system becomes,

Ĥ ′ = Ĥ +
∑
j

2jF n̂A,j +
∑
j

((2j + 1)F + δ)n̂B,j

+
∑
j

((2j + 1)F − δ)n̂C,j),
(13)

where Ĥ is the Hamiltonian shown in Eq. 1, j is the unit
cell index, F is the strength of the potential gradient
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(a)
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F = 10
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time(J−1)
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S
P
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FIG. 9. (a) Shows the the root mean-squares displacement
(D) as a function of t(J−1) for the potential gradient F = 0.1
(red circles), 1 (blue squares) and 10 (green triangles) by
keeping interaction strengths U = V = 10 and fixed δ =
2. The D for F = δ = 0 (black diamonds) is shown for
comparison. Here, the system of L = 100 is considered. (b)
Shows the EE plotted against t(J−1) for similar parameters
as in (a) for L = 49.

along the x-direction and δ decides the gradient along
the y- direction. We study the dynamics starting from
the initial state given in Eq. 3, by maintaining the AB
caging condition i.e. U = V = 10 and change the po-
tential gradient F while fixing δ = 2. We obtain that
with increase in the values of F the initially localized
states start to become delocalized as depicted in Fig 8(a)
for F = 0.1. This delocalization of states due to F is
a signature of the IAT due to external potential gradi-
ent. With further increase in the value of F the extent
of localization start to decrease and eventually for large
F , the states are localized again which can be seen from
Fig 8(b) and (c) plotted for F = 1 and F = 10 respec-
tively. For further quantification of IAT of interacting
particles through potential gradient, we compute the ra-
dius of expansion D and time evolution of entanglement
entropy SP defined before. In Fig. 9(a) and (b) we plotD
and SP respectively, as a function of t(J−1) for different
values of F . The increase in D with time in Fig. 9(a) for
F = 0.1 (red circles) indicates the spreading of particle
in the lattice compared to that for the lattice without
any tilt (F, δ = 0) for which D saturates to a value close
to zero (black diamonds) due to the AB caging. Such
behaviour in D is due to the IAT in the system. How-
ever, for F = 1 (blue squares), D tends to saturate to a
finite value and with increase in F , the value at which D
saturates to, decreases further as can be seen for F = 10
( green triangles).

Similar features are also seen in the case of SP which
is shown in Fig 9(b) for the values of F considered in
Fig 9(a). For the calculation of entropy we have cho-
sen the same bi-partition of the system as is done in the
previous section . For small or intermediate values of F
(i.e. for F = 0.1 and 1) the entanglement entropy rapidly
grows and saturates to finite values indicating the break-
ing of the AB caging. However, for F = 10, SP saturates
to a very small value due to localization mediated by the
potential gradient. For comparison we also show SP as
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a function of t(J−1) for F = δ = 0 for which we have
the AB caging. Note that the eventual localization as
a function of F is due to the Stark localization of the
interacting particles [53].

IV. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have studied the dynamics of two
interacting bosons on a π-flux rhombus chain which is
one of the standard models to study physics due to flat-
bands. While the recent experimental studies based on
dynamic of two interacting particles on rhombus chains
have revealed that allowing inter-particle onsite or NN
interaction leads to the breakdown of the AB caging of
the non-interacting particles, we have obtained that if
two competing interactions (onsite and NN interaction)
are considered together then the AB caging is favoured in
the two-particle dynamics. By analysing the density evo-
lution, return probability and subsystem entanglement
entropy we have revealed that the AB caging is restored
when the onsite and the NN interactions are of equal
strengths. We have also shown the restoration of the AB
caging is independent of the choice of the initial states.
In other words, the system exhibits AB caging irrespec-
tive of where the two particles are initialized within a
particular unit-cell. Such interaction induced restoration
of the AB caging is found to occur even for weak interac-
tion strengths. Most importantly, we have obtained that
the localized states of the AB caged particles become de-
localized due to the effect of onsite disorder resulting in
the phenomenon of inverse Anderson transition which is

a phenomenon exhibited by the non-interacting particles.
We have also extended our studies to explore the effect
of external gradient or tilt to the lattice and obtained
behaviour similar to the IAT of the interacting particles.

Our findings provides a detailed analysis of the dynam-
ics or quantum walk of two interacting particles reveal-
ing the restoration of the AB caging on a lattice which is
known to exhibit compact localization of the states of the
non-interacting particles due to flatband effects. More-
over, our study also provides the effect of external pertur-
bations in the form of quasiperiodic disorder or external
tilt leading to the IAT. Such analysis provides a bottom-
up approach to understand the dynamics of interacting
particles which can be extended to the true many-body
limit. Also similar studies can be explored in different lat-
tices possessing flatband effects to understand the com-
peting effects of flatband, interaction, topology, disorder
and particle statistics. Most importantly, the dynamics
of two interacting bosons in a rhombus lattice has been
experimentally realized using various platforms such as
superconducting circuits [23], ultracold atoms in optical
lattices [19] and Rydberg excited atoms [20, 24]. These
studies can in principle be extended to incorporate two
competing interactions like the one considered here to
simulate the restoration of AB caging and IAT of two
interacting particles.
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