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The eigenstates of one-dimensional Hermitian and non-Hermitian tight-binding systems (in the
presence/absence of quasiperiodic potential) and an external electric field undergo complete local-
ization with equally spaced eigenenergies, known as the Wannier-Stark (WS) localization. In this
work, we demonstrate that when the electric field is slowly modulated with time, new non-trivial
phases with multiple mobility edges emerge in place of WS localized phase, which persists up to a
certain strength of the non-Hermiticity. On the other hand, for a large driving frequency, we retreive
the usual sharp delocalization-localization transition to the usual (no WS) localized phase, similar
to the static non-Hermitian Aubry-André-Harper type without any electric field. This vanishing of
WS localization can be attributed solely to the time-periodic drive and occurs irrespective of the
non-Hermiticity. Interestingly, under the open boundary condition (OBC), we find that contrary to
the undriven systems where an external electric field destroys the SE completely, the SE appears in
certain regime of the parameter space when the electric field is temporally driven. This appearance
of SE is closely related to the absence of extended unitarity. In addition, in the presence of the drive,
the skin states are found to be multifractal, contrary to its usual nature in such non-Hermitian sys-
tems. An in-depth understanding about the behavior of the states in the driven system is established
from the long-time dynamics of an initial excitation.

I. INTRODUCTION

The quest for exotic and novel quantum phases of mat-
ter has led to investigations of systems with time-periodic
drive [1, 2]. Such systems exhibit intriguing features in
contrast to the static counterparts. For example, a time-
periodic drive reduces the tunneling rate of particles in
optical lattices [3–5], and introduces unusual dynamics
in kicked rotors [6]. Besides, periodically driven cold-
atomic systems have been used for precise measurement
of gravitational acceleration [7], and realizing anomalous
topological phases [8]. Parallelly, recent years have also
witnessed rich features in non-Hermitian driven systems
in the context of the spectral, transport and topologi-
cal properties [9–14]. Such a time-periodic drive in non-
Hermitian systems has also been useful in stabilizing its
dynamics [15, 16]. Furthermore, several non-Hermitian
time-periodic systems have been implemented in exper-
iments on electric circuit [17], ultracold atoms [18] and
acoustic lattice [19].

The non-Hermitian systems have also been extensively
studied to investigate electronic properties and phases,
especially in one-dimensional (1D) systems, wherein it
was demonstrated that akin to its static Hermitian ana-
logue [20–24], the phenomenon of localization (first devel-
oped in Anderson’s seminal work on random disordered
models [25]) also emerges in disorder-free lattices upon
application of a non-zero external uniform electric field
[26], well known in the literature as the Wannier-Stark
(WS) localization. This complete localization of all the
electronic eigenstates due to the electric field has also
been demonstrated in 1D Hermitian quasicrystals [27–29]
that otherwise demonstrate a delocalization-localization

(DL) phase transition [30–32] at a finite strength of
quasiperiodic potential. In addition, the WS localization
is reported in non-Hermitian systems with quasiperiodic
potential [33]. Such an unique localization typically ap-
pears in the form of discrete equally spaced energy levels
in the localized phase.
The WS localization is often interlinked with the emer-

gence of Bloch oscillation, where the dynamics of the
electrons undergo a periodic oscillation with time, in
both Hermitian [34, 35] as well as non-Hermitian systems
[36, 37]. Furthermore, in the last few years, the investi-
gations on the effect of the interplay of non-Hermiticity
and the time-periodic drive has become a central theme
for researchers working in this field in the context of lo-
calization [9] and mobility edges [38]. Moreover, a spe-
cial class of non-Hermitian Hamiltonian [39, 40] has gar-
nered widespread attention in the scientific community
in recent times, where an unidirectionality in fermionic
hopping leads to an extensive number of bulk eigenstates
being exponentially localized towards one of the edges of
the system under the open boundary condition (OBC), a
phenomenon known as the skin effect (SE) [41–44]. How-
ever, the influence of a time-periodic electric field on the
DL transition, WS localization, and the SE in such non-
Hermitian systems remains largely unanswered.
In one of the past works, it was demonstrated that

in a purely tight binding Hermitian Hamiltonian with
a sinusoidal electric field, the states are delocalized, ex-
cept at some critical ratios of the strength of the electric
field and driving frequency [45]. However, the nature of
these so-called delocalized states were not analyzed in
details. Motivated by the lack of such understanding, in
this work, we thoroughly investigate the effect of a contin-
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uously modulated external electric field in non-Hermitian
quasiperiodic lattices with asymmetric hopping. We find
that unique localization traits in the system can be har-
nessed using the electric field in different regimes of the
drive. Similar to Ref. [45], we find that in stark con-
trast to the static scenario, the time-periodic drive de-
stroys the WS localization completely irrespective of the
degree of non-Hermiticity. However, we clearly demon-
strate that the states are not completely delocalized. Un-
der the periodic boundary condition (PBC), we rather
unveil that the time-periodic electric field enhances the
delocalized regime, and generates multiple mobility edges
when the frequency of the drive is moderately small, un-
like the generic undriven counterparts, wherein the mo-
bility edges appear only with modified quasiperiodic po-
tentials [46–48]. The mobility edges persist only upto a
critical value of the non-Hermiticity, beyond which we re-
treive the usual DL transition. The sharp DL transition
emerges irrespective of the degree of non-Hermiticity,
which is also captured analytically. We verify the ab-
sence of WS localization in the high driving frequency
limit as well. Unlike the WS ladders with a δ-type en-
ergy level statistics, in the localized phase we clearly find
the distribution to approach the usual Poissonian limit
when the electric field is time-dependent.

In addition, we demonstrate that the SE appears in
the non-Hermitian systems with a time-dependent elec-
tric field, unlike the static counterparts where the SE
vanishes completely. Moreover, similar to the finding
in our recent work [49], under the OBC, we emphasize
that this appearance of SE is crucially dependent upon
the absence of extended unitarity. Interestingly, we re-
veal that the skin states are multifractal (extended, yet
non-ergodic) in nature, which can be attributed to the
periodicity in the external electric field. Furthermore,
we have studied the wave-packet dynamics in the non-
trivial phases with mobility edges, and identified the su-
perdiffusive nature of electron transport. We also verify
the absence of Bloch oscillations concommitant with the
vanishing of WS ladder-like structure. The evolution of
the wave-packet under the OBC reflects the multifractal
nature of the skin states after a stroboscopic period.

The birds-eye view of the rest of this article is as
follows: In Sec. II, we introduce the non-Hermitian
quasiperiodic Hamiltonian with a time-dependent elec-
tric field. The understanding of such time-dependent
Floquet systems are built in Sec. III. This is followed
by the estimation of the critical threshold of quasiperi-
odic potential for DL transition explained analytically
and numerically in Secs. IVA and IVB respectively. A
brief discussion on the energy level statistics is presented
in Sec. IVC. Our crucial findings on the existence of mul-
tiple mobility edges, absence of WS localization and the
unique nature of SE are elucidated in Secs. VA,VB and
VC respectively. A complete understanding of the long-
time dynamics under both PBC and OBC in the driven

system has been presented in Sec. VD. Finally, the cru-
cial highlights of this work are outlined in Sec. VI.

II. NON-HERMITIAN HAMILTONIAN WITH A
TIME-MODULATED ELECTRIC FIELD

The time-dependent non-interacting Hamiltonian con-
sidered in this work is an amalgamation of the paradig-
matic Aubry-André-Harper (AAH) quasiperiodic model
[30, 31], an uniform external electric field [20, 21] and
non-reciprocity in the hopping amplitudes [39], and can
be defined as [38, 45],

H(t) =
∑
n

(Jehc†n+1cn + Je−hc†ncn+1)

+
∑
n

V cos(2παn+ ϕ)c†ncn +
∑
n

nξcos(ωt)c†ncn. (1)

c†n and cn represent the usual creation and annihilation
operators in the second quantization notation respec-
tively. n indicates the site index of a lattice with N sites.
The size of the lattice is L = Na, where a is the transla-
tional vector (considered to be 1 in arb. units). The first
term in the Hamiltonian constitutes the asymmetricity
in the fermionic hopping (J) towards the left and right
directions, incorporated using the parameter h. The sec-
ond term describes the quasiperiodicity in the potential
with strength V , brought in by α (set as (

√
5 − 1)/2

throughout this work). ϕ is an arbitrary phase in the
quasiperiodic potential, and is set to 0 unless specified.
The third part of the Hamiltonian consists of an electric
field gradient (ξ) which is responsible for the localization
of all the eigenstates in the form of WS ladders in static
systems with or without the quasiperiodic potential. It
is important to note that the cosine modulation in the
drive retains the time-reversal symmetry in the system,
similar to the Hatano-Nelson Hamltonian. A schematic
of the time-independent model described here is depicted
in Fig. 1.
An experimental realization of the static Hamiltonian

has been recently proposed in a 1D optical lattice by Li
et. al. [50], where two counter-propagating laser beams
generate the potential whose depth can be tuned by an
efficient control of the laser intensities, and a gravita-
tional or magnetic field gradient (which can be made to
be cosine-modulated in our case) can be used to create
the linear potential gradient. Such an oscillating electric
field can be thought of as an electric dipole that varies
with time. The non-reciprocity can be controlled with
the help of dissipative channels. Our proposed Hamilto-
nian can therefore be implemented in a similar optical
lattice set-up.
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FIG. 1. Schematic diagram of the underlying time-
independent Hamiltonian discussed in Eq. (1), showing the
directions of fermionic hopping and the electric field, where
the fermions are influenced by an underlying quasiperiodic
potential.

III. UNDERSTANDING TIME-DEPENDENT
SYSTEMS USING THE FLOQUET APPROACH

To find stationary solutions of the Hamiltonian de-
scribed in Eq. (1), which is time-periodic nature with
periodicity T , i.e., H(t) = H(t + T ), the Floquet theory
has been utilised where the Floquet operator for an entire
stroboscopic period is defined as,

U(T, T0) = T e−(i/ℏ)
∫ T
T0

H(t)dt
= e−iHF (T−To)/ℏ, (2)

where T is the well-known time-ordering operator, and
HF is an effective Floquet Hamiltonian. Without loss of
generality, we set the initial time T0 = 0 since it does not
affect the properties of the Hamiltonian. The reduced
Planck’s constant is set as ℏ = 1 throughout this work.

The Floquet modes provide a complete basis for the
Hilbert space which can be obtained on exact diagonal-
ization of the Floquet operator given as,

U(T, 0) =
∑
n

En |ψnR⟩ ⟨ψnL| , and En = e−iϵFnT . (3)

Since the Floquet propagator U(T, 0) is non-unitary
when the constitutent Hamiltonians at each time inter-
val is non-Hermitian in nature, we extrinsically conserve
the unitarity using the QR decomposition method dur-
ing the evolution with time. In Eq. (3), |ψnL⟩ and |ψnR⟩
are the left and right eigenvectors and ϵFn is the obtained
Floquet quasienergy, which plays the role of “energy”
in driven systems. However, such quasienergies are not
uniquely determined, unlike the normal energies, and are
typically obtained modulo ℏω within the first quasienergy
Brillouin zone.

IV. PHASE ANALYSIS UNDER THE DRIVE

A. Metal-insulator phase transition from the
effective Hamiltonian

In Floquet systems, an approximate analytical under-
standing can be obtained in the limit of large frequency
by averaging the time-dependent Hamiltonian that re-
sults in an effective Floquet time-independent Hamilto-
nian HF [51–53] as,

HF =
1

T

∫ T

0

H(t)dt (4)

Following Refs. [38, 54], wherein the authors have used
a rotated Hamiltonian observed in a comoving frame of
reference, we can write,

HF =
∑
n

(JehJ
( ξ
ω

)
c†n+1cn + Je−hJ

( ξ
ω

)
c†ncn+1)

+
∑
n

V cos(2παn+ ϕ)c†ncn, (5)

where the time-dependent terms in the electric field have
been absorbed into the Bessel function of first kind. In-
terestingly, HF turns out to be the static non-Hermitian
analogue of the AAH Hamiltonian with rescaled hopping
amplitudes in terms of ξ/ω. It was previously reported
that the DL transition for static non-Hermitian AAH-
type systems occurs at Vc = 2 max{Jeh, Je−h} [43]. It
is therefore expected that for our Hamiltonian given in
Eq. (5) in the regime of a large frequency drive in the elec-
tric field, the DL transition will be at the critical value
of the quasiperiodic potential given as,

Vc = 2 max{J ′eh, J ′e−h} where J ′ = JJ
( ξ
ω

)
. (6)

This expected critical value at high frequency will be ver-
ified in the subsequent discussions.

B. Numerical identifiers of the phases: IPR,NPR,
η and the mean fractal dimension D2

In order to obtain an idea of the localization charac-
teristics of the driven system, we use the estimate of the
physical quantity, i.e., the Inverse Participation Ratio
(IPR) [55, 56]. In case of a non-Hermitian system where
|ψnL⟩ and |ψnR⟩ are in general bi-orthonormal [57], the
bidirectional-IPR(BIPR) [58] has been recently used and
is given for an eigenstate ‘j’ as,

BIPRj =

N∑
n=1

|ψj
nLψ

j
nR|

2

( N∑
n=1

|ψj
nLψ

j
nR|

)2
. (7)
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FIG. 2. Projection of ⟨BIPR⟩ under the PBC in the ξ − V parameter space of the non-Hermitian driven system with h = 0.1
at (a) ω = π/2, (b) ω = π, and (c) ω = 4π. The numerically obtained DL transition is shown as a transition from the pink to
blue color. The analytically predicted DL transition from Eq. (6) is illustrated by the black dotted line. The absence of SE
(under OBC) in the delocalized regime is also indicated.

The BIPR allows values in between 0 and 1, where the
two limits pertain to the situations when all the states
are either completely delocalized or localized respectively,
and in the thermodynamic limit. Complementary to
the behavior of BIPR, there exists a quantity frequently
termed in literature as the Normalized Participation Ra-
tio [59], which we re-write for the non-Hermitian system
as,

BNPRj =

[
N

N∑
n=1

|ψj
nLψ

j
nR|

2

( N∑
n=1

|ψj
nLψ

j
nR|

)2

]−1

. (8)

Such an indicator, in contrast, attains a finite value for
the delocalized states and vanishes when all the states are
localized. In addition, an intermediate phase exhibit fi-
nite values in both of these indicators. To concretely cap-
ture various phases, the authors of Ref. [60, 61] have re-
cently introduced an useful technique given by the quan-
tity η defined as,

η = log10[⟨BIPR⟩ × ⟨BNPR⟩]. (9)

In the above definition, ⟨.⟩ signifies the average of that
quantity over all the eigenstates. From Eq. (9), it is
evident that if either ⟨BIPR⟩ or ⟨BNPR⟩ are vansish-
ing (i.e., O(L−1)), η ≲ −log10(L). On the other hand,
when any one among ⟨BIPR⟩ and ⟨BNPR⟩ becomes finite
(i.e.,O(1)), −log10(L) ≲ η ≲ −1. However, the single-
particle intermediate phase(s) may be either a combina-
tion of the delocalized and localized states, or might in-
dicate the existence of a mobility edge in the system [60],
and these indicators fail to capture this difference. In or-
der to circumvent the issue of determining the interme-
diate phase accurately, we have plotted the quasienergy
resolved phase diagram that clearly illustrates the nature
of these intermediate phase(s).

In addition, the delocalized states can be either com-
pletely ergodic or multifractal in nature. Therefore, in
order to comprehend the nature of the delocalized phase
in detail, we estimate the mean fractal dimension D2,
which is given as [62, 63],

D2 = − 1

N

N∑
j=1

ln BIPRj

ln N
. (10)

The ergodic states have D2 ∼ 1, whereas the localized
ones are characterized by D2 ∼ 0. 0 < D2 < 1 implies
the existence of the multifractal states.

C. Level statistics in the localized phase

Since the Hamiltonian considered in our work possesses
an external electric field that is anticipated to induce WS
localization, it is important to understand the nature of
the energy levels, including their separation. In this re-
gard, an important quantity that shows a clear distinc-
tion in the eigen energy spectrum in the localized regime
is the spectral statistics of such a Hamiltonian. A dimen-
sionless quantity that characterises the level statistics has
been defined in Ref. [64] for Hermitian systems with ran-
dom on-site disorder as,

rn =
min{δn, δn−1}
max{δn, δn−1}

, (11)

where rn lies in between 0 and 1, δn being the separation
between consecutive energy levels, i.e., δn = En+1 − En.
It is well known that the localized eigenstates that are
close in energy lie far away and do not exhibit level repul-
sion, following a Poissonian statistics with a probability
distribution P (r) = 2/(1 + r)2. In the thermodynamic
limit, ⟨r⟩ ∼ 0.386 over many realizations of the disorder.
This measure also works well for quasiperiodic systems
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where ⟨r⟩ is estimated by taking realizations over ϕ ly-
ing in between [0, 2π) [65]. Moreover, in systems with
electric field, the equi-spaced WS energy ladders should
naturally lead to ⟨r⟩ ∼ 1, with a δ-type probability dis-
tribution with its peak value at r ∼ 1. It is important
to note that this measure works for real eigenvalues that
are obtained in Hermitian systems. The reason why such
a measure can be used in our analysis to investigate the
spectral behavior of the localized eigenstates where the
electric field is modulated with time will be discussed in
details in Sec. VB.

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

An investigation on Hermitian quasiperiodic systems
has revealed that a very tiny strength in the electric field
localizes all the states [28]. We have verified the same
for a non-Hermitian system with asymmetric hopping in
the entire parameter space of ξ and V in Figs. 12(a-b)
in Appendix A. In addition, from the past literature, it
is known that the WS ladders under PBC and SE un-
der OBC occur in time-independent systems in presence
of the electric field. Therefore, in this work, we scruti-
nize different phases by applying a periodic drive to the
electric field in a non-Hermitian quasicrystal (as given
in Eq. (1)) in different regimes of the driving frequency.
In this work, we use the Trotter time step ∆t = 0.001,
which retains the invariance of the Hamiltonian at two
instants of time such that Eq. (2) can be used to esti-
mate the properties of the time-dependent Hamiltonian.
We use PBC for a system with J = 1 and L = 144, unless
specifically stated.

A. The metal-insulator transition and the
existence of mobility edges

The indicator of ⟨BIPR⟩ is often used to characterize
the metallic/insulating phases of a system as discussed
in Sec. IVB. In Figs. 2(a-c), we present the results of
the ⟨BIPR⟩ projected over the entire parameter space
of electric field and the quasiperiodic potential for low,
moderate and high driving frequencies. It is quite evident
that the inclusion of a time-periodic drive in the electric
field enhances the delocalized regime to a significantly
great extent as compared to its undriven counterpart (the
results of the undriven analogue is demonstrated in Ap-
pendix A). In addition, interestingly, the boundary of the
DL transition approaches the static quasiperiodic Hamil-
tonian with rescaled hopping amplitudes as determined
in Eq. (6), separating completely delocalized and local-
ized states when the frequency is very high (Fig. 2(c)).

To determine the exact nature of the eigenstates at
ω = π/2 and ω = π, we have plotted the phase dia-
gram of η in Figs. 3(a,b), where the orange regime sug-

FIG. 3. The phase diagram of η at (a) ω = π/2 and (b) ω = π,
for different strengths of the electric field (ξ) and quasiperi-
odic potential (V ) in the time-dependent non-Hermitian sys-
tem (h = 0.1) under PBC. The lower panels illustrate the
combined behavior of ⟨BIPR⟩ and ⟨BNPR⟩ for different sys-
tem sizes at ξ = 1.7 and (c) ω = π/2, (d) ω = π in the
intermediate regimes corresponding to the upper panel.

gests a phase which can contain either a mixed spectrum
of delocalized and localized states or an energy depen-
dent mobility edge. Next, we select a certain strength
of the electric field (ξ = 1.7) for the two driving con-
ditions in Figs. 3(a,b) and select different system sizes
in ascending order which eliminates the possibility of
finite-size effects and confirms that the single-particle in-
termediate phase persists even for larger system sizes
(achieved within our computational limit). The differ-
ent intermediate phases are labelled as I1, I2, · · · . We
further probe the qualitative nature of the intermedi-
ate phase by plotting the quasienergy resolved values of
BIPR across the entire quasiperiodic potential regime in
Figs. 4(a-b). It is clear that the intermediate phases in
Figs. 3(c,d) are indeed mobility edges. In the low fre-
quency limit (Fig. 4(a)), one of the mobility edge (in the
region labelled by I1) confirms a delocalized-localized-
delocalized separation between the energy eigenstates.
However, the mobility edges (labelled by I2 regime) ex-
hibits a localized-delocalized-localized behavior of the
eigenstates. Unlike the case for low drive frequency, when
the frequency of the drive is moderate (Fig. 4(b)), there
exists a single intermediate phase (I1) with localized-
delocalized-localized behavior of the eigenstates. It is im-
portant to note that the mobility edge depends crucially
upon the electric field strength, as evident from Figs. 3(a-
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FIG. 4. The existence of multiple mobility edges for the driven
system demonstrated using the BIPR for the real parts of the
Floquet quasienergy and varying strengths of the quasiperi-
odic potential at ξ = 1.7, where (a) ω = π/2, and (b) ω = π.
The other parameters are same as in Fig. 3.

b). To further understand whether such intermediate
regimes at low driving frequency (ω = π/2) appears irre-
spective of the strength of non-Hermiticity (h), we plot
the phase diagram of η in Figs. 5(a-d) with increasing
values of h. We find that the extent of the intermedi-
ate regime narrows down till h = 0.5. The intermediate
regime absolutely vanishes when h = 0.7 (Fig. 5(d)), sep-
arating completely delocalized and localized eigenstates.
The threshold value of h upto which the mobility edge
persists, decreases with the increase in the driving fre-
quency. This is evident from Fig. 2(c). For brevity, we
have not presented the results for ω = π. In addition,
these findings are also verified in a Hermitian driven sys-
tem (illustrated in Appendix B), which indicates that the
non-trivial intermediate phases are generated solely due
to the time-periodic nature of the electric field.

The importance of these results are two-fold. In the
first place, it can now be inferred that the drive in the
electric field suppresses the localization behavior, typi-
cally observed due to even a tiny electric field [21]. Next,
our results suggest that an external time periodic drive
generates mobility edge(s) in pure AAH type quasicrys-
tals. Interestingly, however, the mobility edges are absent
for high frequencies in the drive as is clearly evident from
Fig. 2(c).

B. The Wannier-Stark localization and the level
statistics in the localized phase

It is well known that the presence of a time-
independent electric field gives rise to WS localization,
wherein the states are separated by equal spacing in en-
ergies. The equi-spaced energy levels in a WS ladder are
of the form, En = E0 + neξa, where E0 is the energy of
the lower band, n being a positive integer. The WS lad-
ders for an undriven system in the localized regime of a
non-Hermitian system is shown for clarity in Fig. 12(d) in

Appendix A. However, unlike the scenario of a static elec-
tric field, in the presence of the cosine modulated drive,
the WS ladders disappear for the frequencies considered
in Figs. 6(a,b). This conclusion is equally valid for ω = π.
In addition, surprisingly, when the driving frequency is
sufficiently high, the energy bands in the localized phase
are splitted into sub-bands separated by an energy gap,
quite similar to the delocalized regime of the undriven
AAH systems, as illustrated in Fig. 6(b). These bandgaps
appear at αz or αz+αz′

(as marked in Fig. 6(b)), where
z, z′ ∈ Z as discussed in Appendix A. Moreover, the Flo-
quet quasienergies of such non-Hermitian driven systems
are real in the localized regime due to the existence of
time-reversal symmetry in the system. This has been ex-
plicilty shown in Appendix C for clarity.
To identify the distribution of the energy levels in the

localized regime, we use the measure of rn as described
in Eq. (11). It is possible to use this measure even in the
non-Hermitian system considered in our case, since the
quasienergies turn out to be real in the localized phase
as discussed. We find that at all frequencies of the drive,
⟨r⟩ ≃ 0.38, i.e., the energy levels are uncorrelated and
belong to the Poissonian distribution. This is verified in
Fig. 7, which shows that the probability distribution in
the driven non-Hermitian system that we have consid-
ered agrees quite well with P (r) = 2/(1 + r)2. This is in
stark contrast to the WS energy level distribution which
shows a δ-type probability distribution with ⟨r⟩ ≃ 1, as
discussed in Sec. IVC. These results indicate that a time-
periodic drive in the electric field can alter the nature of
localization.

FIG. 5. Phase diagram demonstrating the extent of interme-
diate regime at a low driving frequency (ω = π/2) and (a)
h = 0.2, (b) h = 0.4, (c) h = 0.5, and (d) h = 0.7 under the
PBC.
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FIG. 6. The real Floquet quasienergies as a function of the
normalized eigenstate index in the localized regime (V = 3.80
and ξ = 2.0) of the periodically driven system under the PBC
at (a) ω = π/2 and (b) ω = 4π, denoting the absence of WS

ladders. The values of αz + αz′ where the band gaps appear
are demonstrated clearly.

C. Skin effect under the OBC

The undriven counterpart of the non-Hermitian sys-
tems with asymmetric hopping amplitudes considered in
our work are well known to exhibit SE towards one end of
the lattice possessing greater magnitude in directionality
[44], in the absence of an electric field. Therefore, one
of the natural motives is the investigation of SE in such
driven counterparts. First, we verify that in the delo-
calized regime (V = 0.5) of the undriven non-Hermitian
AAH Hamiltonian with an uniform electric field, under
the open boundaries the SE remains absent for all values
of ξ and h ̸= 0, as shown in Fig. 13. This is in strik-
ing contrast to the undriven non-Hermitian system with
asymmetric hopping amplitudes, where the SE occurs for
any infinitesimal asymmetric hopping amplitude (h).
However, when the electric field is driven, as consid-

ered in our work, surprisingly, we find that below a crit-

FIG. 7. The probability P (r) as a function of r at different
frequencies of the drive: ω = π/2 (in orange), ω = π (in
green), ω = 2π (in red) and ω = 4π (in blue). The data are
obatined for 500 realizations in ϕ. The distribution of the
level statistics in the Poissonian limit, i.e., P (r) = 2/(1 + r)2

is shown in the black solid line. To ensure that the states are
completely localized, we have considered V = 3.8 and ξ = 2.0
(blue regime of the phase diagram in Fig. 2).

FIG. 8. (a)-(b) Phase diagram demonstrating the demarca-
tion of the regime where the SE under OBC is either present
or absent in the parameter space of ξ and h using the indica-
tor ρim at (a) ω = π/2 and (b) ω = 4π. (c)-(d) The phase
diagram of mean fractal dimension D2 at driving frequencies
(c) ω = π/2, and (d) ω = 4π corresponding to (a) and (b)
respectively. The different phases characterized by D2 are la-
belled for clarity. The black dotted line is a guide to the eye
to separate the SE-no SE phases. The quasiperiodic potential
is set at V = 0.5 (in the delocalized regime of Fig. 2).

ical value of the degree of non-Hermiticity, the states
are completely ergodic, in contrast to the undriven non-
Hermitian counterparts. In addition, we find that the
SE appears with ξ ̸= 0 and beyond this critical value
of h. This presence/absence of SE is intricately related
to the emergence of real Floquet quasienergies (termed
as “extended unitarity”) and has also been found in
our recent work where ξ = 0 and h is driven [49].
The existence/disappearance of SE in the driven sys-
tems is demonstrated and verified in Fig. 14 in Appendix
D. We have verified that in the presence of drive, our
quasienergy spectrum is either completely real or com-
pletely imaginary. Therefore, in order to complete our
understanding on the existence of SE at different parame-
ters of ξ and h, we use the measure ρim = Nim/N , which
counts the fraction of imaginary Floquet quasienergies.
It is therefore expected that the SE appears only when
ρim = 1. We plot a phase diagram at both low and high
driving frequencies for a wide parameter space in ξ − h
at V = 0.5 (corresponding to the delocalized regime un-
der PBC) as shown in Fig. 8 to demonstrate the regime
where the SE persists (as shown in green). As is clearly
evident, for both low and high frequency in the drive,
the SE remains absent below h ∼ 0.2, irrespective of the
strength of the electric field.
In addition, to fully determine the nature of these
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FIG. 9. Amplitude of the time-evolved wavepacket (|ψ|2) as a
function of all lattice sites and at long times (scaled with the
driving period T ) at ω = π/2. The electric field strength is
set at ξ = 1.7. Other parameters are h = 0.1 and (a) V = 1.0,
(b) V = 2.0 and (c) V = 3.8 and corresponding to the delo-
calized, intermediate (I1) and localized regime in Figs. 3(a,c)
respectively. The time-evolution in the intermediate regime
I2 is qualitatively similar to that shown in (b). (d) MSD as
a function of time in double log-scale in the four regimes as
mentioned.

skin states, we employ the multifractal analysis and es-
timate the mean fractal dimension D2 as discussed in
Sec. IVB. Surprisingly, from Figs. 8(c-d) we find that
under the OBC, the phase diagram is fragmented into a
small regime (at low h) where the states are truly ergodic
and do not demonstrate the SE. For most other param-
eters of h and ξ, the states are multifractal in nature,
either with or without the SE. It is important to note
that the states that exhibit the SE are indeed multifrac-
tal, irrespective of the frequency of the drive. This is in
stark contrast to the scenario that is generally observed
in the absence of a time-periodic drive, where the bulk
states under PBC become skin (localized) modes when
the boundaries are open. The existence of multifractal
states and its dynamics over long time is elaborately dis-
cussed in Sec. VD.

D. Dynamics: The Mean Square Displacement
(MSD) and diffusivity

In this section, we investigate the behavior of long-
time dynamics to comprehend the nature of the delocal-
ized, intermediate, and localized states under PBC and

FIG. 10. |ψ|2 plotted for all lattice sites and at long times
(t/T ), similar to Fig. 9 at ω = π. The strength of the
quasiperiodic potential are chosen as (a) V = 1.0, (b) V = 2.5
and (c) V = 3.8 and (d) V = 3.8 such that the excitation at
t = 0 lies in the delocalized, I1 and localized regime as man-
ifested in Figs. 3(b,d) respectively. (d) MSD as a function of
time in these three phases as discussed.

the multifractal nature of skin states under the OBC. To
achieve this, we employ the investigation of the Mean
Square Displacement (MSD) of an initial excitation at
the centre of the lattice (n0) as carried out in several
works [66–68]. The evolution of the time-dependent
Hamiltonian at an instance t is then given as,

ψ(t) = U(t)ψ(t = 0), (12)

where

U(t) = T e−(i/ℏ)
∫ t
0
H(t)dt, (13)

and ψ(t = 0) is the delta-type wavefunction released at
the centre of the lattice as already mentioned.
The MSD is defined from the temporal spreading of

the wavepacket obtained as,

σ2(t) =

∑
n(n− n0)

2|ψn(t)|2∑
n |ψn(t)|2

. (14)

In addition, the diffusion exponent (δ) can be estimated
from the MSD as follows:

σ2(t) = t2δ. (15)

The diffusion exponent characterizes the long-time dy-
namics of the system. δ = 1(0) for pure ballistic/delo-
calized (localized) regime, whereas at the critical regime
δ = 0.5 and the transport is termed as diffusive. Further-
more, the excitation transport is subdiffusive if δ < 0.5
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FIG. 11. The evolution of the probability |ψ|2 at different lattice sites (n) for a long time (t=100 secs) at ω = π/2 under
OBC for the different phases illustrated in Fig. 8, i.e., at (a) ergodic phase without SE, (b) multifractal I phase without SE,
(b) multifractal II states without SE, and (d) multifractal states with SE. The inset shows the same distribution after the first
stroboscopic period (4 secs). In the main plots, the wave function probability is shown at t = 10, 30, 50, 80, 100 secs in dark
blue, violet, pink, orange and yellow colors respectively, whereas in the inset t = 1, 2, 4 secs. Figs. (e)-(h) demonstrate the
behavior of MSD in these phases along with the values of δ obtained on fitting.

and superdiffusive when 0.5 < δ < 1.
Figs. 9(a-c) shows the dynamical evolution of the ex-

citation in the delocalized, intermediate and localized
regimes respectively when the frequency of the drive is
low (ω = π/2). The transport behavior for the fully de-
localized and localized states are illustrated in Figs. 9(a)
and (c), identical to the observation in the regime of
large driving frequency, i.e., at ω = 4π, as illustrated
in Appendix E. Fig. 9(a) demonstrates that the wave-
packet dynamically delocalizes from its initial site of re-
lease, due to its ballistic nature. On the other hand,
the excitation remains pinned at n0 when the excitation
is released in the localized regime as demonstrated in
Fig. 9(c). Fig. 9(b) clearly indicates that a fraction of the
states remain localized with time at the initial site of the
release, whereas some states exhibit delocalized behavior
in the intermediate regime (labelled as I1). We have ver-
ified same qualitative observation in the other intermedi-
ate regime (I2) as well. Furthermore, From Fig. 9(d), it
is clear that the diffusion exponents in the intermediate
regimes I1 and I2 are 0.68 and 0.54 respectively sugges-
tive of superdiffusive and nearly-diffusive behaviors, dis-
tinct from the delocalized and localized phases. An iden-
tical behavior in the transport of the initial excitation is
also observed from Figs. 10(a-d) when the frequency of
the drive is ω = π, where the intermediate regime I1 has
a superdiffusive behavior with δ = 0.8. In addition, in
the presence of an external electric field, one may expect

the occurence of Bloch oscillations with WS localization,
as recently demonstrated in Ref. [36, 37]. Concommitant
to our findings in the previous sections, we find no evi-
dence of Bloch oscillations in all regimes of the driving
frequency. It is thus established that the absence of WS
localization and Bloch oscillations are interlinked.
To obtain a complete qualitative and quantitative pic-

ture of the multifractal skin states under OBC as shown
in Figs. 8(c-d), we analyze the time evolution of the ini-
tially localized wave-packet at a low driving frequency
(ω = π/2) in details in Fig. 11 over all the regimes in
the phase diagram. In the ergodic phase (given in mauve
regime of the multifractal phase diagram in Fig. 8(c)), the
wave-packet evolves with time and is spread over all the
lattice sites at a long time (Fig. 11(a)). This spreading is
ballistic as given by the diffusion exponent in Fig. 11(e).
In the other two multifractal phases in yellow and green
(labelled as multifractal I, no SE and multifractal II, no
SE) of Fig. 8(c)), the wave-packet spreads with time, but
does not cover all the lattice sites, which is a typical na-
ture of multifractal states and is illustrated in Figs. 11(b)
and (c). Initially the wave-packet spreads and thereafter
the diffusion stops beyond a certain time as demonstrated
in Figs. 11(f) and (g). In the regime where SE exists (la-
belled as multifractal, SE in Fig. 8(c)), the wave-packet
has a tendency of moving in one direction due to the skin-
effect (Fig. 8(d)), right from the start of the evolution,
which is also evident from Fig. 11(h) without any signif-
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icant diffusion. The MSD value is fixed at its maximum
at all times, since the wave-packet is far away from the
initial site of excitation, i.e., n0. The insets correspond
to the evolution after a complete stroboscopic period,
where we verify that the anticipated behavior of states
are concurrent to those obtained in Fig. 8(a,c). Identical
qualitative results are also obtained when the drive in the
electric field is large enough, corresponding to Fig. 8(b,d),
as demonstrated in Figs. 18 and 19 in Appendix F.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, this work explores different quantum
phases and provides a coherent and consistent finding
of several intriguing phenomena in the non-Hermitian
quasicrystals with a drive in the electric field. Unlike
the time-independent setting, in such time-periodic qua-
sicrystals, we have observed that the drive in the elec-
tric field retains the delocalized nature of the eigenstates
upto a large strength of the electric field, as reported
earlier. However, interestingly, we find the existence of
multiple intermediate regimes, which turned out to be
mobility edges, in the systems where the electric field is
driven slowly. Such mobility edges are manifested due to
the time-periodic drive, irrespective of the degree of non-
Hermiticity, and are typically absent in the generic un-
driven AAH counterparts. In addition, the DL transition
approaches the result of the static non-Hermitian AAH
Hamiltonian with a rescaled hopping amplitude when the
frequency becomes sufficiently large. Therefore, our re-
sult paves way to obtain novel phases in systems using a
drive which had only two electronic phases to begin with.
Furthermore, we find that the equally spaced energy lad-
ders which form the backbone of WS localization are not
manifested in systems with a drive, wherein the energy
level statistics differ widely from the static counterpart
and approach the Poisson distribution in the localized
regime. In stark contrast to the undriven systems with
an electric field that destroys the SE under OBC, we find
the existence of SE in certain regime of the ξ−h param-
eter space. Surprisingly, the skin states are identified to
be multifractal in nature, which is also verified from the
long-time dynamics of the system under OBC. This work
also enriches the understanding of the interconnection be-
tween the existence of WS localization and the emergence
of Bloch oscillations under the PBC, both of which re-
main absent in the time-dependent setting. We propose
that the system will be beneficial in controlling the ma-
terial properties and tailor new phases in quasiperiodic
systems under the application of an externally tunable
electric field in 1D optical lattices as briefly discussed in
Sec. II.

FIG. 12. The phase diagram of (a) ⟨BIPR⟩ and (b) η, for
different strengths of the electric field (ξ) and quasiperiodic
potential (V ) in the time-independent non-Hermitian sys-
tem with h = 0.1. The lower panels illustrate the real
part of the energy spectrum of the undriven system at (c)
V = 0.5 and ξ = 0.0 (delocalized regime), and (d) V =
0.5 and ξ = 2.0 (localized regime). The red marker shows
the value of Vc at ξ = 0.0.
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Appendix A: Non-Hermitian systems without a
drive

To recognize and appreciate the unconventional phases
in a periodically driven system, we discuss the static ana-
logue considered in this work which is an extension of the
non-Hermitian AAH Hamiltonian in the presence of an
electric field, expressed as,

H =
∑
n

(Jehc†n+1cn + Je−hc†ncn+1)

+
∑
n

V cos(2παn)c†ncn +
∑
n

nξ c†ncn. (S-1)
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FIG. 13. |ψ|2 as a function of n for all the eigenstates
demonstrating the skin-effect under the open boundary condi-
tion (OBC) in undriven non-Hermitian system demonstrated
at various parameters (a) h = 0.1, V = 0.5, ξ = 0.0, (b)
h = 0.1, V = 0.5, ξ = 0.05, (c) h = 0.9, V = 0.5, ξ = 0.05,
and (d) h = 0.9, V = 2.5, ξ = 2.5.

FIG. 14. |ψ|2 as a function of n for the non-Hermitian driven
system under OBC at h = 0.5, V = 0.5 (delocalized regime)
where the electric field strength is (a) ξ = 0.05, (b) ξ = 0.10
in the regimes where the SE exists and vanishes respectively.
ω = 4π in both the cases.

All the individual terms of this Hamiltonian have
been described in the main text. The phase diagram
comprising of the ⟨BIPR⟩ estimated for a non-Hermitian
(h = 0.1) system at different combinations of V and ξ
is demonstrated in Fig. 12(a). The light pink region
indicates the delocalized regime, and as the color
approaches blue, the states become more localized. The
phase diagrams clearly indicates that the addition of
a very tiny strength of electric field localizes all the
eigenstates in the system, in contrary to the results in
the absence of ξ, which manifests a clear DL transition
at a critical strength of the quasiperiodic potential

FIG. 15. The existence of intermediate phases demonstrated
in the ξ−V parameter space in a Hermitian (h = 0.0) driven
system at driving frequencies (a) ω = π/2, and (b) ω = 4π.

FIG. 16. The Floquet quasienergy spectrum in the non-
Hermitian (h = 0.1) driven system in the localized phase at
(a) ω = π/2, and (b) ω = 4π, corresponding to Figs. 6(a,b)
in the main text.

Vc = 2 max{Jeh, Je−h} [43]. Furthermore, from
Fig. 12(b), it is evident that all the states are either
completely delocalized or localized determined from the
value of η as discussed in the main text.
In addition, it is evident that the real part of the

eigenenergies in the delocalized phases of such systems
possess gaps in the spectra (Fig. 12(c)) at values of αz

or αz+αz′
, where z, z′ ∈ Z, since the energy spectrum

belongs to a Cantor set [69]. The localized phase exhibits
the usual WS localization with equally spaced energy
ladders (Fig. 12(d)). In addition, in the non-Hermitian
system (h ̸= 0), in the absence of the electric field
(ξ = 0) the states localize at one boundary when the
boundaries of the system are open, as is visible from
Fig. 13(a). Besides, the number of skin-modes diminish
as we increase the strength of the electric field, as
depicted in Figs. 13(b). This absence of SE in undriven
systems is due to the presence of electric field and also
occurs when h is much large, i.e, say h = 0.9. The
skin-modes finally vanish, as expected in the localized
regime, where the states become localized in the bulk of
the lattice, demonstrating WS localization with equally
spaced energy levels (Fig. 13(d)).
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FIG. 17. The time-dependence of the amplitude of the wave-
packet similar to Figs. 9 and 10 at ω = 4π where no inter-
mediate regime exists. (a) V = 1.0 (delocalized regime) and
(b) V = 3.8 (localized regime). (c) MSD vs. time in the
completely delocalized and localized regimes at a high driv-
ing frequency.

Appendix B: Intermediate phases in the Hermitian
counterpart with drive

In Fig. 15(a,b), we demonstrate the appearance of in-
termediate phases at the driving frequencies ω = π/2 and
ω = 4π, similar to the ones that has been discussed in the
main text for a non-Hermitian system (h = 0.1). There-
fore, it is clear that the intermediate phases arise solely
because of the time-periodic nature of the drive, and ap-
pears irrespective of the degree of non-Hermiticity.

Appendix C: Real spectrum of the Floquet
quasienergies in the localized regime

To verify the nature of the Floquet quasienergies under
PBC in the localized limit (V = 3.8, ξ = 2.0), we plot
them in the complex plane in Figs. 16(a,b) at ω = π/2
and ω = 4π respectively. It is evident that the Floquet
quasienergy spectrum is real, such that the measure of
⟨r⟩ can be used as discussed in Sec. VB.

Appendix D: Skin effect in the driven
non-Hermitian system

It is clear from the type of the Hamiltonian consid-
ered in our work that there exists a counter force to the
unidirectionality imposed by the asymmetricity in the
Hamiltonian (h) from the driven electric field. We ver-
ify that the measure (ρim) gives a proper understanding
for the existence/absence of SE. For a particular value
of h = 0.5, in Fig. 14(a-b), we clearly illustrate that the
SE appears at ξ = 0.05 but disappears when the elec-
tric field ξ = 0.10, which correspond to the green and
magenta regimes in the phase diagram shown in Fig. 8
and occurs when ρim = 1 and ρim = 0 respectively. The
entire phase diagram spanning ξ and h can therefore be
chalked out using the measure ρim.

Appendix E: Dynamics in the pure localized and
delocalized phases at a large driving frequency

To distinguish the non-trivial transport behavior of
the intermediate regimes obtained when the driving fre-
quency is not sufficiently high, we demonstrate the be-
havior of the completely localized and localized states of
the time-dependent Hamiltonian at a high driving fre-
quency (ω = 4π) as shown in Figs. 17(a-c). It is clear
that the initial excitation has a ballistic nature (δ ≃ 0.94)
in the delocalized phase, while the transport ceases com-
pletely (δ ≃ 0.01) when the excitation is released in the
localized phase.

Appendix F: Dynamics under the OBC

In Figs. 18(a-d), we analyze the long-time dynamics
of the initial wave-packet excitation at a large driving
frequency (ω = 4π) in the different phases as shown
in Fig. 8(d). Similar to the evolution as illustrated in
Figs. 11(a-d) when the driving frequency is low, in this
case as well, one obtains the multifractal behavior of the
eigenstates exhibiting SE. The MSD vs. time in all the
four regimes of the phase diagram is also presented in
Fig. 19 for clarity.
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[10] B. Höckendorf, A. Alvermann, and H. Fehske, Topologi-
cal origin of quantized transport in non-hermitian floquet
chains, Phys. Rev. Res. 2, 023235 (2020).

[11] A. Banerjee and A. Narayan, Controlling exceptional
points with light, Phys. Rev. B 102, 205423 (2020).

[12] S. Wu, W. Song, S. Gao, Y. Chen, S. Zhu, and T. Li,
Floquet π mode engineering in non-hermitian waveguide
lattices, Phys. Rev. Res. 3, 023211 (2021).

[13] C.-H. Liu, H. Hu, and S. Chen, Symmetry and topologi-
cal classification of floquet non-hermitian systems, Phys.
Rev. B 105, 214305 (2022).

[14] T. Banerjee and K. Sengupta, Emergent conservation in
the floquet dynamics of integrable non-hermitian models,
Phys. Rev. B 107, 155117 (2023).

[15] J. Gong and Q.-h. Wang, Stabilizing non-hermitian sys-
tems by periodic driving, Phys. Rev. A 91, 042135
(2015).

[16] C. I. Timms, Floquet Topology Stabilized with Non-
Hermitian Driving, (2023), arXiv:2308.14788 [quant-ph].

[17] M. Chitsazi, H. Li, F. M. Ellis, and T. Kottos, Ex-
perimental realization of floquet PT -symmetric systems,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 093901 (2017).

[18] J. Li, A. K. Harter, J. Liu, L. de Melo, Y. N. Joglekar, and
L. Luo, Observation of parity-time symmetry breaking
transitions in a dissipative floquet system of ultracold
atoms, Nature Communications 10, 10.1038/s41467-019-
08596-1 (2019).

[19] H. Gao, H. Xue, Z. Gu, L. Li, W. Zhu, Z. Su, J. Zhu,
B. Zhang, and Y. D. Chong, Anomalous floquet non-
hermitian skin effect in a ring resonator lattice, Phys.
Rev. B 106, 134112 (2022).

[20] G. H. Wannier, Wave functions and effective hamiltonian
for bloch electrons in an electric field, Phys. Rev. 117,
432 (1960).

[21] G. H. Wannier, Dynamics of band electrons in electric
and magnetic fields, Rev. Mod. Phys. 34, 645 (1962).

[22] H. Fukuyama, R. A. Bari, and H. C. Fogedby, Tightly
bound electrons in a uniform electric field, Phys. Rev. B
8, 5579 (1973).

[23] D. Emin and C. F. Hart, Existence of wannier-stark lo-
calization, Phys. Rev. B 36, 7353 (1987).

[24] M. Holthaus and D. W. Hone, Localization effects in ac-
driven tight-binding lattices, Philosophical Magazine B
74, 105 (1996).

[25] P. W. Anderson, Absence of diffusion in certain random
lattices, Phys. Rev. 109, 1492 (1958).

[26] H.-Y. Wang and W.-M. Liu, Tightly bound states in a
uniform field with asymmetric tunneling, Phys. Rev. A
106, 052216 (2022).

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.220403
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.220403
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.043602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.210405
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.144104
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.038501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.038501
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-020-0949-y
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.87.022119
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.023235
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.205423
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.3.023211
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.214305
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.214305
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.155117
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.91.042135
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.91.042135
https://arxiv.org/abs/2308.14788
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.093901
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-08596-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-08596-1
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.106.134112
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.106.134112
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.117.432
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.117.432
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.34.645
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.8.5579
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.8.5579
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.36.7353
https://doi.org/10.1080/01418639608240331
https://doi.org/10.1080/01418639608240331
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.109.1492
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.106.052216
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.106.052216


14

[27] P. Carpena, V. Gasparian, and M. Ortuño, Finite pe-
riodic and quasiperiodic systems in an electric field,
Zeitschrift für Physik B Condensed Matter 102, 425
(1997).

[28] P. Carpena, Anomalous electric field-induced localiza-
tion in quasiperiodic systems, Physics Letters A 231, 439
(1997).

[29] F. Salazar and G. Naumis, Electric fields on quasiperiodic
potentials, Journal of Physics: Condensed Matter 22,
115501 (2010).
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