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Multifractal-enriched mobility edges and emergent quantum phases
in one-dimensional exactly solvable lattice models
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We propose a class of exactly solvable flat-band quasiperiodic lattice models that encompass a
variety of multifractal-enriched mobility edges and multi-state coexisting quantum phases. Utilizing
Avila’s global theory, we derive exact expressions of the Lyapunov exponents in both lattice and dual
spaces, providing an analytical expression and phase diagram for the multifractal-enriched mobility
edges. Additionally, we numerically compute the inverse participation ratios of the eigenstates in
both real and dual spaces to further characterize these phases. Furthermore, we demonstrate that
these models can be realized using Rydberg atomic arrays, enabling the observation of Lyapunov
exponents and inverse participation ratios through a powerful spectroscopy approach.

Introduction.— Anderson localization elucidates a fun-
damental principle concerning how disorder induces a
metal-insulator phase transition [1]. Furthermore, three-
dimensional disorder systems and even one-dimensional
quasiperiodic lattices [2] may exhibit phases where ex-
tended and localized states coexist, with a mobility edge
(ME) distinguishing between them [3]. Additionally, in
quasiperiodic systems, a third fundamental state known
as the multifractal state emerges [4, 5]. The energy level
statistics [6, 7], wave function distributions [8, 9], and dy-
namical properties [10, 11] of the multifractal state signif-
icantly differ from those of localized and extended states.
Recent studies indicate that the multifractal state may
enhance the superconducting transition temperature [12—
16].

The discovery of multifractal states has significantly
broadened our understanding of MEs. Subsequent re-
search has sought to identify multifractal-enriched mo-
bility edges (MMEs), which delineate the multifractal
states from either extended or localized states [17-29].
However, much of the work on MMESs relies on numeri-
cal analyses, which often involve tedious scaling assess-
ments [18-24]. Currently, two primary approaches have
been proposed for achieving exact MMEs: the introduc-
tion of unbounded potential [25-28] and the utilization
of incommensurate hopping [29]. Both methods facilitate
the conversion of energy into a singular continuous spec-
trum [29, 30], thus inducing the ME that distinguishes
the multifractal state from the localized state. Addition-
ally, recent work has examined a specific quasiperiodic
lattice with long-range hopping through dual transfor-
mations and renormalization group techniques [31, 32],
revealing MMEs and a coexistence of three distinct quan-

tum phases. Despite considerable efforts in researching
MMEs [17-29, 31], the question remains unresolved: Is
there a universal platform capable of inducing all types of
MMESs and facilitating the exploration of all conceivable
multi-state coexisting quantum phases? These states
are typically characterized by Lyapunov exponents (LEs)
and inverse participation ratios (IPRs). An equally im-
portant question arises: How can we experimentally re-
alize MMEs and identify a suitable method for detecting
LEs and IPRs?

In this Letter, we address these challenges by intro-
ducing a class of flat-band lattices, wherein a complete
set of MMEs and emergent quantum phases exist, with
analytical expressions derivable through Avila’s global
theorem [33]. Furthermore, we demonstrate that these
models can be realized in artificial quantum systems, and
that reliable indicators such as LEs and IPRs can be de-
tected using a powerful spectroscopy approach.

The Diamond Lattice Model and Main Results.—We an-
alytically demonstrate that MMEs can arise in a class of
flat-band models featuring partially quasiperiodic mod-
ulation (see Supplementary Materials (SM) [34]). As a
representative example, we here utilize a diamond lat-
tice [35] shown in Fig. 1(a) to illustrate our ideas, and
the Hamiltonian of this model reads

N
Hp = Z(Jaibbn + Jal e, + tbl ¢, + Hee.)

n=1

N—1 N
+ Z (JbLanH + JcLan_H +H.c.) + Z Vnclcn,
n=1

n=1
(1)
where a,, (al), b, (b]), and ¢, (c!) are the annihila-
tion (creation) operators corresponding to sublattices A,



B, and C in the n-th primitive cell, respectively. The
quantities J and ¢ denote the hopping strengths between
the A and B/C sublattices and between the B and C
sublattices, respectively. Here, N denotes the total num-
ber of primitive cells. A quasiperiodic potential, defined
as V, = 2X\cos(2ran + 6), is applied solely to sublat-
tice C, where A\, «, and 0 represent the strength of
the quasiperiodic potential, an irrational number, and
a phase offset, respectively. When A = 0, Hamilto-
nian (1) showcases a perfect flat band characterized by
Eir = —t along with two dispersive bands given by
By, = (t £ /162 cos(k) + 16J2 + 12) /2 [35].

(b

FIG. 1. The diamond lattice model represented in (a) lattice
space, (b) dual space, (c) and its experimental implementa-
tion with Rydberg atomic array.

To accurately derive the MEs of Hamiltonian (1),
we employ a dual space as an auxiliary frame-

work. By applying the dual transformations a, =
ﬁ Zk ake—z27rakn’ bn — ﬁ Zk bke—ZQﬂ'O{kTL’ and Cn =

1 —i2wakn — i
Vi > ok CkE for # = 0, we can derive the corre-
sponding Hamiltonian in dual space:

N N
Hyg = Z(Jkalbk + Jka;rcck +H.c)+ (tchk +H.)
k=1 k=1

N-1

+ Z (ACLle + H.c.),
k=1

, (2)
where J = J + Je(27k) The geometric structure (re-
fer to Fig. 1(b)) illustrates that the system operates as
an extended Fano defect quasiperiodic lattice in dual
space [35]. For the purpose of numerical calculations, we
set J = 1 as the energy unit and impose periodic bound-
ary conditions. The additional parameters are = 0 and
o =lim,, Fl’ji"l = (\/5 —1)/2, where F,,, denotes the
m-th Fibonacci number. In finite-size studies, we specify
the system size as N = F,;, and a = Fy;,_1/F,;, to main-
tain accurate periodic boundary conditions. The MEs of
Hamiltonian (1) can be categorized into two scenarios:
t < 2 and t > 2. Given the similarity of outcomes in
both cases, we present only the results for ¢ < 2 in the

main text (see SM [34] for the ¢ > 2 case).

The primary findings of our analysis indicate that a
comprehensive set of MMEs and all possible coexist-
ing quantum phases can emerge within a class of flat-
band models featuring partially quasiperiodic modula-
tions. Furthermore, these predictions are readily demon-
strable in current artificial quantum systems.

The universal analytical expressions for the MMEs and
the potential quantum phases of model (1) are consoli-
dated in Table I. To facilitate comprehension of the uni-
versal expressions presented in this table, we depict re-
sults for a specific case in Fig. 2, which delineates three
distinct regions. In the region A < 1, we identify two
types of MEs: one being a traditional ME that distin-
guishes between localized and extended states, and the
other an MME that differentiates multifractal from ex-
tended states. In the region 1 < A < 3, we observe
three types of MEs: one separating localized and ex-
tended states, another MME separating multifractal and
extended states, and the third MME distinguishing mul-
tifractal from localized states. Finally, in the region
A > 3, only a single type of MME exists, effectively
separating localized states from multifractal states, while
the corresponding multi-state coexisting quantum phases
also arise.

(b) Dual space
Loc. Y
>0
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FIG. 2. Phase diagram of the diamond lattice model. (a)
The lattice space IPR &g and (b) the dual space IPR £k as
functions of potential strength A and energy FE. The phase
boundaries, marked by dashed lines, are determined from the
critical energies that have been exactly solved. The parame-
ters N =377 and t = 1.

Analytical expressions of the LEs.— Lyapunov expo-
nents are essential for characterizing localization proper-
ties in quantum systems. We now demonstrate that the
LEs for the diamond lattice model can be analytically de-
rived using Avila’s global theory [33]. The yg(x defined
as the LE of the eigenstate associated with the eigenvalue
E in lattice (dual) space can be obtained from

o1 N
YrK) = Jim 1o HHn(k):1Tn(k) : (3)
where ||-|| denotes the matrix norm, and T;, ;) represents
the transfer matrix. The properties of the LEs are sum-
marized in Table IT [28].



TABLE I. MMEs and emergent quantum phases of model (1) under the condition of ¢ < 2

Disorder strength A<2—t 2—t<A<2+4t A>2+t
Exact MMEs (E. =) |+ £/52 £ 2 +2| +x-t |[f1+/=+X+2 A—t -2 +2
Separated states Ext.” and Loc. Ext. and Mul.| Ext. and Loc. |Ext. and Mul.|Ext. and Mul. |Loc. and Mul.

Quantum phases Ext.+Mul.; Ext.4+Mul.+Loc.

Ext.+Mul.+Loc. Loc.+Mul.

*Ext.=Extended states;

TABLE II. Key indicators of states’ localization feature

States LEs IPRs

Ext. Ar=0& vk >0 Er~1/3N & Ex(E) ~ O(1)

Loc. Yr>0& vk =0 Er~0() & Ex ~1/3N

Mul. yr=0& vk =0  1/3N <érn~éx <O(1)

The LE in lattice space is mathematically determined
by the eigenequation of the Hamiltonian (1)

Von—1+ Ven—1+ Von + VYen = EPq n,
Vant+1 + Van + then = Ep n, (4)
Yant+1 + Yan +t0pn + Vaten = EYe p.

By simplifying the equations, one can get

E3 — (E? —2)V,, — t?E — 4(E + t)

2(E+t) — Vi
20E+1t)— V1
B Vo

Yen

'(/]c,n+1 -

(®)

By extracting coefficients, one can obtain the correspond-
ing transfer matrix as T,, = A, B, where A,, = 1/M,, 1
and

B _ (BP—(B*=2)Vy —PE—4(E +1) ~M,
n M1 0

with M,, = 2(E +t) — V,,. Utilizing Avila’s global the-
ory [33], we derive analytical expressions for the LEs in
terms of the eigenvalue E in lattice space. Similarly, we
can also obtain the analytical LEs in dual space. The
complete expressions for the LEs can be written as

(YR, vi1), | B+t > \& |E? -2 > 2,

( )= (Yra2, 0), |E+t <A& |E?-2|>2,
e (0, 7k2), |E+t|> A& |E* =2 <2,
(0,0, [E+t<A&|E?-2|<2,

(6)
70}7 TR2 = 1n|%’7 TK1 =
% 70} and yg 2 = In| S| with ¢; = |[E? 2|+

(B> —2)7 —dand ¢y = |[E+t|+/(E + )2 — X% [34]).

— Ac
where yp1 = max {ln Ser

max {ln

Loc.=Localized states;

Mul.=Multifractal states.

Phase diagram determined by the analytical LEs.—
We now demonstrate that the MMEs and the emer-
gent quantum phases listed in Table I, as well as the
phase boundaries represented by dashed lines in Fig. 2,
can be derived from the analytical expressions presented
in Eq. (6). Mathematically, the inequality involving
the absolute value yields two critical points. Conse-
quently, each line in Eq. (6) results in four critical points
(E. = —=2,—t — A\, —t + ), 2), which partition the energy
axis into five distinct regions, as shown in Fig. 3.
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Yg: =0(>0) =2 >0 —t—2 =0 —t+1 >0 2 =0(>0)

(b)2—t<A<2+t

YRE >0 >0 =0 =0 >0(=0)
Vi =0 —t-2 =0 -2 =0—t+2>0 2 =0(>0)
()A=2+t
YR: >0 >0 =0 >0 >0
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FIG. 3. Phase diagram versus E for various .

A specific value of A results in three distinct relation-
ships concerning the relative positions of the four critical
points: -2 < —t - A< —t+A <2 —t—-A<-2<
—t+A<2,and -t — A< -2 <2< —t+ A Therefore,
the discussion of the LEs must be divided into three cases:
O AX<2-t[Fig. 3(a)], D 2—t < XA <2+t [Fig. 3(b)],
and 3) A > 2+ ¢ [Fig. 3(c)].

We can further derive the values of the LEs using
the inequalities in Eq. (6). Case (D) [see Fig. 3(a)]:
In the regions where £ < —2 or E > 2, we obtain
the pairs (vr,Yx) = (Yr1,7VK,1) from the inequalities
|E +t > X\ and |E? — 2| > 2 presented in the first
line of Eq. (6). Consequently, only extended states
(vyr = 0 and yx > 0) or localized states (yg > 0 and
vk = 0) can exist within this energy interval. We can
further derive two traditional MEs by setting v = 0:

E, = :i:% + ,/% + % + 2. Moreover, the fourth line of

Eq. (6) indicates that (yr,7vx) = (0,0) in the region



—t— X < E < —t+ ), suggesting the emergence of
multifractal states. Two corresponding MMEs can be
identified: E, = £\ — t. The remaining energy inter-
vals can be analyzed similarly using the third and fourth
lines of Eq. (6), leading to the conclusion that all eigen-
states are extended. Thus, two-state (Extended + Multi-
fractal) and three-state (Extended 4+ Multifractal + Lo-
calized) coexisting quantum phases emerge under these
conditions. Case (2) [see Fig. 3(b)]: A similar examina-
tion can be conducted on expression (6). The results

indicate that while the ME E., = % + 1/% + % +2

and the MME E. = A — t remain unchanged, the ME

Ec:—i ,//\12 21t—|—2andtheMMEE——)\—t

merge into one point: E, = —2. Thus, only a three-state
coexisting quantum phase emerges under these circum-
stances. Case (3) [see Fig. 3(c)]: In this case, only two
MMEs (E. = 42) are possible, leading to a two-state
(Localized + Multifractal) coexisting quantum phase.

This occurs because the ME E, = % + \/)\—12 + % +2

and the MME E. = A\ —t converge at E, = 2.
Phases characterized with IPR.—We now analyze the
IPR &Rk of the eigenstates in lattice (or dual) spaces

N
Z Z |wn(k),s|47 (7)

n(k)=1s=a,b,c

§R(K) =

where 1, 1),s denote the wave functions on sublattice
s = {4, B,C} within the n (k)-th primitive cell. The
properties of the IPR are detailed in Table II. As the
quasiperiodic intensity A increases, a region exhibiting
multifractal characteristics emerges from the flat band at
E = —t. This observation supports the notion that mul-
tifractal states can arise from the flat band, ultimately
leading to MMEs (see Fig. 2). It is noteworthy that
the emergence of this multifractal region occurs exclu-
sively when quasiperiodic modulation is applied to sub-
lattices B or C, both of which are associated with the
flat band. Furthermore, similar MMEs can also manifest
in diamond flat-band lattices, as well as in cross-stitch
and Lieb flat-band lattices, when subjected to partial
quasiperiodic modulation [34].

FExperimental realization on Rydberg atomic array.—
The lattice model presented in Eq. (1) can be realized
in various artificial quantum systems, for specificity, we
consider a Rydberg atomic array to illustrate the exper-
imental scheme. The Hamiltonian for the atomic array
depicted in Fig. 1(c) can be expressed as

_ E + - + - + -
HR - (JABJn,AJn,B + JACO—n,AO—n,C + JBcan,BO—n,C

n

+ - + -
+ JABUn,BGn+1,A + JAco'n,CO'n_i_l,A +H.c)

1
+ 52 Vall+070),

4

where ot = %(aw +ioy). The dipole-dipole interaction

g—; (3cos? 6, —
1), where d represents the transition dipole moment be-
tween the two Rydberg levels, R;; (with i,j5 = A, B,C)
is the distance between sites ¢ and j, and 6;; is the an-
gle between R;; and the quantization axis defined by the
magnetic field B [36-38]. J;; can be effectively mitigated
to zero by selecting the magic angle 0;; = 0, = 54.7°.
In SM [34], we demonstrate that the model in Eq. (8)
is equivalent to the model presented in Eq. (1) under
the conditions that J4p = Jac = J and Jpc = t.
To achieve identical coupling J;; between sublattice A
and sublattices B and C, the following conditions must
hold: Ry = &%=, Ry = /RI+ R2 —2RR, cosfa,
V/2R1 Ry cos (01 + 02), where the angles 6;

04, 02 = O o

between Rydberg atoms is given by J;; =

T — 0, — arcsin sin 9,4), and 03 =

0., — arcsin <2R1 sin 6 A) From these conditions, we can
derive the coupling constants: J = d—2(3 cos?fp — 1) =

(3 cos?fy — 1), and t = (3 cos? 03 — 1).

The LEs and IPRs can ?oe determined through the
measurement of a quantity, denoted as P, ,, which is
defined subsequently. The dynamics of the system gov-
erned by the Hamiltonian Hp satisfy the Schrodinger
equation: [t(t)) = e ' p(0)) = 3, Cae™Foltha),
where o € {1,2,3,...,N} corresponds to the eigen-
value index. The initial state is selected as [¢(0)), =

10) -+ |0)ns (“W%“) 10%n1 -+ - |0) . During the evo-
lution process, one can measure the time evolution curve
of (o) = (0%) +1i(c¥), and subsequently apply a Fourier
transform to obtain the squared modulus of the transfor-
mation for various frequencies «, denoted as Py, ,, [34, 39].
Upon the derivation of P, 5, the corresponding IPR £ can
be directly derived using the equation:

=> P, (9)

Fig. 4 illustrates the IPR results for a system composed
of six primitive cells. Furthermore, the wave function of
a localized state can be expressed as

YRr/K X max{Pa,n}e_'”*/"("_”‘))7 (10)

where max{P,, ,} represents the maximum amplitude at
a fixed «, and ngy corresponds to the site with the max-
imum amplitude. By selecting three parameter points
(triangle, star, square) in different phase regions depicted
in Fig. 4(a,b), one can obtain the values for g/, as
shown in Fig. 4 (c-f), for wave functions characterized as
extended, multifractal, and localized states, respectively.
The results presented in Fig. 4 indicate that six primitive
cells are sufficient to capture the principal phenomena
predicted in this study. Notably, recent advancements in
laboratory settings have successfully enabled the control
of several hundred Rydberg atoms [42].
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FIG. 4. (a,b) The IPRs and (c-h) LEs for 6 unit cells.

Conclusion.—We have introduced a class of one-
dimensional, exactly solvable lattice models that exhibit
a complete set of MMEs and multiple-state coexisting
quantum phases. These phases can be characterized by
the LEs and IPRs. Moreover, these models can be readily
realized in artificial quantum systems, such as Rydberg
atomic arrays and superconducting circuits. We have
demonstrated that the LEs and IPRs can be measured
using a spectroscopy measurement approach.
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I. QUASIPERIODIC MODULATION ON THE "FLAT BAND IRRELATIVE” SUBLATTICE

The Hamiltonian of the diamond structure lattice with quasiperiodic potential on the sublattice A reads

N N—1 N
Hg = Z(Jafzbn + Jalcn + tb:rlcn +H.c)+ Z (Jb);an_s_l + JcLanH +H.c)+ Z Vamalan,
n=1 n=1 n=1

and the corresponding eigenequations are

¢b,n—1 + wc,n—l + wb,n + 1/)c,n + Vn'(/)a,n = E%,m
wa,n-&-l + ¢a,n + t'(/}c,n = Ewb,na
7pa,n+1 + "/Ja,n + t¢b,n = Eqpc,n'

11
12
13

14

15
15
15
17
18
19
20
21
22

23

25
25
27
27

(S1)

(S2)

Comparing the equations in the second and third rows, one can get ¥y, = ¥c,,. Substituting it into the equation in

the first row, we obtain recursion formula about ),

E—t E?—FEt—14

¢a,n+1 + TVnd}a,n + Z[}a,nfl = 9 "/}a,'rr

(S3)



(c) &g = 0.039

n= n=2 n=3

nd

FIG. S1. (a) The IPR &g versus A, where the black dashed line is the mobility edge (ME) E.. (b) The IPR {g versus F for
A = 1.5, where the black dashed line is the ME E. = :I:% + 1. (c) Amplitudes of the flat-band F = —t eigenstates with IPR
&r = 0.039 in the first three primitive cells at A = 1.5. Throughout, N =377 and ¢t = 1.

Under the condition of V = @ and E' = @ — 2, the result of the eigenequation is consistent with the
traditional AA model, so the ME in the system can be determined by the following equation of the critical energy,

’ .y (54)

Thus, we can obtain the MMESs’s analytical expressions as

2
E.=%3 +t. (S5)

The results given by the analytic expression as well as that by the numerical IPR are both plotted in Fig. S1(a). The
results reveal that, under such circumstances, there emerges no multifractal region in the system, which means the
ME E. only separates the extended states from the localized states.

Besides, we find that the flat band at £ = —t is not destroyed as the quasiperiodic strength increases, which is
significantly different from the case where the quasiperiodic modulation is exerted at the “flat band related” sublattice.
As an example, we fix the parameter A = 1.5, and show the corresponding IPR values of all eigenstates of the system
with different E' in Fig. S1(b). The results demonstrate that there are still quite a number of eigenstates in the system
at the flat band F = —t, which is evidence that this quasiperiodic modulation cannot destroy the flat band.

Moreover, in Fig. S1(c), we show the amplitude distribution of the wave function for a specific eigenstate
(Er = 0.039, A = 1.5) at the flat band energy. As in the case absent of quasiperiodic modulation (A = 0), all
eigenstates corresponding to the flat band are the compact localized states [35], i.e., states with the structure of
Yy = (0,1, —1)T6,, 1., /v/2, which will only appear in the B and C sublattice but not the A sublattice. This again
shows that MMEs can only be induced if quasiperiodic modulation is exerted on the ”"flat band related” sublattice.

II. DERIVATION OF LYAPUNOV EXPONENTS

In the main text, we briefly introduce the LE in the lattice and dual spaces. Now, we exhibit a more detailed
derivation process of LEs by means of Avila’s global theory [33]. The definition of the LE is

.1 N
TR(K) = 1\;51100 N In HHn(k)len(k) ’7 (S6)
where |[|-|| denotes the matrix norm. T, represents the transfer matrix and yg(x) corresponds to the LE of the

eigenstate corresponding to the eigenvalue E in lattice (dual) space. For localized (extended) eigenstates in lattice
space, Yg > 0 and yx = 0 (yg = 0 and vk > 0). For multifractal states, the wave function is delocalized in both
spaces, so the LE satisfies yg = yx = 0 [28].



II-1. Real space

Here, we give a specific derivation of the real space LE. The Hamiltonian quantity of the real space is written as

N N-1 N
Hgp = Z(Jalbn + Jal ¢, +tblc, + Hee.) + Z (Jbf apy1 + Jchanr + He.) + Z Vel n, (S7)
n=1 n=1 n=1

and the corresponding eigenequation as

E3 — (E? - 2)V,, — t?E — 4(E + t)

2(E+1t) — Vnil"/}c,n—l- (S8)

Ven = 2E+1t) — Vs

wc,n—i-l ==

By extracting coefficients, one can obtain the corresponding transfer matrix as

where
An = I/Mn-i-l
[E?’ — (B2 =2)V,, —12E — 4(E + 1) —Mnl} (510)
B, =
Mg 0

with M,, = 2(F +t) — V,,. According to the above expression, the LE can be divided into two parts, that is,
YR = YA + 7B, in which [40]

N 1

|E+t|+4/(E+1)2=22 |’ B+t > A,

In 5], |E 4+t < A

= lim —lnH 1 = In
74T NE N T L E ) —2Xcos(2ran + 0)]

(S11)

For vp, we apply Avila’s global theory of one-frequency analytical SL(2,R) cocycle [33]. The first step is to perform
an analytical continuation of the global phase § — 6 + ie in B,,. In large € limit, one can get

Ciomantd e [—AE% —2X e
B, = e~ 2mantf, (_Ae_ﬁm 0 >+O(1). (S12)

According to Avila’s global theory, vp, as a function of ¢, is a convex piecewise linear function with integer slopes [33].
The discontinuity of the slope occurs when E belongs to the spectrum of Hamiltonian (S7) except for v = 0. Then,
one can obtain

2_ j— —
m'AE 2y ) 4‘, |E? — 2| > 2,

In |\, |E? —2| <2.

YB = (813)

By combining v4 (S11) and vp (S13), we obtain the LEs’ analytical expressions with respect to the eigenvalue E in
lattice space. Similarly, we can also get LEs’ expressions in dual space. The complete LEs’ expression in different
energy region can be written as

max {ln
max {ln

NE? —2|+ \\/(E?—2)2—4
2|E +t| + 24/ (E + )2 — A2
|E? — 2|+ +/(FE? —2)%2 —4

,0}, |E+t >\& |E?—2|>2,

,0}, B+t <A&|E2—2|>2,

YR = 2 (S14)
A
max ¢ In 08, |[E4+t>A&I|E?-2]<2,
t+ E|+/(t+E)?—X
0, |E+t <X&|E?—2|<2.

Since the logarithmic function in the second (third) row of the expression (S14) is always greater (smaller) than
zero, yr > 0 (yr = 0) under the condition of |E +¢| <X & |E? —2| > 2 (|[E +t| > X\ & |E? — 2| < 2). Then, one can



simplify the LE’s expression as

max {ln

NE? — 2|+ A\ /(B2 —2)2—4
2E+t|+2/(E+6)2— A2

,0}, |E+t >X& |E?—2|>2,

E? —2|+/(E?—-2)2 -4
YR = 1n| [+ 2( ) ) |E+t| <X& |E? -2 >2,
0, |E+t >\& |E?2—-2|<2,
0, |E+t| < A& |E?—2]<2.

II-2. Dual space

The Hamiltonian in dual space can be read as

N

N N—-1
Hg = Z(Jkazbk + Jkaick +H.c.)+ Z(tb%ck +H.c)+ Z (/\CLJrlck +H.c.).
k=1 n=1 n=1

10

(S15)

(S16)

Where Jj, = J+Jel2™)  Here, we insert a phase 6 among Jy, i.e., 2rak — (2rak—+0), for the sake of the subsequent
derivation of Avila’s global theory. In fact, 6 does not change the localization phase diagram, and in subsequent
numerical calculations we set 6 = 0. From Hamiltonian (S16), one can obtain the corresponding eigenequation set,

ie.,

[1+ et DNy o+ [1 4 e CT DNy = B,

(14 e TR DNy, 1+ tpe s = By,

Mo ki1 + Moep_1 + [1+e7@m* D o 4ty ) = Bipe .
By combining the first and second rows of the above eigenequation set, we have

_ (t + E)[l + ei(zmkw)]
- B2 -2 —2cos(2mak + )

qpa,k 7/)c,k )

and

_ tE 424 2cos(2mak +0)
~ E?2—2—2cos(2rak + 0)

Vo,

c,k-

Then, one can obtain new eigenequation for the component ., i.e.,

4t + AE + t2F — B3 — A(t + E) cos(2mak + 0)
AE? — 2 — 2cos(2mak + 0))

"/’c,k - wc,k—L

wc,k—i-l - -

Through the above equation, one can calculate the corresponding transfer matrix as
Ty, = Ay B,

where
1
AE?2 — 2 — 2cos(2mak + 6)]’
B, — {—4t —4E — t?E + E3? + 4(t + E) cos(2mak + 0) —\[E? — 2 — 2 cos(2rak + 0)]
’ A[E? — 2 — 2cos(2mak + 0)] 0

The LE can be computed by vk (E) = ya(E) + vp(E), in which [40]

Ap =

1P 1 1 [ 1
= lim —1 =— 1/ 1 d
AT NERN nk[[l N[E2 — 2 — 2cos(2mak + 0)] 277/0 N EE =2 = Zeos(9)]| ¢

2

2
= —, [E*-2>2,
IAE2 — 2| + /(AE? — 2X)2 — 4

In

In| B2~ 2 < 2.

X|7

(S17)

(S18)

(S19)

(S20)

(S21)

(S22)

(523)
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As for vg, one can use the Avila’s global theory. The first step is to perform an analytical continuation of the
global phase § — 6 + ie in By. In large € limit, one can get

By = e—izmak+0e (Q(HAE) 3) +o(1). ($24)

According to Avila’s global theory, vp, as a function of ¢, is a convex piecewise linear function with integer slopes [33].
One can obtain

2
{ln‘2|t+E+2«/t+E )\‘ B+t > A (25)

In || B+ <A

By combining the information of 74 and g, one can obtain the corresponding LE versus E as

2|E +t|+ 2/ (E+1)2 — X2

max B+t + i 0p, [E+t>X\&|E?-2]>2,

A|EL2|+A\/EL2
< 2_
S {hl E2 = }, |E+t <X&|E*—2| > 2, (S26)
(t+E)2— )
max 0r, |E+t>A&|E°—-2]<2,
0, |E+t <XA& |E?2—2|<2.

Since the logarithmic function in the second row of the expression (S26) is always less than zero, yx = 0 under the
condition of |E +t| <X & |E? — 2| > 2. Then, one can simplify the LE’s expression as

2|E +t| + 2+/( E+t )\2
max < In
)\|E2—2|+)\«/ (E? —

t+E

}, |E+t| >\ & |E? —2| > 2,

|E+t| < A& |E2—2| > 2,

VK = (S27)

B+t >\&|E? -2 <2,

o, B+t < A& |E2—2/<2.

The traditional ME is given by yg = yx = 0 for the first line of the Eq. (S15) and (S27), thus one can obtain four

critical points on the energy axis, i.e.,
\/ﬁ +
/ 2t
(S28)

—+2

\/7275

Note that, E. can only be in the energy region |E +t| > X\ & |E? — 2| > 2. Therefore, only two of the four critical

points can be chosen, i.e., E.1 = % + W% + % +2and E.o = —% — ,/% — = —|— 2. By considering the values of

different parameters A, one can directly obtain LEs in different cases.

&5
e}
Il
>, >—u>/ >_A>"H>"’_'

III. FROM ANALYTICAL EXPRESSIONS TO PHASE DIAGRAM

For diamond lattice in the main text, the complete phase diagram consists of two parts, namely, the condition
of t < 2 and ¢ > 2. In this section, we will detail the complete process of obtaining phase diagram from analytic
expression.
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III-1. The case of t < 2

First, we discuss the case of t < 2. At present, we know that the LEs analytic expressions of lattice space and dual
space are, respectively,

YR, |E+t>X\& |E? -2 > 2,
YR2, |[E+1t < A& |E?—2]>2,

TRZN 0, B4t > A& B2 -2 <2, (529)
0, [E+t/<A&|E*-2|<2,
E? - 2| +./(B2-2)? -4 |2 E? _2)2
where vg,1 = max /\ R, .
AE 1 2B R
Y1, B+t >A& |E? -2 > 2,
_ ) 0, |[E+t<N&|E?-2[>2
VK= a, (B4t > A& B2 —2[ <2, (S30)
0, [E4+t<A&I[E*-2/<2,
2|E+t|+2m (t+ E)?2 —
where g1 = max i =
A\E2—2I+A\/W
(a)
+ = ) I }
- - -+
(b} <2- (€2- < <2+ d) >2+
1 1 1 1 [ 1 [ [ 1 1 1 '
I 1 | 1 1 1 1 1 T 1 I |
-2 - = - + 2 - = -2 - + 2 o ) 5 — 4

FIG. S2. (a) Four critical points on the energy axis. (b-d) Three possible relative positions of the four critical points.

From the equations (529) and (S30), one can see that the values of LEs are determined by two inequalities no
matter in the lattice space or in the dual space. Mathematically, since an inequality with an absolute value operation
has two critical points, two inequalities will give four critical points [see Fig. S2]. Obviously, there are three different
relationships of relative position between the four critical points, i.e.,

D-2<—-t-A<—-t+A<2 forA<2-—t,
@—-t-A<-2<—-t+A<2 for2—t<AN<2+4t¢, (S31)
B—t—-A<-2<2<—t+X forA>2+¢

Furthermore, after determining the relative positions of the four critical points, one can obtain the values of LEs in

different ranges on the energy axis through the information given by the inequalities. For example, let’s consider the
case of (I). We plot the process of getting the LEs’ value on the energy axis in Fig. S3. As shown in the figure, we obtain

2 /(2 2
that in the region of F < —2 or £ > 2, the LE yg = g,1. In other words, both yg = In |\ "2+ V(B2 — 2 — 4
’ 2E +t|+2\/(E+1)2 — A2
and yr = 0 are true in this region. Then, we obtain vz > 0 in the region of F < —2 and E > 2 [see Fig. S3]. Perform
the same analysis on the fourth line of the expression, we obtain v = 0 in the region of —t — A < E < —t + .

By analyzing the inequality information given by each line of the expression (529) and (S30) step by step, one can
obtain all LEs, which includes results both in the lattice and the dual spaces. By combining the above information
from the two dual spaces, one can obtain the complete set of MMEs and all possible emergent quantum phases [see
Fig. 3 in the main text].
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under the conditionof <2 —

!

I I
-2 - - -+ 2 -2 - - -+ 2

FIG. S3. The LEs for different regions determined by the analytical expressions.

III-2. The case of t > 2

Now, we turn to discuss the case of ¢ > 2. The main analysis process is the same as previous subsection III-1.
Under such circumstances, the critical points generated by the inequality also have three relative positions on the
energy axis F, i.e.,

Dt—A<—t+A<-2<2 forA<t-—2,
QDt—A<-2<—t+A<2 fort—2<AN<t+2, (S32)
Bt-A<-2<2<—t+A forA>t+2.

The complete phase diagram can be obtained using the same analysis method as in the previous Sec. II-1. We plot
the phase diagram on energy axis E for different A in Fig. S4(a-c). The results comfirm again that all types of MMEs
and multi-state coexisting quantum states emerge.

(@i<t—-2
YRE >0 >0 >0 =0  >0(=0)
Yki =0 —t—-2=0-t+2 =0 -2 >0 2 =0(>0)
b)t—2<A<t+2
YRE >0 >0 =0 =0 >0(=0)
Yk: =0 —tl—l =0 —'2 =0—tl+/1 >0 5 =0(>0)
©A=t+2
YR: >0 >0 =0 >0 >0
Y =0 <o 02 —o01 —o

FIG. S4. LEs’ Phase diagram versus E with different A. (b) The lattice space IPR £r versus A, where the black (red) dashed line

is the critical energy separating yr > 0 and yr = 0 regions (yx > 0 and vk = 0 regions) in lattice (dual) space. Throughout,
N =377 and t = 1.

Besides, the numerically calculated IPR is also shown in Fig. S4 to confirm the emergence of MMEs (in the region
of A\ > t — 2), which agrees perfectly with the theoretical expression (dashed lines). We summarize the results
corresponding to the case of ¢ > 2 in Tab. I.
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TABLE I. MMEs and emergent quantum phases of flat-band partially-quasiperiodic diamond lattice for the case of ¢t > 2.

Quasiperiodic strength ALt—2 t—2<A<2+1t A>t+2

Exact MMEs (E. =) |1 +4/52 + % +2 -2 >+t E+2 A—t -2 +2
Separated states Ext.” and Loc. |Ext. and Loc.| Ext. and Loc. |Ext. and Mul.|Ext. and Mul. |Loc. and Mul.
Possible phases Ext.+Loc. Ext.+Mul.+Loc. Loc.4+Mul.

*Ext.=Extended states; Loc.=Localized states; Mul.=Multifractal states.

IV. THE CORRESPONDING CRITICAL EXPONENTS

2 T T
1
1
L5 ¢ : ]
sy 1
8 1} : 1
C 1
05t ; —r(E) |4
—x(E)
0 L L L L
8 6 4 /*fz 2 ’\4 6 8
2 (b) Multifractal (c) Extended and
. Localized -6 {Localized
) )
& - -8
= -4 =
- —0—r - -10
d —— VK
—6 L4
-10 -8 -6 -4 -10 8 -6 -4
In|E— E| In|E - E]|

FIG. S5. (a) The LE versus E in the region of E € [—8,8]. In+y versus In|E — E.| for the case of E. = —2 and E. = 0.5 (b),
and the case of E = 2.6103 (c¢). The red and blue lines stand for the LEs in the lattice and dual spaces, respectively. Other
parameters t = 1 and A = 1.5.

Critical exponent, as an important indicator to discuss the universal class of phase transitions, has been widely
used in the study of localized phase transitions. The standard Anderson phase transition from the extended phase
to the localized phase corresponds to a critical exponent of g = 1 [41], while that of the phase tansition from the
multifractal phase to the localized phase is 0.5 [26].

Here we calculate the critical exponent of the model in the main text and plot that in Fig. S5.

First, we exhibit the LE in lattice and dual space for all eigenenergies between F € [-8,8] at A = 1.5 and t = 1
[see Fig. S5(a)]. It can be seen clearly that the LEs for ME separating the multifractal and localized states are very
different from the LE for ME separating the extended and localized states. By fitting the LEs under log-log scale, we
obtain the corresponding crtical exponents, which equal to the slope of yg (k) under log-log scale in Fig. S5(b)(c). On
the one hand, from Fig. S5(b), one can find that the critical exponent v = 1/2 for the critical energy separating the
multifractal and localized states (E. = —2 for yg and E. = 0.5 for 7k ). On the other hand, from Fig. S5(¢c), one can
find that the correpsonding critical exponent v = 1 for the critical energy separating the extended and localized states
(E. = 2.6103 for both vz and vk ). The critical exponent again from another perspective supports the correctness of
the results given by analyzing MMEs and IPR in the main text.
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V. MORE EVIDENCE TO SUPPORT THE UNIVERSALITY OF THE THEORY

In order to prove the universality of the theory, we provide another two typical flat-band partially-quasiperiodic
lattice models, namely, quasiperiodic cross-stitch lattice and quasiperiodic Lieb lattice.

V-1. Quasiperiodic cross-stitch lattice

First, we discuss MMEs and the emergent multi-state coexisting quantum phase in quasiperiodic cross-stitch lattice.

(a) Lattice space (b) Dual space
Vi

J Jk 1
t t+Jk w
J
3, g 9 0 0
Ji

FIG. S6. The schematic diagram of the quasiperiodic cross-stitch lattice in lattice space (a) and in dual space (b). Blue and
yellow balls correspond to sublattice A and B, respectively.

The geometric structure is shown schematically in Fig. S6(a) and the Hamiltonian can be written as

N-1 N N
Hp = J(afbni1 + alani1 + blants +biboy1 + He) + Y (talb, + He) + Y Vaalan, (S33)
n=1

n=1 n=1

where a,, (al,) and b,, (bl) represent the annihilation (creation) operators of sublattices A and B in the n-th primitive
cell, respectively. J and ¢ denote the inter- and intra-hopping strength, which are marked in the Fig. S6. N represents
the total number of primitive cells. The quasiperiodic potential V;, = 2\ cos(2ran + 6) is applied only on the sublattice
A, where A, «, and 6 denote the quasiperiodic strength, an irrational number, and a phase offset, respectively. Under
the condition of A = 0, Hamiltonian (S33) will exhibit two bands with different dispersion relations. One is an exact
flat-band of Ej = —t, the other is a dispersive band of Ey, = 4J cos(k) + ¢ [35].

By applying dual transform a,, = ﬁ >k ape 27k and b,, = ﬁ >k bpe~?7ekn for Hamiltonian (S33), one can
get the Hamiltonian in dual space, which has a similar structure to a Fano defect quasiperiodic lattice [see Fig. S6(b)],
ie.,

N-1 N N
Hy = (Aafarer +He) + ) [(t+ Jo)afbe + Hel + ) Ji(alax + blbe), (S34)
k=1 k=1 k=1

where Jj, = 2J cos(2mak + 0).

A. The LE of lattice space

The eigenequation for Hamiltonian (S33) is

/(/)a,nfl + ¢a,n+1 + /(/)b,nfl + 1pb,nJrl + twb,n = (E - Vn)wa,na

(335)
wa,n—l + l/}a,n—kl + wb,n—l + wb,n—i-l + twa,n = Ewb,n-

One can get the relationship between v, , and ¢4, as Ypn, = (E+t — V,)/(E + t)¢e,n. Thus, from Eq. (S35), we
obtain a new equation for the component 9, ,, i.e.,

E? - 2FBt—t> - EV, 2E+t) -V,
wa,n-&-l = wa,n -
2(E + t) - Vn+1

-1
a,n—1s 836
E 1) = Vyyy Loml (836)
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from which we directly obtain the corresponding transfer matrix

T, = A,B,, (S37)
where
1 E? -2Et—t2—EV,, —2(E+t)+V,_1
A= ————— B, = " " ) S38
2E +1t) — Vpys ( 2E +1t) — Vpys 0 (838)

The LE can be written as yg = v4 + g, in which

N

= lim lnH 1
AT NN 2(E +t) — 2\ cos2ra(n + 1) + 0]]
1 [ 1
=— [ 1 d
o /0 M 2B+ 1) + 2heos(9)] 1 (839)
1
_Jn T | |E+t| > A,
n|%|7 |E 4+t < A

As for v, we apply Avila’s global theory of one-frequency analytical SL(2,R) cocycle [33]. The first step is to perform
an analytical continuation of the global phase 8 — 6 + ie in B,,. In large € limit, one can get

iomantb e —AE  )ei2ra
Bn,e—>oo =e 2 +6e <_/\e—i27ra 0 > + O(l)a (840)

According to Avila’s global theory, as a function of €, vg(F) is a convex piecewise linear function with integer
slopes [33]. The discontinuity of the slope occurs when E belongs to the spectrum of Hamiltonian H except for
~vB(FE) = 0, which represents the extended states. We can get

INE|4++/(AE)2—4)2
v8(E) = m‘ 2  1B1>2 (s41)
In[Al, |E| < 2.

Combining the information of v4 and g, we obtain the LE g versus F as

IAE| + /(AE)Z — 4X?
max
YRET 2/ E N
’YR: m 2 ’ - ’ (342)

E 2 _ 4
ax m [[EIEVE =4 L B+t <& |B|>2
Inax{ln

Since the second (third) row of the LE expression satisfies |E| > 2 (|JE + | < 2), then g > 0 (vg = 0). Finally, we
can obtain the LE in the lattice space as

max {

}, |E+t| >\ & |E| > 2,

0}, |E+t|>X&|E| <2,

A
|E+t4+(E+1)2 - 22|
0,

|E+t|< A& |B| <2

INE| + /(AE)Z — 422
12(E + t)| + 2/(E + )2 — A2
n [[ELEVER -4

}, E+t|>\& |E| > 2,

TR = |E+t| <A& |E| > 2, (543)

\-O [\]

|E+t]l >\ & |E| <2,
0, [E+t<A&|B|<2.
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B. The LE of dual space

The eigenequation of dual Hamiltonian (S34) is

Aa k-1 + Yakt1) + Teak + (E+ Je)o ke = Ea s

(S44)
(t+ Ji)Vare + Jutbp e = Etp k.
Then, the corresponding transfer matrix in dual space is
Ty = Ay By, (545)
where
1
A =
T E —2cos(2mak + 0)
E? — 2(2F + 2t) cos(2mak + 0) — t2 546
By, = QE+ )C;S( mak +6) —FE + 2cos(2rak + 0) (546)
E — 2cos(2mak + 0) 0
The LE can be written as ygr(E) = y4(E) + vp(E), in which
N 2
1 1 1
= 1 —1 = — In —d
AT NERN nkl;[l E —2cos(2mak +0) 2 /0 B E ¥ 2cos(@) 7
(S47)
[ S
_Jn EEvGEk |E+t] > A,
0, |E+t] <A

As for vp, we apply Avila’s global theory of one-frequency analytical SL(2,R) cocycle [33]. The first step is to perform
an analytical continuation of the global phase 6 — 6 + i€ in By. In large € limit, we can get

Bk,e—)oo — p—i2mak+0 e ((QEY Qt) é) + O(l) (848)
According to Avila’s global theory, as a function of €, vg(F) is a convex piecewise linear function with integer
slopes [33]. The discontinuity of the slope occurs when E belongs to the spectrum of Hamiltonian H except for
~vB(E) = 0, which represents the extended states. One can obtain

|E+t|++/(E+1)2— X\
1 , B4t > A\
yp=14 " X B+ (S49)
0, |E+t <A
Combining with v4(E), the LE for different F is
2E+1t)+2¢/(E+1)2 - )2
max < In 00, [E+t>AN&|E|l > 2,
{ ME+ VE? —4) | | 1]
2
max{n|——— | o\, E+t|<\&|E|>2,
K= { |E|+ VE? —4 } | | £l (S50)
E+t|+(E+1)2 -2
max{ln‘ i+ E\ +) ,0}, |[E+t>X& |E| <2,
0, [E+t <X&|E|<2.

Since the second (third) row of the LE satisfies |E| > 2 (|E +t| < 2), vk = 0 (yx > 0). Finally, we can obtain the
LE of the lattice space as
max {ln

In

AE+1) +2/(E + )2 — \2
ANE +VE? —14)

0,
B+t + /(E+6)2 =22
A

0, E+t|<A&|E| <2

,o}, E+t>\&|E| > 2,

|E+t| < \& |E| > 2,

YK = (851)

) |E+tl>X&|E| <2,
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C. Mobility edge

By comparing the expressions of vg and vk, one can find that in the region of |[E+t| < A& |E| <2, vg = vk =0,
indicating that the corresponding eigenstates in this region are multifractal critical states. For the rest of the energy
region, the lattice and dual spaces have opposite localization properties, i.e., yg = 0 while yx > 0, or vice versa.
Since the critical points satisfy a mirror-symmetric relationship between the case of ¢ < 0 and the case of ¢t > 0, here
we will only exhibit the case of t > 0 as what we have done in the main text.

(agl<2—t (d)

Yr: =0 =0 =0 =0 =0

Ye: >0 o s T
M2-t<A<2+t

YRi>0(=0) >0 =0 =0 >0(=0) @

Yki=0(G0)—t-A=0 -2 =0-t+1>0 2 =0(>0) E
©A>2+¢

YR >0 >0 =0 >0 >0

Vi —0 —t—A1=0 -2 =0 2 =0-t+i =0

FIG. S7. (a-c) Phase diagram versus F with different A\ for the case of ¢t < 2. (d) The lattice space IPR £gr versus A, where
the black (red) dashed line is the critical energy separating vyg > 0 and yr = 0 regions (yx > 0 and yx = 0 regions) in lattice
(dual) space. The other parameters N = 610 and ¢ = 1.

On the one hand, for the case of ¢t < 2, from the inequalities in the analytic expressions (S43) and (S51), one can
find that the cross-stitch model has the same four critical points as the diamond model in the main text, and they also
divide the energy axis into five intervals. The difference is that E. = % is not within the energy interval |E +¢| > A
and |E| > 2 under the conditions of A < 2—t and A > 2+¢. That is to say, the three-state coexisting quantum phase
can only emerge when 2 —t < A < 2+ ¢. In other words, since there is no localized (extended) state in the region of
A< 2—t(A>24t), only two-state coexisting quantum phases can emerge in certain circumstances [see Fig. S7(a-c)].
Furthermore, we numerically compute the corresponding IPR [see Fig. S7(d)]. The numerical results and analytical

results show that MMEs and multi-state coexisting quantum phases will emerge in the system.

@A<t—2 d
YRi >0(=0) >0 >0 =0 =0
Yki =0(0)—t—2 =0 —t4+2 =0 -2 >0 2 >0

b)t—2<A<t+2

YRr: >0 >0 =0 =0  >0(=0) R
Yk: —0 —t-2 =0 -2 =0-t+l >0 I2=0(>0)
h Loc.(Yg >0,y =0)
> SE Y ‘

)A=t+2 7 \\ Inép 0

Yr: >0 >0 =0 >0 >0 b

} } } } g -10 !
Yk =0 -t-1=0 -2 =02 =0-t+1 =0 0 2 4 6

A

FIG. S8. (a-c) Phase diagram versus E with different A\ for the case of ¢ > 2. (d) The lattice space IPR £gr versus A, where
the black (red) dashed line is the critical energy separating vyg > 0 and yr = 0 regions (yx > 0 and yx = 0 regions) in lattice
(dual) space. The other parameters N = 610 and ¢ = 3.

A similar analysis leads us to the phase diagram for ¢ > 2, which is plotted in Fig. S8(a-c). The main difference
between t < 2 and t < 2 is in the first stage of the phase diagram, i.e., the case of A < t — 2. Under certain
circumstances, the four critical points satisfy the relatvie position relation —t — A < —t + A < —2 < 2. By analyzing
the interval given by the inequalities of the expressions (S43) and (S51), we find that it is impossible to have a region
with multifractal states in this case. In other words, the system has only extended and localized states in this case.
In the second stage (2 —t < A < 2+ t), multi-state coexisting quantum phases emerge in the system and all types of
MMEs are allowed [see Fig. S8(b)]. In the third stage (A > 2+1), the system has only MMEs separating the localized
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state and the multifractal state [see Fig. S8(c)]. Furthermore, we provide the numerical IPR [see Fig. S8(d)], which
is consistent with the conclusion given by the analytic expressions.

TABLE II. MMEs and quantum phases of partially-quasiperiodic cross-stitch lattice for the case of t < 2

Quasiperiodic strength A<2—1 2—t<A<2+1t A>241

Exact MMEs (E. =) At 2 A—t -2 +2

Separated states Ext.* and Mul. |Ext. and Loc. |Ext. and Mul.|Loc. and Mul.|Loc. and Mul.

Possible phases Ext.+Mul. Ext.+Mul.+Loc. Loc.+Mul.

“Ext.=Extended states; Loc.=Localized states; Mul.=Multifractal states.

TABLE III. MMEs and quantum phases of partially-quasiperiodic cross-stitch lattice for the case of ¢t > 2

Quasiperiodic strength AL<t—2 2—t<A<2+1 A>2+1

Exact MMEs (E. =) 2 -2 2 A—t -2 +2

Separated states Ext.” and Loc.|Ext. and Loc.|Ext. and Loc.|Ext. and Mul.|Ext. and Mul. |Loc. and Mul.

Possible phases Ext.+Loc. Ext.+Mul.4Loc. Loc.+Mul.

“Ext.=Extended states; Loc.=Localized states; Mul.=Multifractal states.

Finally, we summarize the MMEs and emergent quantum phases of the partially-quasiperiodic cross-stitch lattice
in Tab. IT and Tab. III. The results reveal that the system contains not only the traditional ME separating extended
and localized states, but also the MMEs separating multifractal and localized states or separating multifractal and
extended states. Meanwhile, exotic quantum phases featuring two-state coexistance (Ext. + Loc. or Loc. + Mul.)
and three-state coexistance (Ext. + Mul. + Loc.) emerge.

This is another evidence supporting the conclution: The MMEs and exotic quantum phases can emerge in the
flat-band system.

V-2. Quasiperiodic Lieb lattice

Now, we will show another quasiperiodic flat-band model, i.e., the quasiperiodic Lieb lattice [44], and the schematic
diagram is shown in Fig. S9(a). The corresponding Hamiltonian reads

N N N
Hp = Z(tailbn + Jbl e, + H.e) + Z(mbIH_lcn +He)+ Z Voal an, (S52)
n=1 n=1 n=1

where V,, = 2\ cos(2mran + 0). By means of the dual transform, we can obtain the Hamiltonian in dual space as

=

—1 N
Hi =Y Mafagpr +He) + Y _[tafbe + (J + my)bler + Heel, (S53)
1 k=1

ES
Il

and the schematic diagram is shown in Fig. S9(b), where mj, = me?7*%+9) When A = 0, the Hamiltonian (S52) has
a flat band E = 0. For the following discuss, we set J = 1 as the unit energy.

Note that, unlike the two flat-band models discussed earlier, the relative positions of the four critical points in
this model are symmetric about the origin, so there are only two possibilities, namely [-2,2] C [-m — 1,m + 1], or
[-m —1,m+ 1] C [-2,2]. The obtained phase diagram is shown in Fig. S9(b). The corresponding IPR has also been
given in Fig. S9(c).
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(a) Lattice space (d)
Yy WY '
?_Q ?_. 1< (m+1)/2
i ‘ YR' >0(=0 =0 =0 =0 >0(=0
4, ] O : o, ] } } €9 ok :
Va IS A / Yki =0(>0)-m-1>0 -24=021 >0 m+1 =0(>0)
(b) Dual space ' Kt
12 (m+1)/2 Y =0)
Yr: >0 I >0 I =0 I >0 I >0 E ,,‘ Loc. (7g > 0,7 = 0)
-J+mk v Yk =0 -22 =0-m-1=0m+1=021 =0 S/ Inér 0

FIG. S9. (a) Lattice structure in real space and dual space. (b) The phase diagram of Lieb model. (C) IPR in lattice space
&r versus E for different A, where the black (red) dashed line is the critical energy separating yr(E) > 0 (yx(E) > 0) and
Yr(E) =0 (v (E) = 0) in lattice (dual) space. In the computation, we set primitive cell number N = 377.

A. The LE of lattice space

The eigenequation for Hamiltonian (S52) is

Vnwa,n + twb,n = Eq/}a,na
md}c,n—l + twa,n + 1/)c,n = E%,n, (854)
'(/}b,n + mwb,n—i-l = Ewc,n~

Then, one can simplify the Eq. (S54) into a component eigenequation with respect to 1., i.e.,

E2—m2—1)(E—V,) — Et?
quc,nJrl - ( m m(lE)'(— Vn) ) t ¢c,n - ¢c,n—1~ (855)

Then, one can directly obtain the corresponding transfer matrix
T, = A,B,, (S56)

where

A 1
" m[E — 2\ Cos(27rom +0)]’

b <(E2 2 1)(E—V,)— B —m(E - Vn)> | (857)
" (E Vo) 0
The LE can be written as Ygr(E) = va(E) + v5(F), in which
al 1
74(E) = ]\;E)noo N 1;-[ — 2 cos(2man + 0)]
_ ‘ BT \/W) . B> 2, (S58)

In|—], IE| < 2.

For vp(E), again, we apply Avila’s global theory of one-frequency analytical SL(2,R) cocycle [33]. The first step in
the calculation is to perform an analytical continuation of the global phase 6 — 6 4 i€ in B,,. In large € limit, one can
obtain

“AE? —m? —1) m\

B oo = e12man+0 e ( —m 0 ) +0(1). (S59)

According to Avila’s global theory, as a function of €, vg(F) is a convex piecewise linear function with integer
slopes [33]. The discontinuity of the slope occurs when E belongs to the spectrum of Hamiltonian H except for



vB(E) = 0, which represents the extended states. Then, one can get
2_ 2 \/ﬁ
AEZm A (2; 1) —dm , |E? —m? —1| > 2m,

In|mA|, |E? —m? — 1] < 2m.

In

B =

Combining with 4, the LE for different F is

max {ln

AME? —m? — 1|+ A\/(E? —m2 — 1)2 — 4m?2
m(|E| + VE? —4)2)

E?—m? -1 EZ—m? —1)2 —dm?
N max{ln |E" = m |+\/(2m m? = DP ARl 0L 0 B < 20 & B2 —m? — 1] > 2m,
2\ 5 5
max 4 In B VB e ,0p =0, |E| > 2X & |E* —m? — 1] < 2m,
0, |E| <2X\ & |E? —m? — 1] < 2m.

,0}, |E| > 2\ & |E? — m? — 1] > 2m,
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(S60)

(S61)

For the energy interval in the second (third) row, since |[E? —m?2 —1| > 2m (|E| > 2)), it follows that yg > 0 (yg = 0).

Therefore, the final LE of the system in real space is

max {ln

ME? —m? — 1| + M\/(E?2 — m?2 — 1)2 — 4m?2
m(|E| + VE? — 4)2)
|E?2 —m? — 1| +/(F2 —m2 — 1)2 — 4m2

TR = In , |E| <2\ & |E? —m? — 1] > 2m,
2m
0, |E| > 2) & |E? —m? — 1] < 2m,
0, |E| <2X & |E? —m? — 1] < 2m.

B. The LE of dual space

The eigenequation for dual space Hamiltonian (S53) is
thy g + Mak—1 + Makr1 = Evar,
tak + (J +meFTok 0N = By,
(J + meCTeE )y = By .
Similarly, one can simplify the eigenequations to the form with respect to the component 1,, i.e.,

E3 — E(2m — 1 —t?) — 2Em cos(2rak + 0)
A[E? —m? — 1 — 2mcos(2rak + 0))

"/’a,n - '(/Jamfl

wa,n+1 -

Then, one can directly obtain the corresponding transfer matrix
Ty, = Ay B,

where
1

Al =
FTNEZ —m? — 1 — 2mcos(2rak + 0)]

B <E3 — E(2m — 1 —t?) — 2Emcos(2rak + ) —A[E? — m? — 1 — 2mcos(2mak + 0)]
k =

AE? —m? — 1 —2mcos(2rak + 6)) 0
Then, LE can be written as yg(E) = va(E) + v5(E), where

N
1 1

= lim —1

A= I N n}};[l AE?2 —m? — 1 = 2mcos(2mak + 0))

2

In
MIE? —m? — 1| + /(E2 —m2 — 1)2 — 4m2)

, |B? —m?—1] > 2m,

In | |E? —m? — 1] < 2m.

EL

,0}, |E| > 2X & |E? —m? — 1] > 2m,

).

(S62)

(S63)

(S64)

(S65)

(S66)

(S67)
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As for g, we apply Avila’s global theory on it, then one can get

|Em| + my/(E)? — 42
g = In 5 , |E| > 2, (S68)
In |mA|, |E| < 2.
Combining with v4, the LE for different E is
JE? — A2
max < In ml|Bl+ VE? — 4N) 0¢, |B|>2X& |E? —m?—1]| >2m
NE2 —m2 — 1+ A\/(B2—m2-1)2 —dm2|" [’ ’
max ¢ In 2m 08, Bl <2) & |E? —m? — 1| > 2m,
i = 52— 1+ B =T 2 (369)
E|+VE? —4)\2
max{ln B+ o A ,0}, |E| > 2\ & |E? —m? — 1] < 2m,
0, |E| <2X\ & |E? —m? — 1] < 2m.

Similarly, since the second (third) line of inequality satisfies |E? —m?2 — 1| > 2m (|E| > 2)), we have v = 0 (yx > 0).
The final LE for dual space is

max {ln

m(|E| + VE? — 4)?)

00, |BE|l>2)\ & |E?2 —m? — 1] > 2m,
NE2 —m? — 1|+ A/(B2 - m? — 1)2 — dm2

- 0, Bl <22 & B2 —m? =1 >om,
=
E| 4+ VE? —4)2
| ELE - , E| > 2\ & |E2 —m? — 1] < 2m,
0, |E| <2X & |E? —m? — 1] < 2m.

C. Mobility edge

Comparing the LE in the two dual spaces, one can find that the eigenstates in the region of |E| < 2X & |E?—m?—1| <
2m are delocalized in both spaces, which means they are actually the multifractal state. Moreover, the LE does not
depend on the coupling parameter ¢. In other words, for arbitrarily small ¢, one can induce multifractal states in this
lattice model. The ME between the extended and localized states is determined by the LE of the energy region with

2 2 2
|E| > 2\ & |E? —m? — 1| > 2m for B, = DVt D

TABLE IV. MMEs and quantum phases of partially-quasiperiodic lieb lattice

Quasiperiodic strength A< (m+1)/2 A>(m+1)/2
Exact MMEs (E, =) +2) /AT +2

Separated states Ext.” and Mul.| Ext. and Loc. |Ext. and Mul.

Possible phases Ext.+Loc., Ext+Mul.4Loc. Loc.+Mul.

“Ext.=Extended states; Loc.=Localized states; Mul.=Multifractal states.

The LE versus E and A is shown in Fig. S9(b).

In the first stage [\ < (m + 1)/2], the system has four MEs. Two are E. = £\ separating the extended and the

ma/m2+4X2(m241)
2

multifractal state, the other two are £ = 3 separating the extended and the localized state.

In other words, though MMEs separating multifractal and localized states are not found in the first stage, this does
not mean that the three-state coexisting quantum phase can not appear. As shown in Fig. S9(c), the IPR reflects
that near A = 0.7, three-state coexisting quantum phase emerges.

In the second stage [A > (m+1)/2], the region —m —1 < mEy mQZi)\z(mzﬂ) < m+ 1 no longer satisfies the energy
interval in the first line of Eq. (S62) and (S70). As a result, the MEs separating the extended and localized states
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disappear. At this point the system enters a quantum phase in which the multifractal and the localized state coexist,
separated by MMEs of F = +2.

Finally, we summarize the MMEs and emergent quantum phases of the partially-quasiperiodic Lieb lattice in
Tab. IV. The results again reveal that the system contains not only the traditional ME separating extended and
localized states, but also the MMEs separating multifractal and localized states or separating multifractal and extended
states. Meanwhile, exotic quantum phases featuring two-state coexistance (Ext. + Loc. or Loc. + Mul.) and three-
state coexistance (Ext. + Mul. + Loc.) emerge.

This is yet another evidence supporting the conclution: The MMEs and exotic quantum phases can emerge in the
flat-band system.

VI. EXPERIMENTAL SCHEME OF THE PROGRAMMABLE RYDBERG ATOMIC ARRAY
Experimentally, one can realize the MMEs in diamond flat-band model by the following spin Hamiltonian

_ + - - + - + - + -
H, = E (Joijsz’B + Joijsz’c +to; 405 g+ JszJr’BUjIJrl’A + J‘sz+,BajI+1,A +H.c)

Ja

1 z
+ 52 Vil 407, 4)-

Ja

(S71)

The above Hamiltonian can be transformed to the diamond quasiperiodic lattice by relabeling site index j, —
n for each leg and defining operator b = [1), (l|, at each site, with [t) = 70P;,5 and ||) = 705, for 8Rb
atoms. We consider the three-legged superarray of Rydberg atoms, and each atom has been trapped in optical
tweezers. The schematic diagram is shown in Fig. (a), where R; = 2Ry R, = \/R% + R2 — 2R R, cosf4, Ry =

sinf4°

\/ 2Ry Ry cos (01 + 02) with R, and R, marked in the figure. From the sine and cosine theorems, we can further give

the angle between the sublattice 1 = 7 — 0,, — 04, 02 = 0, — arcsin (R—; sinf,) and 03 = 0,, — arcsin (@ sinf4),

R R-
where 6,, = 54.7° is the magic angle. ’

(@) (b)

The magic line
O = 54.7° \

J J
70P5) 42 , 70Py;
5 (3cos;; — 1)
S — ® ©
705, /5

705, /5

FIG. S10. Experimental scheme on MMEs of model (S7) in Rydberg atomic array. The corresponding angles are marked.

In fact, to realize the above Hamiltonian (S71) in Rydberg atomic array, angle-dependent dipole-dipole interactions
and the AC Stark potential need to be realized successively, i.e., the total Hamiltonian of the experimental system
reads

H = Hyipote + Hac (1), (S72)

where the AC Stark term reads

Q 2
Hao =Y OF co(araj) (14 05 0 (878)
jl‘
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and the dipole-dipole term reads

o + - + - + - + - + -
Haipole = Z(JAB%,A%,B +Jac0], 405, 0 +IBCo], po;. o+ IBAC, O 4 4+ Joao] oy 4y 4+ He)
7

J; J;
+ Z 3 zA jB+R3JjAU]C+R30—’LBO-C+HC)
[i—7]>1 ”
(S74)
where oF = %(O’z +i0y), o, and oy are the standard Pauli matrices. The dipole-dipole interaction between Rydberg

atoms is given by J;; = g—;(?) cos? 6;; — 1), where d represents the transition dipole moment between the two Rydberg

levels, R;; with i,5 = A, B,C is the distance between sites 7 and j, and 6;; is the angle between R;; and the
quantization axis defined by the magnetic field B [36]. It is important to note that J;; has been effectively mitigated
to zero by selecting the angle 6;; to be the magic angle, i.e., 6,,, = 54.7°. Note that the hoping term Jap = Jac =
Jpa =Jca=Jand Jgo =1t,ie., R3(3cos 6—1) = 2(3008292—1) J and <5 (3cos 03— 1) = t. Since the latter

non-nearest neighboring term decays with distance R?;, it can be safely 1gnored Then by setting values of any two
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of 04, R, and Ry, the value of the third can be readily obtained by expressions (3 cos?fy —1) = 2% (3cos? By —1).
For example, if we give 4 = 50°, R, = 0.5a, we get R, = 0.652a. Then we obtaln J x 3.59d? and t o< 0.66d2. If we
discuss this in units of J, then ¢/J = 0.184.

The detailed steps of the whole experiment are as follows:

In the first step, the three-legged atomic array is prepared. We need to use optical tweezers, which is generated
by spatial light modulator (SLM), to form 8"Rb atoms into a three-legged atomic array, so as to realize the flat-band
quasiperiodic lattice [see Fig. (1) or Fig. (4) in the main text]. In concrete terms, we first grasp the atoms by optical
tweezers, and then rearrange the atoms by an acousto-optical diffractometer (AOD). As a result, we have an 87Rb
atomic array in a two-dimensional plane as shown in Fig. (4).

The second step is to excite the atoms to Rydberg states. We excite the 8’Rb atoms from 55; /2 state to 705 /5.
This step can be achieved through a two-photon process, i.e., coupling the 55,5 and 7057/, states through 420nm
and 1012nm lasers (since the 6P /o state of the 87TRb atoms has a relatively longer lifetime, we recommend using the
6P, /5 as the intermediate state during the two-photon process). Finally, the main part of MMEs experiment will be
carried out on the two Rydberg states 705, /o and 70P /5.

The third step is to shield the in-chain coupling. The magnetic field’s magic angle shielding effect [36] is used to
suppress the coupling between atoms in the same magic line.

The fourth step is to realize the quasiperiodic potential. Based on the AC stark effect, different sites can achieve an
on-site potential that satisfies the quasiperiodic properties by shooting a 1012nm laser to the corresponding Rydberg

atom (with a detuning of about 100MHz to the 1012nm Rydberg laser), i.e., Vac = Von—site = |Q°‘ | cos 2(2ram).
Specifically, this process can be carried out by introducing a second SLM. By generating a local controllable light
shift, one can get site-dependent dutuning Acg,,, [marked in (b)], as Lukin’s group recently reported [42, 43].

The fifth step is about evolution and measurement. One can excite one Rydberg atom to a superposition state
of 70S1/2 and 70P, 5, i.e., % (see ref. [39]), and then let the system evolves for about 10us. The population
of different Rydberg states can be measured by fluorescence image, and then one can obtain the wave function
distribution of the system to determine whether the system is in an extended state, a localized state or a multifractal

state.
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FIG. S11. The IPR phase diagrams for different system sizes. (a), (b)and (c) correspond to primitive cell number N = 6,
N =10, N = 18, respectively. The black (red) dashed line is the analytical MEs. In computation, we set ¢ =1 and A = 1.5.
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Fig. S11 shows the MEs at different system sizes. As can be seen from the figure, the larger the system is, the
easier it is to observe MMEs and quantum phases. However, for all the flat-band model in this paper, we believe that
18 controllable Rydberg atoms (6 primitive cell) are enough to realize and observe the phenomena.

VII. THE MEASUREMENT SCHEME

VI1I-1. Basic principles
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FIG. S12. (a) {o;}) versus time. (b) The Fourier transformation (FT) of (o7} curves. n € {1,2,---,18} correspond to different

initial states. The probability of a single spin-flip state on the 11-th site in the 14-th eigenstate P14,11 is highlighted. (c) Average
|FT|? amplitudes of the data in (b). Seventeen peaks emerge (contains a degenerate state). Throughout, J = 27 x 7.53MHz.

Inspired by ref. [39], we propose in this Letter a measurement scheme based on the Rydberg atomic array, and the
results predicted in this paper can be experimentally well observed. Taking 6 primitive cells (18 Rydberg atoms) as
an example, we briefly describe the measurement process below.

According to the basic principles of quantum mechanics, the dynamics of a quantum system with time-independent
Hamiltonian satisfies the Schrodinger equation. One can get the wave function versus time, i.e.,

(1)) = e p(0)) =Y Cae™ Pt aha), (S75)

where « € {1,2,3,---, N} corresponds to the eigenvalue index. Through careful comparison, it is not difficult to find
that the expression (S75) is similar to Fourier transform (FT). This means that one can use dynamical methods to
extract the information of the eigenvalues and eigenstates.

Without loss of generality, a product state, i.e.,

_ 1 0} + [1)n
V2 V2

is selected as the initial state, where |Vac) = [0)1|0)2---|0)ny denotes the vacuum state and |1), =
[0)1]0)2 - - - |1}, - - - |O) ;v Tepresents the single occupied Fork state (i.e., a single site spin-flip state).

[9(0))n (IVac) +[1)n) = 10)1]0)2 - - - )+ +10)n—1]0) (S76)
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FIG. S13. The correspondence between the theoretically calculated eigenvalues of different quasiperiodic strengths in the IPR
diagram and the eigenvalues extracted from numerical simulated experiments. Throughout, J = 27 x 7.53MHz.

During the evolution process, by drawing the time evolution curve of (o) = (¢%) +i(c¥) [see Fig. S12(a)], and then
conducting Fourier transform for the curve (o;"), one can obtain the modular square |[FT|? for different frequencies «,
which is denoted as P, [see Fig. S12(b)]. In view of the correspondence relation between the evolution operator and
the frequency amplitude of the Fourier transform, one can find that |FT|? is actually the superposition probability
between the n-th site spin-up state and all eigenstates [39]. Furthermore, by allowing such single site spin-flip to
traverse the entire atomic chain from n = 1 to n = 18, one can experimentally obtain all eigenvalues of the system [see
Fig. S12(c)].

Through numerical experiments, we calculate the eigenvalues of 6 primitive cells under different quasiperiodic
strengths, and the expected experimental results are shown in Fig. S13. We compare the energy predicted by the
theory in the main text with the eigenvalues measured by numerical experiments at different quasiperiodic strength
A = 0.5, 1.5, 2.5. From Fig. S13, one can find that the experimental scheme of eigenenergies’ measurement works
well.
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VII-2. Experimental measurements of the IPRs

After obtaining all the P, ,’s values, one can directly obtain the corresponding IPR & that reads

_ 2
gR(EOt) - Z Pa,n' (877)
n
Fig. S14 shows the concrete situation of IPR results.
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FIG. S14. Comparison of IPR between theoretical calculation (the left column) and numerical simulated experiments (the right
column) for the case of 6 (a) and 18 (b) unit cells. Under the condition of the principal quantum number equals to 70, the
energy unit J = 27 x 7.53MHz.

First, taking a close look at the 6 primitive cells as shown in the figure, one can find that the theoretical results
agree perfectly well with that of the numerical experiments. However, in the process of adjusting the quasiperiodic
strength, there appear some regions with very small energy intervals, and even cases of energy degeneracy. This makes
it very difficult to distinguish eigenstates of similar energies. In other words, the energy resolution requirement for
detection is very high, which poses a challenge to experiment. With the current most advanced Rydberg experimental
platforms, such as setups of Prof. Browawy’s group or Prof. Lukin’s group, the array of 18 Rydberg atoms required
here can be readily achievable [43, 45, 46].

Besides, we also show the IPR results of the 18 primitive cells (54 Rydberg atoms). In principle, the greater the
number of atoms, the lower the demand for the measurement accuracy. In other words, for example, we fix a set of
{\, E} to measure the corresponding IPR. The more Rydberg atoms, the more points around this data point. All
points in a region with the same localization properties (an extended, localized, or multifractal region) share the same
wave function properties. If there are many eigenvalues densely distributed in the region, generally, the correct IPR
can be measured even if operation errors occur in the experiment process. However, if the atomic array is too small in
size, probably there will no well-defined points near the measuring point, which will lead to errors in the measurement
results.

VII-3. Experimental measurements of the LEs

From the results of P, ,, one can directly obtain the corresponding eigenstates and LEs. Since the localized state
wave function always satisfies the following expression, i.e.,

YRk X maz{Pg ., e sM7m0) (S78)

where max{P, ,,} is the maximum amplitude with a fixed a. ny is the site corresponding to the maximum amplitude.
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One can select an arbitrary point with fixed disorder strength and energy parameters in the localized phase region,
where the corresponding eigenstates always exhibit localization properties in real space and extension properties
in dual space. Similarly, wave function in the extended phase shows the extension property in real space and the
localization property in dual space. Multifractal states are in between. In concrete terms, the wave function exhibits
partial expansion in both real space and dual space. Note that, multifractual wave function is not sufficiently extended
compared with the standard extended state.

Based on the above properties, the first step in the experiment is to measure the specific configuration of the
wave function. Then the wave function is fitted with exponential function to extract the corresponding Lyapunov
exponents (S78). We obtain the predicted experimental results by numerical simulation using the dynamical method
described in the previous subsection [see Fig. S15 and Fig. 4 in main text].
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FIG. S15. Numerical experiments to measure LEs in the system with 18 unit cells. From top to bottom, the results correspond
to the cases of extended, multifractal and localized states, respectively. Throughout, J = 27 x 7.53MHz.

As shown in Fig. S15, selecting three parameter points (triangle, star, square) in different phase regions, one can
obtain wave functions of extended, multifractal and localized states, respectively. Comparing the 6 unit cells’ results
(Fig. 4 in main text), one can find that there is an unavoidable scale effect in the system. Therefore, in experiments,
if other factors are not considered, the larger the system, the better the results. However, given the current number
of controllable qubits in Rydberg atomic arrays, one cannot demand too much of the experimental accuracy. In this
connection, 6 unit cells selected system is good for the rough observation of relevant phenomena. Here, in order to
compare with the theoretical results, we still retain the dimensionless data in the figure, and the parameters required
by the specific experiment can be converted according to the value of J. In addition, the energy coordinates in the
specific experiment need to be rescaled with the lowest energy being the zero point.

Furthermore, in principle, multifractal wave functions should exhibit multifractal structures, that is, a self-similar
structure. Again, because of the size effect, neither 6 unit cells nor 18 unit cells can capture the multifractal structure
well. If we assume that one can have 432 unit cells (1296 Rydberg atoms), the wave function will see a multifractal
structure (see Fig. S16).

At last, with the current technology, the high requirement for control accuracy of energy and quasiperiodic intensity
pose a real challenge to experimental physicists [39, 43, 45, 46]. We hope that more mature techniques of large-scale
atomic array in the future will make the above interesting results easier to observe. Since the theory proposed in
this Letter is universal, we also hope that the phenomena predicted here can be realized in other quantum simulators
(such as trapped ions [47], IBM quantum processors [48], etc.).
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FIG. S16. Self-similar structure of a multifractal wave fucntion. The system contains 432 unit cells.
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