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Eigenstate multifractality is of significant interest with potential applications in various fields
of quantum physics. Most of the previous studies concentrated on fine-tuned quantum models to
realize multifractality which is generally believed to be a critical phenomenon and fragile to random
perturbations. In this work, we propose a set of generic principles based on the power-law decay of
the eigenstates which allow us to distinguish a fractal phase from a genuine multifractal phase. We
demonstrate the above principles in a 1d tight-binding model with inhomogeneous nearest-neighbor
hopping that can be mapped to the standard quantum harmonic oscillator via energy-coordinate
duality. We analytically calculate the fractal dimensions and the spectrum of fractal dimensions
which are in agreement with numerical simulations.
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Quantum ergodicity and its breakdown via emergent
local integrals of motion are important for understanding
the phenomenon of many-body localization (MBL) [1–7].
Despite being localized in real space, MBL eigenstates si-
multaneously exhibit multifractality in the Hilbert space
of dimension N , i.e. occupy an extensive volume ∝ ND

(0 < D < 1) but a measure zero fraction of the entire
Hilbert space [8–13]. Although widely observed in many-
body systems, multifractality is rare in random-matrix
models. It appears as a critical phenomenon at the An-
derson localization transition [14–16] and in quasiperi-
odic systems [17–19] which are fragile to any uncorre-
lated disorder. Robust non-ergodic extended phase in
random-matrix models typically requires long-range cou-
pling, e.g. Rosenzweig-Porter model [20–38]. However, in
all such models, non-ergodic phase hosts not multifrac-
tal, but fractal states [39], characterized by the fractal
dimension Dq = D for all integers q > 0. In general, Dq

dictates the scaling of the qth moments of wave-function
intensity

Iq =
∑
n⃗

|ΨE(n⃗)|2q ∼ N (1−q)Dq (1)

at energy E and the sum goes over the points n⃗ of a
d-dimensional lattice of linear size L such that N = Ld.
In contrast to the fractal states, genuine multifractal-

ity is given by a non-trivial set of fractal dimensions
Dq > Dq+1, q ≥ 1, leading to many spatial and en-
ergy scales [15]. These multiple energy scales give mul-
tifractality potential applications in enhancing supercon-
ductivity [40–44], quantum algorithm speed-ups [45, 46]
and black hole physics [47–49]. Other than many-
body systems, a robust multifractal phase exists only in
the weighted adjacency matrices of random Erdös-Rényi
graphs in a finite energy range [50]. In this Letter, we
discuss the main principles to realize genuine multifractal

FIG. 1. Spatial structures of a d-dimensional power-
law decaying wave function: (a) localized (b) fractal,
(c) extended, (d) multifractal. For (a-b), |Ψ|2 ∼ 1

R2a>d ,

for (c-d), |Ψ|2 ∼ 1
R2a<d . Dark colors signify the spatial re-

gions mainly contributing to the normalization, the vertical

axis shows ln |ΨE(n⃗)|2/ lnN with the maximum at −D∞
def
=

maxn⃗ ln |ΨE(n⃗)|2/ lnN .

extended states in random matrices.
Let us consider a generic d-dimensional system having

eigenstates with a power-law decay

|ΨE(n⃗0 + R⃗)| ∼ R−a, (2)

where the maximum intensity occurs at n⃗0. For d < 2a,
the normalization condition, I1 = 1 is dominated by a
few lattice sites close to the location of the maximum
intensity, |n⃗ − n⃗0| ≲ O(1). Consequently, Dq = 0 for
all integers q ≥ 1 and the eigenstate is localized, see
Fig. 1(a). The non-zero fractal dimensions appear only
for q < d

2a < 1, which are determined by the wave-
function tails, without affecting localization properties.
Even local perturbations of the localized states, keep-

ing the power-law decaying tail at |n⃗− n⃗0| ≫ O(1) with
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d < 2a, can at most produce fractal states [51, 52], as il-
lustrated in Fig. 1(b). Since, the maximum eigenstate

intensity scales as |ΨE(n⃗0)|2 ∼ N−D∞ where D∞
def
=

Dq→∞ [53], for uncorrelated random local perturbation
close to n⃗0, the wave-function normalization condition
implies that O(ND∞) number of eigenstate intensities
scale similar to |ΨE(n⃗0)|2. Consequently, we get fractal
states with Dq≥1 = D∞ > 0 as opposed to power-law
localization in Fig. 1(a).

In case of power-law decaying localized or fractal states
with d < 2a, the normalization condition I1 = 1 is dom-
inated by components around the maximum intensity.
Contrarily for a slower decay, d > 2a, the normalization
condition is dominated by the tail of the wave-function,
|n⃗ − n⃗0| ∼ O(L), which contains O(N) typical (most
probable) intensities, |ΨE,typ|2 ∼ N−1. In this case,
the maximum intensity |ΨE(n⃗0)|2 ∼ N−D∞ barely con-
tributes to the normalization, thus, D∞ can take any
value in [0, 1]. In particular, D∞ = 1 corresponds to
ergodicity, as shown in Fig. 1(c).

For a general value of D∞, with a power-lay decay-

ing wave function |ΨE(n⃗0 + R⃗)| ≃ La−dR−a and q∗
def
=

d
2a > 1, the state shows genuine multifractal properties,
Fig. 1(d):

Iq ≃
∑
R⃗

(
La−d

Ra

)2q

∼ N1−q +
N1−qD∞

Nq∗(1−D∞)

⇔ Dq =

{
1 q ≤ q∗ = d

2a

1− (1−D∞) q−q∗
q−1 q > q∗ > 1

.

(3)

Such states are quite similar to those showing weak
multifractality as recently found in random Erdös-Rényi
graphs [50]. Thus, we identify the principle leading to
genuine multifractality (fractality) for d > 2a (d < 2a)
as a manifestation of uncorrelated random local pertur-
bations of power-law decaying states, which is one of the
main results of this Letter.

The simplest recipe to produce power-law decaying
eigenstates in a tight-binding model with on-site disorder
is to add power-law decaying hopping, e.g. dipolar Ander-
son [16, 54–62] and random-matrix models [63–68]. But,
spatial renormalization group [54–56] dictates that such
perturbation breaks down at a ≤ d in long-range systems,
yielding weak ergodicity for d

2 < a < d [69] and ergod-

icity at a < d
2 [70]. Only in the non-Hermitian setting,

power-law decaying eigenstates can survive in the inter-
val d

2 ≤ a ≤ d [71]. Therefore, long-range systems are
unable to exhibit genuine multifractality, which requires
d > 2a. Thus, we will focus on short-range 1d models
with nearest-neighbor hopping having enough inhomo-
geneity to avoid exponential localization and will demon-
strate that these are sufficient conditions to get genuine
multifractality in power-law decaying eigenstates. This
is the second important result in this Letter.
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FIG. 2. QHO-to-mean-Hamiltonian correspondence:
QHO eigenstates |Φn⟩ are plotted by gray lines inside the

parabola n = x2−1
2

. The horizontal QHO energy axis corre-
sponds to the real space 1 ≤ n ≤ N of Hm,n. The eigenen-
ergies of Hm,n, given by the zeros of H15, lie on the vertical
QHO coordinate axis. Colorbar of increasing thickness in the
n-axis shows the

√
n growth of the hopping terms. Eigenstate

intensities ofHm,n (a) at x = 0, decay as n− 1
2 ; (b) in the spec-

tral bulk x ∼ N ϵ (shown for ϵ = 0.3), first, rapidly grow at
n ≪ n0, Eq. (14), to the left of n0, then have a smooth max-
imum Eq. (10) for n ≈ n0, followed by the power-law decay

∼ n− 1
2 for n ≫ n0 = x2−1

2
, Eq. (15).

Inhomogeneous nearest-neighbor hopping produces
many interesting physics e.g. Anderson localization [72–
74], topological insulators [75, 76], perfect information
transfer in pre-engineered quantum wires with parabolic
hopping [77–80], experimentally realizable in photonic
qubits [81]. Moreover, Lanczos reduction of many-body
Hamiltonians in the Krylov basis [82–84] yields inhomo-
geneous tridiagonal matrices, where the growth of the
correlated hopping elements dictates the transition from
integrability to ergodicity [85].
The analogous uncorrelated case is represented by the

well-known β ensemble [86], which is the Krylov-basis
representation [87] of the Wigner-Dyson ensembles for
Dyson index β = 1, 2, and 4 [88]. The β ensemble ex-
tends the Dyson index to any real number and shows
many interesting properties: fractal eigenstates at the
spectral edge [89] and in the bulk [90] coexisting with
localized states without forming a mobility edge [91], or
unusual long-range energy correlation [90, 92] at β ≪ 1.
At the same time, power-law decay of the characteris-
tic polynomials with non-trivial exponent a = 1

4 + 1
2β at

large β values [93–96] may lead to the unusual eigenstate
profile. Thus, β ensemble should be an ideal candidate
to produce genuine multifractality in power-law decaying
eigenstates, at least for β > 1.
In this Letter, we focus on the case β → ∞ reducing

to a deterministic tridiagonal mean Hamiltonian

Hm,n =

√
m

2
δm,n−1 +

√
m− 1

2
δm,n+1. (4)

The properties of Hm,n can be understood by a mapping
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to the quantum harmonic oscillator (QHO), ĤQ = x̂2+p̂2

2
where the nth eigenstate |Φn⟩ with energy (n − 1

2 ) has
the following real-space structure

Φn(x) = π− 1
4 e−

x2

2
Hn−1(x)√
2n−1(n− 1)!

, n ≥ 1, (5)

where Hn(x) is the nth order Hermite polynomial [97].
The matrix element Hm,n = ⟨Φm| x̂ |Φn⟩ of the posi-

tion operator x̂ in the eigenbasis ({|Φn⟩}) of ĤQ leads
to Eq. (4), thus, the energy axis of Hm,n maps to the
spatial axis x of the QHO and vice versa, as shown in
the top panel of Fig. 2. Hence, we denote the energy

of the mean Hamiltonian, Hm,n as E
def
= x with eigen-

states |Ψx⟩. Imposing the open boundary conditions,
Ψx(0) = 0, Ψx(N + 1) = 0, we obtain the recursive rela-
tion

√
nΨx(n) +

√
n+ 1Ψx(n+ 2) =

√
2xΨx(n+ 1) . (6)

Thus, eigenstate components are given by the Hermite
polynomials Hn(x)

Ψx(n) = Z Hn−1(x)√
2n−1(n− 1)!

, n = 1, 2, . . . , N , (7)

where Z ≈ e−
x2

2 N− 1
4 is the normalization factor [98]

and the roles of the coordinate n and energy x are inter-
changed. The characteristics equation, det(H − xI) = 0
is resolved by xj , the zeros of the Nth order Hermite
polynomial, HN (xj) = 0, 1 ≤ j ≤ N . The largest zero

of HN (x) is
√
2N +O(N−1/6) [99], thus the width of the

density of states scales as O(
√
2N) with the system size.

In order to characterize multifractality, similar to
Eq. (1), we introduce the finite-size fractal dimensions

D
(N)
q via the qth moments of the wave-function intensity

|Ψx(n)|2 in the coordinate basis n

I(N)
q =

N∑
n=1

|Ψx(n)|2q ∼ N (1−q)D(N)
q (8)

lim
N→∞

D
(N)
q ≡ Dq is a monotonically decreasing function

of q [100–102] bounded from below by D∞. The latter
gives the scaling of the maximum eigenstate intensity,
|Ψx(n0)|2 ∼ N−D∞ [53], present at the spatial index

n ≈ n0 ≡ x2 − 1

2

def
= N2ϵ, 0 ≤ ϵ ≤ 1

2
(9)

given by the parabolic potential in QHO, Fig. 2. Upon
increasing energy x (or ϵ), n0 grows and approaches the
system size N at the spectral edges x ≃ ±

√
2N . This

leads to the energy-dependent fractal dimensions Dq as
we will now show via a systematic study of the system
size scaling of the eigenstate intensities.

In order to obtain the eigenstate components near the
maximum intensity, we approximate the Hermite poly-
nomials in terms of Airy functions Ai (−y) [98], giving
us

Ψx(n+ 1) ≈
Ai

(
−n

− 1
3

0 η

)
N

1
4n

1
12
0

, η ≡ n− n0 ≪ n0 (10)

where Ai (−y) for an argument y = n
− 1

3
0 η ∼ O(1) has

a maximum value ∼ O(1). For y ≳ 1, Ai (−y) decays

as ∼ y−
1
4 with oscillations as shown in Fig. 2(b). Hence,

within 0 ≤ y ≲ 1, equivalently within 1 ≤ η ≲ n
1
3
0 ≡ N

2ϵ
3 ,

we can consider Ai (−y) to be constant. Such an interval

contains O
(
N

2ϵ
3

)
eigenstate intensities scaling similar to

the maximum intensity

|Ψx(n0 + η)|2 ≈ |Ψx(n0)|2 ≈ N− 1
2−

ϵ
3 (11)

for a bulk state with energy x ≪
√
2N . Again,

|Ψx(n0)|2 ∼ N−D∞ along with Eq. (11) implies that

D∞ =
1

2
+

ϵ

3
. (12)

The fractal dimension D∞ is energy dependent: at the
center of the spectrum (ϵ = 0), D∞ = 1

2 whereasD∞ = 2
3

for the spectral bulk, ϵ = 1
2 . From Eq. (12), we get

D∞ < 1 implying that the bulk states must be at least
non-ergodic, i.e. they are not uniformly distributed in the
(N − 1)-dim unit hypersphere [53, 103].
Next we need to determine whether the non-ergodic

bulk states of the mean Hamiltonian are fractal or multi-
fractal. We can explicitly calculate all the fractal dimen-
sions, Dq or infer the multifractality from the spectrum
of fractal dimensions (SFD), f(α) [15, 104, 105]. In a

multifractal state, there are O
(
Nf(α)

)
number of inten-

sities those scale with the system size as |Ψ|2 ∼ N−α for
a range of α ≥ 0. The fractal dimension Dq is related to
the SFD via the Legendre transform [15]

(q − 1)Dq = min
α

[
qα− f(α)

]
. (13)

Comparing with Eq. (12), we get αmin = D∞, while the
number of such intensities is Nf(αmin) with f(αmin) =

2ϵ
3 .

For n ≪ n0, there is a rapid monotonic growth of the
eigenstate components with n [98], given by

Ψx(n+ 1) ≈ e−
x2

2

(4πN)
1
4

x− 1
2

(
4x2

2n+ 1

) 2n+1
4

. (14)

Consequently, there areO(1) eigenstate components with
arbitrarily small intensities for n ≪ n0, leading to f(α) =
0 for large values of α ≫ 1 which do not contribute to
Dq for q > 0 [98]. We have ignored such α values for our
subsequent calculation of the SFD.
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FIG. 3. Multifractality of bulk states: (a) Spectrum of
fractal dimensions for several energies x = N ϵ for N = 109.
The markers denote αmin = 1

2
+ ϵ

3
and the dashed line de-

notes the analytical expressions from Eqs. (17) and (21). The
inset shows f(α) for ϵ = 0.3 and different N from 106 to
109. (b) Fractal dimensions, Dq vs. q at energies x = 0
and x = N0.3. Solid lines denote analytical expression from
Eq. (22) and horizontal dashed lines denoteD∞ from Eq. (12).

On the right side of the maximum, n ≫ n0, we can ap-
proximate the eigenstate components at energy x as [98]

Ψx(n+ 1) ≈
(

2

πN

) 1
4 cos

(
nπ
2 −

√
2n+ 1x

)
n

1
4

. (15)

Hence, eigenstate intensities oscillate with an envelope
decaying as n− 1

2 , see Fig. 2(b). In agreement with our
principle of observing genuine multifractality in power-
law decaying states, the bulk states of the mean Hamil-
tonian exhibits the power-law decay n−2a with the expo-
nent 2a = 1

2 < d.
Now we calculate the entire SFD for the bulk eigen-

states of the mean Hamiltonian. In Eq. (15), the cosine
part has a magnitude of order one for most of the values
of n ≫ n0. First, we consider the scaling of the envelope

where the intensities, |Ψx(n + 1)|2 ∼ (nN)
− 1

2 ∼ N−α.
The number of such components is n− n0 ∼ n ∼ Nf(α),
implying that

α =
1

2
+

f(α)

2
⇒ f(α) = 2α− 1. (16)

It now remains to determine the bounds on the exponent
α. The upper bound can be obtained by substituting
n ∼ N in Eq. (15). In this limit i.e. at the tail, O(N)
eigenstate intensities scale as N−1, leading to f(α) = 1
at α = 1. On the other hand, in order to obtain the lower
bound, we consider the scaling of the energy as n0 ∼ N2ϵ,
n ≫ n0 and n ∼ Nf(α). It is easy to see that f(α) > 2ϵ,
leading to the lower bound α > 1

2 + ϵ. The lower bound
can be further refined by considering Eq. (10), which also

implies the same power-law decay at n − n0 ≡ η ≫ n
1
3
0 ,

leading to f(α) = 2α−1 with a left bound on α given by

η ∼ Nf(α) ≫ n
1
3
0 ⇔ α > 2ϵ

3 . Therefore, the power-law
decaying envelope of the bulk states for n ≳ n0 at energy
x ∼ N ϵ leads to the following SFD

f(α) = 2α− 1,
1

2
+

ϵ

3
≤ α ≤ 1. (17)

Now we consider the small cosine values in Eq. (15)
corresponding to atypically small wave-function compo-
nents and obtain the full SFD even for α > 1. The zeros
of the cosine part in Eq. (15) reside at the lattice indices
n0 ≲ nk ≤ N such that

√
2nk + 1x ≈ kπ for odd nk

and
√
2nk + 1x ≈ kπ + π

2 for even nk. We focus only on
the odd values of nk, as the even case is fully analogous.

Since n0 ≈ x2 = N2ϵ and nk ≈ π2k2

x2 , we get

x2 ≲ k ≤
√
Nx . (18)

For small deviations δn = |n − nk|, we can approximate
the cosine as(√

nk + δn −
√
nk

)
x ∼ xδn√

nk
≪ 1. (19)

Then, intensities scale as N−α ∼ (Nnk)
− 1

2

(
xδn√
nk

)2
within the interval [nk−δn, nk+δn]. As there are k zeros
of Eq. (15), present up to n = nk, there are k ·δn ∼ Nf(α)

components with intensity ∼ N−α. Substituting δn from
one expression to another and taking into account that√
nkx ∼ k, one finds that

f(α) =
1

4
− α

2
+

5

2

log k
x

logN
. (20)

Eq. (20) is dominated by the maximum value of k =√
Nx, Eq. (18). Therefore, the atypically small inten-

sities of the bulk states for n ≳ n0 at energy x ∼ N ϵ

produces the SFD

f(α) =
3− α

2
, 1 ≤ α. (21)

In Fig. 3(a), we show the numerical estimate of the entire
SFD for different N and ϵ, giving an excellent agreement
with Eqs. (17) and (21).
The Legendre transform, Eq. (13), of f(α) from

Eqs. (17) and (21) gives the fractal dimensions

Dq =


1, 0 ≤ q ≤ 2

1−
(
1

2
− ϵ

3

)
q − 2

q − 1
, q > 2.

(22)

which is in the full agreement with our generic result
Eq. (3) for a = 1

4 and d = 1. The limit q → ∞ in
the above expression retrieves D∞ given in Eq. (12). In
Fig. 3(b), the numerically estimated Dq vs. q for eigen-
states at energies x ∼ N0.3 and x = 0 show excellent
agreement with the analytical expression from Eq. (22).
Importantly we show the q-dependence of Dq implying
multifractality in the eigenstate fluctuations.
To summarize, in this Letter we provide a simple, but

powerful principle to realize genuine multifractality as a
quantum phase. The necessary criteria for such a phase
is to have a sufficiently slow power-law decay of the eigen-
states with an exponent at least two times smaller than
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the lattice dimensionality. We discuss why in most of
the long-range models such wave-function power-law de-
cay cannot be realized and only fractal phases of mat-
ter can be observed. As an illustration of our principle,
we provide a short-range 1d Hamiltonian where genuine
multifractal states with the power-law decaying profile
are realized and analytically find their fractal dimen-
sions. As the considered model is the β → ∞ limit of
the β ensemble, we expect that predicted multifractality
will survive for finite β > 1 at least until the eigenstates
localize [93, 94], but we keep the detailed investigation of
these cases for our future studies.

A. K. D. is supported by an INSPIRE Fellow-
ship, DST, India and the Fulbright-Nehru grant
no. 2879/FNDR/2023-2024. I. M. K. acknowledges the
support of the European Research Council under the
European Union’s Seventh Framework Program Synergy
ERC-2018-SyG HERO-810451.
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Asymptotes of the Hermite polynomials

Following the approximation of Hermite polynomials [99, 106], the eigenstate components of the mean Hamiltonian
at energy x can be expressed as

Ψx(n+ 1) ≈



Cxn
− 1

4

(
x2

2n+ 1
− 1

)− 1
4

exp

(n+
1

2

)(
cosh−1 x√

2n+ 1
− x√

2n+ 1

√
x2

2n+ 1
− 1

) , n < n0

Z(2π)
1
4

n
1
12

exp
(√

2nx− n
)
Ai
(√

2(x−
√
2n)n

1
6

)
, n ≈ n0

Cxn
− 1

4

(
1− x2

2n+ 1

)− 1
4

sin

3π

4
+

(
n+

1

2

)(
x√

2n+ 1

√
1− x2

2n+ 1
− cos−1 x√

2n+ 1

) , n > n0

(I)

where n0 ≡ x2−1
2 , Cx = Ze

x2

2

(8π)
1
4
if n < n0 and Cx = Ze

x2

2

(π/2)
1
4
otherwise and Z is the eigenstate normalization factor.

Eigenstate components for n ≪ n0

Eq. (I) implies that for n ≪ n0,

Ψx(n+ 1) ≈ Cxn
− 1

4
(2n+ 1)

1
4

√
x

exp

(n+
1

2

)cosh−1 x√
2n+ 1

− x√
2n+ 1

√
x2

2n+ 1
− 1




≈ Cx√
x
n− 1

4 (2n+ 1)
1
4 exp

(n+
1

2

)(
ln

2x√
2n+ 1

− x2

2n+ 1

)
=

Cx√
x
n− 1

4 (2n+ 1)
1
4

(
e−

x2

2n+1
2x√
2n+ 1

)n+ 1
2

=
Cx√
x
e−

x2

2
(2x)n+

1
2

n
1
4 (2n+ 1)

n
2

=
Ze

x2

2

(8π)
1
4
√
x
e−

x2

2
(2x)n+

1
2

n
1
4 (2n+ 1)

n
2

⇒ Ψx(n+ 1) ≈ Z
(4π)

1
4

x− 1
2

(
4x2

2n+ 1

) 2n+1
4

(II)

Since
x2

2n+ 1
≫ 1, Ψx(n+ 1) is a monotonically increasing function of n for n ≪ n0.

Eigenstate components for n ≫ n0

Let, m =
x√

2n+ 1
. Then, for n ≫ n0 (where Cx = Ze

x2

2

(π/2)
1
4
)

Ψx(n+ 1) ≈ Cxn
− 1

4

(
1−m2

)− 1
4

cos

π

4
+

(
n+

1

2

)(
m
(
1−m2

) 1
2 − cos−1 m

)
≈ Cxn

− 1
4

(
1 +

m2

4

)
cos

π

4
+

(
n+

1

2

)(
m− m3

2
− π

2
+m+

m3

6

)
≈ Cxn

− 1
4 cos

(
−nπ

2
+m(2n+ 1)

)
≈

(−1)mCxn
− 1

4 cos
(√

2n+ 1x
)
, n = 2m

(−1)mCxn
− 1

4 sin
(√

2n+ 1x
)
, n = 2m+ 1

(III)

Therefore, the eigenstate components oscillate and the envelope decays as n− 1
4 for n ≫ n0.
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Normalization constant of the eigenstate

As the eigenstate components monotonically increase for n ≪ n0 and decay as n− 1
4 for n ≫ n0, the maximum

intensity occurs at n = n0 ≈ x2 − 1

2
. If we take a bulk energy x ≪

√
2N , then

N−1∑
n=0

|Ψx(n+ 1)|2 ≈ Z2ex
2√

π/2

N−1∑
n=n0+1

n− 1
2 ≈ Z2ex

2√
π/2

(
h

(
N − 1,

1

2

)
− h

(
n0,

1

2

))
≈ Z2ex

2√
π/2

2
(√

N −
√
n0

)
⇒ Z ≈ e−

x2

2 N− 1
4

(IV)

where ζ(x) is the Riemann zeta function and h(n, r) = nth harmonic number of order r approximated using Euler-

Maclaurin sum formula (h(n, 1
2 ) = ζ

(
1
2

)
+ 2

√
n+O(n− 1

2 )).

Eigenstate components around the maximum intensity

Following the approximation of the Hermite polynomials for x →
√
2n and n → ∞ [106], we get

Ψx(n+ 1) = (2π)
1
4N− 1

4n− 1
12 exp

(
√
2nx− n− x2

2

)
Ai
(√

2(x−
√
2n)n

1
6

)
(V)

where Ai (y) is the Airy function. Let, n = n0 + η, η ≪ n0 such that the approximation in Eq. (V) is valid for
n0 ⪅ n ⪅ n0 + η. Then, we can simplify Eq. (V) as

Ψx(n+ 1) ≈ N− 1
4 (n0 + η)−

1
12 exp

(√
2(n0 + η)x− (n0 + η)− x2

2

)
Ai
(√

2(x−
√

2(n0 + η))(n0 + η)
1
6

)

≈ N− 1
4n

− 1
12

0 exp

(
2n0

(
1 +

η

2n0

)
− 2n0 − η

)
Ai

2
√
n0

(
1−

√
1 +

η

n0

)
n

1
6
0

(
1 +

η

n0

) 1
6


≈ N− 1

4n
− 1

12
0 Ai

(
−n

− 1
3

0 η

)
(VI)

Combining Eqs. (II), (III) and (VI) we get

Ψx(n+ 1) ≈



e−
x2

2

(4πN)
1
4

x− 1
2

(
4x2

2n+ 1

) 2n+1
4

, n ≪ n0

N− 1
4n

− 1
12

0 Ai

(
−n

− 1
3

0 η

)
, n ≈ n0(

2

πN

) 1
4

n− 1
4 cos

(
nπ

2
−

√
2n+ 1x

)
, n ≫ n0

(VII)
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Spectrum of fractal dimensions for n ≫ n0

Eq. (II) implies that for n ≪ n0

Ψx(n+ 1) ≈ N− 1
4 e−

x2

2

(4π)
1
4

x− 1
2

(
4x2

2n+ 1

) 2n+1
4

⇒ N−α = N− 1
2 e−x2

x−1

(
4x2

2n+ 1

) 2n+1
2

= N− 1
2 e−N2ϵ

N−ϵ

(
4N2ϵ

2n+ 1

) 2n+1
2

⇒ N ϵ+ 1
2−α = e−N2ϵ

(
4N2ϵ

2n+ 1

) 2n+1
2

⇒
(
ϵ+

1

2
− α

)
lnN ≈ −N2ϵ − n ln

(
n

N2ϵ

)
⇒ n

N2ϵ
ln

(
n

N2ϵ

)
=

(
α− ϵ− 1

2

)
lnN

N2ϵ
− 1

(VIII)

Let, y =
n

N2ϵ
. For α > ϵ +

1

2
, y log y ≈ O

(
lnN

N2ϵ

)
and 0 < y < 1 as 1 ≤ n < N2ϵ, where −e−1 ≤ y ln y < 0

(y ln y = −e−1 for y = y0 ≈ 0.36788). Consider the domain [n, n+ δn] within which y − y0 ≈ y0 ln y0, i.e.

y − y0 =
n+ δn
N2ϵ

− n

N2ϵ
=

δn
N2ϵ

≈ lnN

N2ϵ
⇒ δn ≈ lnN (IX)

Because y ln y < 0, we also require that

lnN

N2ϵ
< 1 ⇒ ln lnN

lnN
< 2ϵ, lim

N→∞

ln lnN

lnN
= 0 (X)

However,
ln lnN

lnN
converges very slowly to 0, hence for finite N , we cannot consider ϵ very close to 0. Then,(

ϵ+
1

2

)
+

(1− e−1)N2ϵ

lnN
≤ α ≤

(
ϵ+

1

2

)
+

N2ϵ

lnN
(XI)

Therefore, left side of n0 contributes arbitrarily small intensities, i.e. N−α with α ≫ 1, and corresponding singularity
spectrum is

f(α) =
ln lnN

lnN
∼ 0 (XII)

Such small intensities are well below the machine precision for a modest value of N ∼ 106.
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[9] N. Macé, F. Alet, and N. Laflorencie, Multifractal scalings across the many-body localization transition, Phys. Rev. Lett.
123, 180601 (2019).

[10] K. S. Tikhonov and A. D. Mirlin, Many-body localization transition with power-law interactions: Statistics of eigenstates,
Phys. Rev. B 97, 214205 (2018).

[11] G. De Tomasi, I. M. Khaymovich, F. Pollmann, and S. Warzel, Rare thermal bubbles at the many-body localization
transition from the Fock space point of view, Phys. Rev. B 104, 024202 (2021).
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[92] A. Relaño, L. Muñoz, J. Retamosa, E. Faleiro, and R. A. Molina, Power-spectrum characterization of the continuous

gaussian ensemble, Phys. Rev. E 77, 031103 (2008).
[93] J. Breuer, P. J. Forrester, and U. Smilansky, Random discrete schrödinger operators from random matrix theory, Journal

of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 40, F161 (2007).
[94] J. Breuer, Spectral and dynamical properties of certain random jacobi matrices with growing parameters, Transactions

of the American Mathematical Society 362, 3161 (2010).
[95] G. Lambert and E. Paquette, Strong approximation of gaussian β ensemble characteristic polynomials: The hyperbolic

regime, The Annals of Applied Probability 33, 549 (2023).
[96] G. Lambert and E. Paquette, Strong approximation of gaussian β-ensemble characteristic polynomials: the edge regime

and the stochastic airy function (2021).
[97] D. J. Griffiths and D. F. Schroeter, Introduction to quantum mechanics (Cambridge university press, 2018).
[98] See Supplemental Material at [URL will be inserted by publisher] for details, which includes Refs. [99, 106].
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