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While isolated quantum systems generally thermalize after long-time evolution, there are sev-
eral exceptions defying thermalization. A notable mechanism of such nonergodicity is the Hilbert
space fragmentation (HSF), where the Hamiltonian matrix splits into an exponentially large num-
ber of sectors due to the presence of nontrivial conserved quantities. Using ultracold gases, here
we experimentally investigate the one-dimensional Bose-Hubbard system with neither disorder nor
tilt potential, which has been predicted to exhibit HSF caused by a strong interatomic interac-
tion. Specifically, we analyze far-from-equilibrium dynamics starting from a charge-density wave
of doublons (atoms in doubly occupied sites) in a singlon and doublon-resolved manner to reveal
a slowing-down of the relaxation in a strongly interacting regime. We find that the numbers of
singlons and doublons are conserved during the dynamics, indicating HSF as a mechanism of the
observed slow relaxation. Our results provide the first experimental confirmation of the conserved
quantities responsible for HSF.

INTRODUCTION

The problem of quantum thermalization, i.e., how iso-
lated quantum many-body systems which undergo the
reversible unitary time evolution can reach thermal equi-
librium states, lies at the heart of modern quantum sta-
tistical physics and is of considerable recent interest. As
a mechanism of the thermalization, the eigenstate ther-
malization hypothesis (ETH) is known, which states that
expectation values of physical quantities for eigenstates
of a quantum many-body system coincide with that of
the microcanonical ensemble in the corresponding energy
[1–4]. Especially, when a quantum many-body system
satisfies the strong version of the ETH, where all of the
eigenstates satisfy the ETH, the long-time average of the
physical quantity coincides with the microcanonical av-
erage, that is, the system thermalizes [5, 6].

The remarkable progress of artificial quantum systems,
such as ultracold gases, Rydberg atom arrays, trapped
ions, and superconducting qubits, has enabled indispens-
able studies on the problem of the thermalization from
both experimental and theoretical sides. In better un-
derstanding of the mechanisms of the thermalization, the
investigation of nonergodic systems, which do not show
thermalization, is important. Illustrative examples of
nonergodic systems include integrable [7–12] and many-
body localized (MBL) systems [13–25], where thermal-
ization is prevented due to the presence of an extensive
number of conserved quantities and the strong disorder
potential, respectively. Furthermore, the recent findings
of another type of nonergodic systems show the diver-
sity of origins of nonergodic behavior, as exemplified by
quantum many-body scar [26–35], Stark MBL [36–39]

and Hilbert-space fragmentation (HSF) [40–47].

In particular, HSF typically results from the presence
of nontrivial conserved quantities, leading to strong ki-
netic constraints on the system. Under such constraints,
the Hilbert space is fragmented into an exponentially
large number of disconnected subsectors (Krylov subsec-
tors), where the dynamics are restricted to only a few of
subsectors, causing the system not to thermalize. Exper-
imentally, the nonergodic dynamics due to the HSF have
been observed, especially in the one-dimensional (1D)
Fermi-Hubbard system [42, 43] and the two-dimensional
Bose-Hubbard system [47], where linear potential gra-
dients (tilt potentials) are applied, and the total atom
number and dipole moment are conserved. Theoreti-
cally, a disorder-free 1D Bose-Hubbard model with no
trapping potential [48, 49] and with a trapping potential
[37, 50, 51] has been studied. Especially in Ref. [51], it
has been reported that the nonergodic behavior emerges
in the strongly interacting regime when the dynamics
start from a period-two charge-density wave (CDW) of
doublons (atoms in doubly occupied sites) (see Fig. 1(a)-
(b)), while rapid relaxation occurs starting from that
of singlons. In this system, in addition to the total
atom number, the numbers of doublons and singlons are
emergent conserved quantities in the strongly interacting
regime, which gives rise to HSF.

In this work, using ultracold Bose gases in optical lat-
tices, we explore the role of interatomic interaction in the
nonequilibrium dynamics following the sudden quench of
the optical-lattice depth starting from a particular ini-
tial state of a period two CDW of doublons with a small
portion of singlons in a 1D disorder-free Bose-Hubbard
system with no tilt potential (See Fig. 1). We experimen-
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tally observe a striking difference between the quench dy-
namics starting from this type of initial state and that
from the period two CDW of singlons. The systematic
measurement of the imbalance in a singlon- and doublon-
resolved manner with varying the ratio of the interatomic
interaction to the hopping energy reveals a slowing-down
of the relaxation of the imbalance of the doublons in a
strongly-interacting regime, in stark contrast with the
behavior of the singlons which exhibit the considerable
relaxation in all interaction strengths. Importantly, we
find that both of the numbers of singlons and doublons
are conserved during the quench dynamics, indicating the
HSF as a mechanism of the observed slow relaxation.
The interplay between the effects of parabolic potentials
and inter-atomic interaction plays a role in the observed
relaxation dynamics, which is reproduced by our theo-
retical calculation. In particular, we reveal the enhanced
slowing-down of the relaxation for doublons by partial
removal of singlons that accelerate the equilibration of
the imbalance through tunneling with no energy cost,
which offers important insights into the quantum ther-
malization dynamics. We note that, in contrast to the
pioneering work [52] where the atom number stability of
the doublon itself, i.e., repulsively-bound pair, prepared
in an approximately isolated form (filling of doublons is
typically 0.3) is observed, the present work reveals the
nonequilibrium dynamics for interacting many-body sys-
tems of the doublons by observing the atom-number im-
balance between the odd and even sites.

RESULTS

Experimental setup
We start with the preparation of a 174Yb Bose-Einstein
condensate (BEC) by evaporative cooling with the total
atom number of about 1.3×104. A Mott insulating state
of unit filling is formed after the atom loading into a
3D optical lattice with a deep potential depth of 30ER,
where ER = ℏ2k2L/(2m) is the recoil energy of the optical
lattice, kL = 2π/λshort with λshort = 532 nm is the wave
number of the laser for the optical lattice, and ℏ is the
Planck constant divided by 2π. Here, the preparation
of the initial state of period-two CDW of doublons, i.e.,
|ψ(0)⟩CDW(d) = |· · · 2020 · · ·⟩ state in 1D chains proceeds
with the optical superlattice in the direction of 1D chains
consisting of short (λshort = 532 nm) and long (λlong =
1064 nm) lattices (see Sec. S.1 for details of the loading
procedure). For representing the many-body state of a
1D chain with M sites, here we use the Fock basis,

|n1 n2 · · · nM ⟩ ≡
M⊗

i=1

|ni⟩i , (1)

where |ni⟩i denotes the local Fock state at a site i with an
atom number ni. The central 1D chains of the atoms have

a length of about 25. We note that in a prepared initial
state, 25-30% of total atoms are singly occupied, which
is confirmed by the remaining fraction of the atoms after
the irradiation of a photoassociation (PA) laser. This is
induced by the presence of low-density regions at the trap
edges and the nonadiabaticity in the loading process (see
Sec. S.1).
After the initial state preparation, we perform a sud-

den quench by rapidly decreasing the potential depth to
initiate the dynamics along the 1D chains (Fig. 1(a). See
also Sec. S.2 for the details of the quench procedure).
The dynamics during the hold time in the 1D chains
is described by the 1D Bose-Hubbard model, and the
Hamiltonian is given by

Ĥ = −J
∑

⟨i,j⟩

â†i âj +
U

2

M∑

i=1

n̂i(n̂i − 1) +

M∑

i=1

Vin̂i, (2)

where âi(â
†
i ) is the annihilation (creation) operator of a

boson at a site i; J is the tunneling amplitude between
nearest-neighbor sites ⟨i, j⟩; n̂i ≡ â†i âi is the number op-
erator at a site i; U is the on-site interaction strength;
Vi ≡ Ω[i − (M + 1)/2]2 is the parabolic potential; and
Ω is the strength of the parabolic potential [51]. Here,
we note that there is no tilt potential in Eq. (2), dif-
ferent from previous experimental studies of nonergodic
dynamics due to the HSF [42, 43, 47] and the many-
body scarring [33]. Note that the relative strength of the
parabolic potential Ω to the tunneling amplitude J de-
pends on the lattice depth (See Tables S.1 and S.2), and
Ω is small compared with hopping J of the singlon but
not with that of the doublon.

In order to detect the atom distribution after the
quench, we freeze the dynamics by rapidly ramping up
the potential depth along the 1D chains. In this work,
we focus on two physical quantities that characterize the
atom distribution: atom-number imbalance I(t) between
the odd and even sites, and doublon- and singlon-resolved
atom-number fraction (nD, nS). The imbalance I(t) is
defined as

I(t) ≡ Nodd(t)−Neven(t)

Nodd(t) +Neven(t)
, (3)

which becomes zero for thermalized states, whereNodd(t)
and Neven(t) are the atom numbers in the odd and even
sites, respectively. The measurement of the imbalance
is performed by a site-mapping technique; i.e., mapping
of the even and odd sites to the 1st and 3rd bands,
respectively, followed by band mapping [42, 43, 53, 54]
(see Fig. 1(c) and Sec. S.3 for the details of the imbal-
ance measurement). Note that, as we mention in the
state preparation, the prepared state is not a pure state
|ψ(0)⟩CDW(d), but a mixed state ρ̂CDW(d,s)(0), which in-

volves singlons with 25-30% of total atoms. By exploit-
ing the PA resonance which selectively excites and thus
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removes the doublons, we achieve measurements of the
imbalance in a singlon- and doublon-resolved manner
[43, 54]. Specifically, we measure the imbalance with and
without the PA laser irradiation just after the freezing
of the dynamics and before the site-mapping, where the
imbalance of singlons (I w/ PA = IS) and that of both
doublons and singlons (I w/o PA) are obtained, respec-
tively. Then, we obtain the imbalance of doublons (ID)
from the former two measured values as follows:

ID =
I w/o PA ·Nw/o PA − I w/ PA ·Nw/ PA

Nw/o PA −Nw/ PA
, (4)

where Nw/ PA (Nw/o PA) is the atom number measured
with (without) PA laser irradiation. The doublon- and
singlon-resolved atom number fraction, nD and nS, are
obtained with the atom numbers measured with and
without the PA laser irradiation, Nw/ PA and Nw/o PA,
as follows:

nS = Nw/ PA / Nw/o PA, (5)

nD = (Nw/o PA −Nw/ PA) / Nw/o PA. (6)

Note that these atom number fractions are important
to characterize the nonequilibrium dynamics in the
sense that they are emergent conserved quantities in the
strongly interacting regime of the Bose-Hubbard chain,
leading to the HSF [51].

Typical quench dynamics: slow imbalance relax-
ation, and doublon- and singlon-fraction conser-
vation
We first show the comparison of the thermalization
behaviors obtained at U/J = 67 starting from the
ρ̂CDW(d,s)(0) and ρ̂CDW(s)(0) states in Fig. 1(d) (see
Sec. S.4 for the details of the quench dynamics starting
from the ρ̂CDW(s)(0) state). Here, ρ̂CDW(s)(0) denotes an
initial mixed state that is in reality created when we try
to ideally prepare

|ψ(0)⟩CDW(s) = |· · · 1010 · · ·⟩ . (7)

In Fig. 1(d), the imbalance I shows slow relaxation and
remains far from zero at least up to ten times of the tun-
neling time along the 1D chains when the initial state
is ρ̂CDW(d,s)(0), while the imbalance shows rapid relax-
ation and an oscillating behavior across zero when the
initial state is ρ̂CDW(s)(0). These different relaxation be-
haviors are theoretically discussed in Ref. [51], where the
nonergodic dynamics is expected when the initial state is
|ψ(0)⟩CDW(d) = |· · · 2020 · · ·⟩. Note that although the re-
laxation behavior in the 1D Bose-Hubbard system when
the initial state is approximately |· · · 1010 · · ·⟩ has already
been reported in Ref. [55], we revisit this situation to
show a clear difference in the quench dynamics depend-
ing on the initial states.

In the following, for the quantitative study, we focus
on the quench dynamics starting from the ρ̂CDW(d,s)(0)

state. In Fig. 1(e), we show the typical quench dynam-
ics of the imbalances of both doublons and singlons
(‘Doublons+Singlons’, ID+S), singlons (‘Singlons’, IS),
and doublons (‘Doublons’, ID) obtained from the former
two by Eq. (4), where U/J = 67. Here, the imbalances
of doublons and singlons show slow and rapid relaxation,
respectively. Note that tunneling time along the direc-
tion perpendicular to the 1D chains is ℏ/(4J⊥) = 92 ms,
about 3.5 times longer than the maximum measurement
time. In addition to the successful observation of the
slow relaxation behavior for doublons, we observe that
both of the atom number fractions of doublons (nD)
and singlons (nS) are almost conserved, as shown in
Fig. 1(f). This reveals that the atom numbers of both
doublons and singlons serve as approximate conserved
quantities, which is a key finding in the sense that this
strongly supports the occurrence of HSF in our system,
where the dissociation of doublons due to single particle
tunnelings is suppressed for U ≫ J due to the energy
mismatch (see Fig. 1(b)).

Dependency of quench dynamics on U/J
In order to elucidate the role of interatomic interaction
as well as the interplay with the parabolic potential
in the nonequilibrium dynamics, we investigate the
dependency of the quench dynamics on the interaction
strength U/J and the parabolic trap strength Ω/J by
changing the potential depth along the 1D chains after
the quench, shown in Fig. 2(a)-(c). Here, in Fig. 2(a)
and (b), we observe an overall tendency of slower
relaxation of the imbalance of doublons for larger U/J ,
while the imbalance of singlons shows fast relaxation
roughly independent of U/J . At the same time, in
Fig. 2(c), we observe that the atom number fractions
of both doublons and singlons are almost conserved
regardless of the value of U/J (see also Fig. 2(e)). These
results can be understood intuitively as follows: Recall
that the dissociation of a doublon into two singlons is
approximately forbidden, as assured by the conservation
of the fractions. In the cases of relatively small U/J ,
not only singlons can tunnel to adjacent vacant sites
with the tunneling rate of J , but also doublons via
the process of the second-order perturbation with the
effective tunneling rate of Jeff = 2J2/U , as depicted
in Fig. 2(d) (right), on the one hand. In fact, the
time constant of the correlated tunneling, ℏ/(2Jeff) is
3ℏ/J for the smallest U/J case (U/J = 12), where
the factor of 2 in front of Jeff means the number of
nearest-neighboring sites along the chain direction. In
the cases of relatively large U/J , on the other hand, the
rate of the effective hopping of the doublon becomes
quite small, corresponding to about 1/5-time hopping
event during the maximum holding time, for largest U/J
case (U/J = 173), and thus only singlon tunneling is
allowed, as in Fig. 2(d) (left). Note that the effect of the
parabolic trap also contribute to the suppression of the
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FIG. 1. Schematic of the experimental setup and illustration of observed quench dynamics. (a) Schematic of the 1D Bose-
Hubbard model with a tunneling amplitude J , an on-site interaction strength U , and a parabolic trap with no potential tilt.
Here, the ideal initial state of a period-two charge-density wave of doublons, namely, |ψ(0)⟩CDW(d) = |· · · 2020 · · ·⟩ is shown.

(b) Schematic illustration of HSF. The orange square shows a subspace characterized by the particle number. This subspace is
further fragmented into an exponentially large number of subsectors (Krylov subsectors) under some kinetic constraints, where
the breakup of doublons into singlons due to tunneling is suppressed for U ≫ J due to the energy mismatch in our case. (c)
Schematic illustration of the sequence for a site-mapping technique to measure the atom number imbalance. In this illustration,
atoms in the odd (even) sites are mapped to the 1st (3rd) Brillouin zone (BZ). (d) Comparison of quench dynamics at U/J = 52
starting from ρ̂CDW(d,s)(0) (purple circle) and ρ̂CDW(s)(0) (blue triangle). The horizontal axis represents the holding time after
the quench normalized by the tunneling time of ℏ/J = 2.6 ms along the direction of the 1D chains. Error bars in ID+S and IS

show the standard deviation of three and five independent scans, respectively. (e) Typical dynamics of imbalances of ‘Doublons
+ Singlons’ (purple), ‘Singlons’ (blue) obtained by the PA irradiation, and ‘Doublons’ (green) obtained from the former two.
(f) Typical dynamics of atom number fractions of doublons (nD, green) and singlons (nS, blue). In (e) and (f), all data are
obtained at U/J = 67, and the horizontal axis represents the holding time normalized by the tunneling time of ℏ/J = 2.1 ms
along the direction of the 1D chains. In (e), error bars in ‘Doublons + Singlons’ and ‘Singlons’ show the standard deviation
of three independent scans, and that in ‘Doublons’ show the standard deviation which is calculated by the error propagation
formula with the standard deviations of I w/ PA, I w/o PA, Nw/ PA and Nw/o PA. In (f), error bars show the standard deviation,
which is calculated by the error propagation formula with the standard deviations of Nw/ PA and Nw/o PA.

doublon tunneling, while such an effect is considerably
weaker for singlons.

Comparison between experiments and numerical
calculations
In order to provide a reference to be compared with the
experimental results, we compute the real-time dynamics
of the 1D Bose-Hubbard model of Eq. (2) by using the
time-evolving block decimation (TEBD) method [56],
which is based on matrix-product state (MPS) repre-
sentation of a quantum many-body state [57]. We set
the maximal bond dimensions of MPS to be 2000 such
that the time duration accessible with the numerical

calculations is as short as or even shorter than the half
of that in the experiments. In Sec. S.7, we elaborate
on our theoretical protocol of initial-state preparation
imitating the experimental situation. In Fig. 2, we show
the direct comparison of measured and calculated values
of (a) doublon- and (b) singlon-resolved imbalance (ID
and IS) and (c) doublon and singlon fractions (nD and
nS) for several values of U/J . We find that the behaviors
of both imbalance and atom number fraction are mostly
reproduced by the theoretical calculations, confirming
that the dynamics of our experimental system are indeed
well-described by the 1D Bose-Hubbard model.
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FIG. 2. Dependence of quench dynamics on U/J . (a),(b) Imbalance dynamics of (a) doublons (ID), (b) singlons (IS),
and (c) atom number fractions of doublons (nD, green) and singlons (nS, blue) on U/J . Error bars in (a)-(c) representing
the standard deviation are mostly smaller than symbols. In (a)-(c), dotted curves show the calculated values. Error bars
of calculated values representing the statistical error are smaller than the dots of the curves. (d) Schematic illustration of
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the doublon fraction during the hold time. Here, the ratio of the averaged doublon fraction in tJ/ℏ = 9-10 (nD,final) to that in
tJ/ℏ = 0-1 (nD,initial) is plotted. Error bars show the standard deviation, which is calculated by the error propagation formula
with the standard deviation of the averaged doublon fractions nD,initial and nD,final. The solid curve shows the ratio of the
calculated averaged doublon fraction in tJ/ℏ = 4-5 (tJ/ℏ = 3-4 only in the case of U/J = 12) (nD,final) to that in tJ/ℏ = 0-1
(nD,initial).
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Competition among doublon-doublon inter-
actions, doublon-singlon interactions, and a
parabolic trap in the imbalance dynamics
While we see the agreement between the experimental
data and theoretical calculations, here we discuss how
much extent the experimental results can be under-
stood in an intuitive manner and clarify the novelty
beyond simple interpretations. Specifically, we first see
whether we can understand in a unified manner the
dynamics of the singlons and doublons by regarding
both of them as simple non-interacting hardcore bosons
with the corresponding effective tunneling amplitude
Jeff = J for the singlons and Jeff = 2J2/U for the
doublons placed in a parabolic trap with the trap
strength Ω, thus characterized only by (Ω/Jeff)S = Ω/J
(Ω/Jeff)D = (Ω/Jeff)S · (U/J), respectively. In Fig. 3,
we show a comparison of the experimental results of
the imbalance dynamics for the singlons for the initial
ρ̂CDW(s)(0) state and those for the doublon for the
initial ρ̂CDW(d,s)(0) state as a function of the time nor-
malized by the effective tunneling amplitude Jeff . (see
also Sec. S.4 for the quench dynamics starting from a
ρ̂CDW(s)(0) state). Note that, due to the large difference
in the amplitude of Jeff between the singlons and dou-
blons, the parameter regions of (Ω/Jeff)S and (Ω/Jeff)D
have no overlap. Here, instead of the direct comparison
of the experimental data, as shown in Fig. 3(c), we
focus on the comparison of the experimental results for
the doublons with the theoretical calculations for the
singlons with the parameter region of (Ω/Jeff)S beyond
0.44 in accord with that for the doublons. Since the
calculation for the singlons is rather straightforward,
and indeed we see that the calculations well reproduce
the experimental results for (Ω/Jeff)S below 0.23, as
also shown in Fig. S.3, we well expect the validity of the
calculations for the singlons also for (Ω/Jeff)S beyond
0.44, which should be compared with the experimental
results for the doublons in the corresponding region of
(Ω/Jeff)D. While the slow, non-oscillatory relaxation
behavior is commonly observed both for the experiments
and the calculations in Fig. 3(c), there is an overall
discrepancy in that the experiments for the doublons
show faster relaxation than the calculations. Note the
effective parabolic trap strengths of (Ω/Jeff)S in the
calculation and (Ω/Jeff)D in the experiments are the
same in this comparison. The result of the comparison
thus indicates that the doublons in this experiment
cannot be simply interpreted as the non-interacting
hardcore bosons, and we need to take interaction effects
into consideration for full understanding of the observed
behaviors.

First, we consider an effective nearest-neighbor
doublon-doublon interaction, which is described in the

following effective Hamiltonian for U/J ≫ 1 [48]:

Heff =
2J2

U

∑

⟨i,j⟩

[
−8Ŝz

i Ŝ
z
j +

(
Ŝ+
i Ŝ

−
j + Ŝ−

i Ŝ
+
j

)]
, (8)

where the doublon and holon (empty site) are associated
to a fictitious spin up |↑i⟩ and down |↓i⟩, respectively, and
Ŝz
i ≡ (|↑i⟩ ⟨↑i| − |↓i⟩ ⟨↓i|)/2 and Ŝ+

i ≡ |↑i⟩ ⟨↓i| = (Ŝ−
i )†

are the spin-1/2 operators. Here, the first term on the
right-hand side corresponds to the doublon-doublon in-
teraction, which takes the same order of magnitude as
that of the second term for the doublon hopping. This
doublon-doublon interaction introduces the energy dif-
ference between the state of doublons in the CDW and a
state that possesses doublons occupying in the nearest-
neghboring sites, causing the slower relaxation of the ini-
tially prepared CDW of the doublons compared with the
case of non-interacting hardcore bosons, in contrast to
the observation in Fig. 3(c).

Next, we consider the interaction between the dou-
blons and the singlons involved in the prepared ini-
tial ρ̂CDW(d,s)(0) state. See the situations depicted in
Fig. 4(a). While the tunneling process of |2, 0⟩ ↔ |1, 1⟩
is suppressed for U ≫ J as shown in Fig. 4(a) (left),
that of |2, 1⟩ ↔ |1, 2⟩, shown in Fig. 4(a) (right),
has no energy cost, causing the faster relaxation of
the initially prepared CDW of the doublons, consis-
tent with the observation in Fig. 3(c). This behav-
ior is also numerically confirmed as shown in Fig. 4(b),
where we depict the time evolution of the atom den-
sity profile in a single Bose-Hubbard chain starting
from the |ψ(0)⟩CDW(d) = |· · · 2020 · · ·⟩ state (left) and

â†edge |ψ(0)⟩CDW(d) = |· · · 2020 · · ·⟩ (right). Here â†edge
creates an atom at a site iedge+2, where iedge denotes the
right-edge site of the initial doublon array. In the latter
case, one singlon initially placed at the right edge of the
trap moves to the trap center and disturbs · · · 2020 · · ·
configuration, which leads to the significant decay of
ID(t) as seen in the bottom panel of Fig. 4(b).

In order to experimentally confirm the effect of initially
involved singlons on the quench dynamics, we prepare an
initial ρ̂CDW(d,s)(0) state with a smaller singlon fraction
by partially removing singlons with a selective ionization
method, as depicted in Fig. 4(c) (see also Sec. S.6 for the
details of the removal scheme of singlons). In Fig. 4(d),
we show the imbalance dynamics of doublons starting
from a ρ̂CDW(d,s)(0) state with and without the partial
singlon removal as the open circle and the solid triangle,
respectively. Importantly, we observe the slower relax-
ation of imbalance of doublons in the case of a smaller
singlon fraction in the initial state. In this way, we con-
firm the novel role of initially involved singlons in the
quench dynamics, which qualitatively agrees with the nu-
merical result.
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FIG. 3. Comparison of the measured imbalance dynamics of singlons starting from ρ̂CDW(s)(0) and those of doublons starting
from ρ̂CDW(d,s)(0) with the numerical calculations. (a) Systematically measured imbalance dynamics of singlons (solid circles)
and doublons (open triangles) for various (Ω/Jeff)D and (Ω/Jeff)S. The horizontal axis represents the normalized time by the
effective tunneling amplitude Jeff , where Jeff = J for singlons and Jeff = 2J2/U for doublons. (b), (c) Comparison of measured
imbalance dynamics of (b) singlons and (c) doublons with the calculation for singlons (dotted curves) representing the case of
non-interacting hardcore bosons. In the calculations of (b) the initial state is a mixed state ρ̂CDW(s)(0) while in (a), it is a pure
state |ψ⟩CDW(s) (0). Error bars in (a)-(c) representing the standard deviation are mostly smaller than symbols.

DISCUSSION

In summary, we experimentally studied nonequilib-
rium dynamics of 1D Bose gases in optical lattices, which
is well described as 2D arrays of independent Bose-
Hubbard chains, after a sudden quench of the optical

lattice depth. Starting from an initial period-two CDW
state of doublons slightly mixed with singlons, we suc-
cessfully observed slow relaxation in an imbalance mea-
surement. We found that the numbers of both doublons
and singlons are almost conserved during the dynam-
ics, which strongly supports the occurrence of HSF. Sys-
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FIG. 4. Effect of singlons on the imbalance dynamics. (a) Schematic illustration of possible tunneling processes involving
singlons between nearest-neighbor sites. (b) Calculated time evolution of the local density in the 1D Bose Hubbard model

(Eq. (2)) for U/J = 52, starting from |ψ(0)⟩CDW(d) = |· · · 2020 · · ·⟩ state (upper left) and â†edge |ψ(0)⟩CDW(d) state (upper right),

where one singlon is placed at the right edge of the trap in this case. (lower) Imbalance dynamics of doublons (ID) obtained
from the data in (upper). (c) Schematic illustration of the removal procedure of only singlons from the initial ρ̂CDW(d,s)(0) state,
and the relevant energy levels. (d) Imbalance dynamics of doublons after partial removal of singlons in the initial ρ̂CDW(d,s)(0)
state. Here, the plots of open circle and solid triangle show the results with (nS = 0.24) and without (nS = 0.29) partial
removal of singlons, respectively. Note that the loss of doublons in this measurement is negligibly small within the uncertainty.
Both data are obtained at U/J = 52. All error bars show the standard deviation.

tematic measurements of quench dynamics for various
U/J and the quantitative comparison of measured and
calculated dynamics were also performed. In addition,
we revealed the effect of singlons involved in the initial
|· · · 2020 · · ·⟩ state on the quench dynamics.

The successful preparation of arrays of dense doublons,
i.e., |· · · 2020 · · ·⟩ state, and observations of dynamics of
interacting doblons with a long lifetime open the possi-
bility to study systems consisting of strongly-interacting
composite particles with ultracold gases. For instance,
it is interesting to examine whether some exotic quan-
tum many-body states formed by such composites can
be experimentally realized, such as the pair superfluids of
bosons [58], the η-pairing state [59], and quantum many-
body scar states [34, 35].
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zie, A. Browaeys, D. Cho, K. Helmerson, S. L. Rolston,
and W. D. Phillips, A bose-einstein condensate in an op-
tical lattice, Journal of Physics B: Atomic, Molecular and
Optical Physics 35, 3095 (2002).

[62] T. Tomita, S. Nakajima, I. Danshita, Y. Takasu, and
Y. Takahashi, Observation of the mott insulator to su-

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-03998-0_13
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-03998-0_13
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-03998-0_13
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.6.043259
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.040606
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.040606
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.240502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.240502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.10.011047
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.10.011047
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.174204
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.010201
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.010201
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.043239
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.043239
http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.09095
http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.09517
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-024-08188-0
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.144302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.144302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.104.043322
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.73.033605
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.040502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.040502
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2010.09.012
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2010.09.012
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.040402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.240406
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhysCodeb.4


11

perfluid crossover of a driven-dissipative bose-hubbard
system, Science advances 3, e1701513 (2017).

[63] S. Kato, S. Sugawa, K. Shibata, R. Yamamoto, and
Y. Takahashi, Control of resonant interaction between
electronic ground and excited states, Phys. Rev. Lett.
110, 173201 (2013).

[64] S. Kato, K. Inaba, S. Sugawa, K. Shibata, R. Yamamoto,
M. Yamashita, and Y. Takahashi, Laser spectroscopic
probing of coexisting superfluid and insulating states of
an atomic bose–hubbard system, Nature communications
7, 11341 (2016).

[65] Y. Nakamura, Y. Takasu, J. Kobayashi, H. Asaka,
Y. Fukushima, K. Inaba, M. Yamashita, and Y. Taka-
hashi, Experimental determination of bose-hubbard en-
ergies, Phys. Rev. A 99, 033609 (2019).

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.173201
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.173201
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.99.033609


1

Supplementary Materials for
Observation of slow relaxation due to Hilbert space fragmentation

in strongly interacting Bose-Hubbard chains

S.1 PREPARATION OF ρ̂CDW(d)(0) STATE

A BEC of 174Yb is prepared by evaporative cooling in a crossed dipole trap operating at a wavelength of 532 nm,
where the total atom number is about 1.3 × 104. The frequencies of the dipole trap are given by ωx+y/(2π) = 27
Hz, ωx−y/(2π) = 95 Hz, and ωz/(2π) = 109 Hz, respectively. Note that the axes in the xy plane of the dipole trap
are directed at 45 degrees to those of the optical lattice potential. Then, we load it into a 3D cubic optical lattice

with a deep potential depth of sL =
[
(s

(x)
short, s

(x)
long), s

(y)
short, s

(z)
short

]
= [(30, 0), 30, 30] in 200 ms, where s

(x,y,z)
short and

s
(x)
long are the potential depth of the short and the long lattice normalized by the recoil energy for each wavelength,
respectively. The optical lattice depth is calibrated by observing the diffraction caused by a pulsed optical lattice
[61]. Here, a Mott insulating state of unit filling is formed (stage (1) in Fig. S1(a)). The optical-lattice potential at
sL = [(30, 0), 30, 30] also acts as a parabolic trapping potential, whose frequencies are given by ω̃x/(2π) = 66 Hz,
ω̃x/(2π) = 71 Hz, and ω̃z/(2π) = 58 Hz. Subsequent procedure for the ρ̂CDW(d)(0) state preparation is as follows:

(2) Ramp up the long lattice and trap the atoms in an optical superlattice in a double-well condition along the 1D
chains, where the relative phase between the short and the long lattice is π/2, and ramp down the short lattice to
form the relatively shallow double-well lattice of sL = [(10, 40), 30, 30] in about 20 ms.

(3) Sweep the relative phase of the short and the long lattice from π/2 to near π, or staggered condition, in 20 ms,
where atoms in the right side of a double-well are transferred to the left side (stage (3) in Fig. S1(a)).

(4) Ramp up the short lattice in 20 ms and then ramp down the long lattice in 1 ms to the potential depth of
sL = [(30, 0), 30, 30], where ρ̂CDW(d)(0) state is to be prepared.

As mentioned in the main text, 25-30% of total atoms in the prepared state are singlons. This is confirmed with
the irradiation of a PA laser, where we use a PA line about 3.7 GHz below the 1S0 ↔ 3P1 resonance [62]. Note that,
we estimate the singlon fraction in the initial ρ̂CDW(d,s)(0) state based on the atom density distribution at the Mott
insulating state in sL = [(30, 0), 30, 30] in the atomic limit (Fig. S2(b) (left)), where the geometric mean of the trap
frequency is 2π×118 Hz; the interaction strength is U/h = 4.74 kHz; the total atom number Ntot is 1.3×104; and the
temperature of the Mott insulator state is 4.1 nK. The temperature of the Mott insulator state is obtained from Ntot

and its entropy S, which is estimated as the half of the entropy measured after the ‘round-trip’ process, where we first
ramp up the lattice to sL = [(30, 0), 30, 30] and then completely ramp down the lattice (Fig. S2(a)). We calculate
the singlon fraction as 1−Ndoublon/Ntot = 1− 2

∑
i 4π(2i)

2 · p2i · p2i+1, where i is the lattice site index, pi is the atom
density (site occupancy probability of the singlon) at a site i. As a result, we obtain the singlon fraction of 20% for
the temperature of 4.1 nK in the Mott insulator state, which corresponds to the entropy per particle S/NtotkB of 0.23,
where kB is the Boltzmann constant (Fig. S2(b) (right)). Here, the slight deviation from the measured singlon fraction
of 25-30% may be due to the nonadiabaticity in the loading process after the preparation of the Mott insulating state.

S.2 SUDDEN QUENCH OF THE LATTICE DEPTH

After the initial state preparation, we ramp up the potential depth in the directions perpendicular to the 1D
chains from sL = [(30, 0), 30, 30] to [(30, 0), 40, 40] in 1 ms, and then perform a sudden quench to sL =[
(s

(x)
short, 0), 40, 40

]
in 0.1 ms. Here, the tunneling time along the direction perpendicular to the 1D chains is

368 ms and the effective tunneling time between chains, derived by dividing that tunneling time by four (the number
of adjacent chains), is ℏ/(4J⊥) = 92 ms. In the measurement of dependency of quench dynamics on U/J , the sweep
time for quench is fixed to the above value independent of the potential depth along the 1D chains after the quench.
Note that we numerically confirm that even when the change in the potential depth is maximal (U/J = 12 case), the
occupation probability of the ground state of the optical lattice potential after the quench exceeds 0.99 at least for
singly occupied sites.
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FIG. S1. Schematic illustration of the preparation procedure for (a) ρ̂CDW(d)(0) state and (b) ρ̂CDW(s)(0) state in 1D chains.
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FIG. S2. Estimation of the singlon fraction in the initial ρ̂CDW(d,s)(0) state. (a) Absorption image and its vertically integrated
OD for before (left) and after (right) ‘round-trip’ process, taken after 14 ms time of flight. Both images are the average of
five data. Solid curves in the lower left and lower right are the results of the bimodal fit. (b) Calculated atom density for the
temperature of 4.1 nK in the Mott insulator state, which corresponds to the entropy per particle S/NtotkB of 0.23 (left), and
singlon fraction as a function of the entropy per particle (right).

S.3 ATOM NUMBER IMBALANCE MEASUREMENT

After we freeze the atom distribution by rapidly ramping up the potential depth along the 1D chains in 0.1 ms to

s
(x)
short = 30, and then we ramp up the long lattice to s

(x)
long = 40 in 1 ms, and then completely ramp down the short

lattice in 1 ms. Here, we map the particle position, i.e., the odd and even sites, to the 1st and the 3rd band of the
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s (ER) J/h (Hz) U/J 2J2/U (Hz) Ω/J

5 266 12 44.3 0.037
8 125 30 8.33 0.079
10 77.7 52 2.99 0.13
11 61.9 67 1.85 0.16
12 49.6 86 1.15 0.20
14 32.4 138 0.470 0.31
15 26.4 173 0.305 0.38

TABLE S1. Bose-Hubbard parameters for the systematic measurement shown in Fig. 2

potential of the long lattice, respectively [54] (see Fig. 1(c) in the main text). Then, the band-mapping is performed
in 0.6 ms, and derive the imbalance I from the obtained band-mapping image. Note that in our analysis, we count
the atom numbers in the ”1st BZ + half of the 2nd BZ on the closer side to the 1st BZ” and ”3rd BZ + half of the 2nd
BZ on the closer side to the 3rd BZ” as Nodd and Neven, respectively, taking into account the possible imperfection of
our band-mapping process, although the 2nd BZ population is small. We also note that we observe a slight deviation
of imbalance from zero (Ioffset = 0.082(3)) when we start the quench dynamics from |· · · 1111 · · ·⟩ state as a reference
state which should show zero imbalance. This might be due to the imperfection of the particle position mapping or
the band-mapping. In our analysis, we subtract this offset from the obtained imbalance I. Imbalance of doublons,
ID, is calculated by Eq. (4) in the main text with calibrated values of I w/ PA and I w/o PA.

S.4 QUENCH DYNAMICS STARTING FROM ρ̂CDW(s)(0) STATE

In the measurement of the quench dynamics from the ρ̂CDW(s)(0) state shown in Fig. 1(d), we use the following
parameters in the state preparation, lattice quench, and imbalance measurement. Recall that ρ̂CDW(s)(0) is a mixed
state created in reality when we try to prepare the ideal |ψ(0)⟩CDW(s) = |· · · 1010 · · ·⟩ state.
First, we load 174Yb BEC into a 3D cubic optical lattice with a deep potential depth of sL = [(0, 40), 25, 25] in

300 ms, where the total atom number is about 4.5× 103. Here, a Mott insulating state of unit-filling is formed (stage
(1) in Fig. S1(b)). The optical-lattice potential at sL = [(0, 40), 25, 25] also acts as a parabolic trapping potential,
whose frequencies are given by ω̃x/(2π) = 37 Hz, ω̃x/(2π) = 65 Hz, and ω̃z/(2π) = 53 Hz. Then, we ramp up the
short lattice in 1 ms and trap the atoms in an optical superlattice in a staggered condition along the 1D chains,
followed by ramping down of the long lattice in 1 ms, where the ρ̂CDW(s)(0) state is prepared in the potential depth
of sL = [(25, 0), 25, 25] (stage (3) in Fig. S1(b)). Note that we confirm that the fraction of the doublons involved
in this initial state |ψ(0)⟩CDW(s) is smaller than our detection limit of about 5% with the PA method. For this state,

we perform a sudden quench to sL =
[
(s

(x)
short, 0), 25, 25

]
in 0.15 ms, where the tunneling time along the direction

perpendicular to the 1D chains is 38 ms. In order to detect the imbalance after the dynamics, we freeze the atom

distribution by rapidly ramping up the potential depth along the 1D chains in 0.1 ms to s
(x)
short = 25, and then we

ramp up the long lattice to s
(x)
long = 40 in 1 ms, and finally completely ramp down the short lattice in 1 ms, followed by

the band-mapping in 0.6 ms. Note that in the imbalance measurement in the above parameters, we observe a slight
deviation of imbalance from zero (I ′

offset = 0.117(3)) when we start the quench dynamics from |· · · 1111 · · ·⟩ state,
which is subtracted from the obtained imbalance.

In Fig. S3, we show the results of the quench dynamics from ρ̂CDW(s)(0) state, where the dependency of imbalance
dynamics on U/J is systematically measured. Here, the calculation reflects the realistic situation in the experiment,
as elaborated in Sec. S.7. We find that the measured imbalance values are mostly reproduced by the theoretical
calculations.

S.5 BOSE-HUBBARD PARAMETERS

Bose-Hubbard parameters for the systematic measurement shown in Fig. 2 and Fig. S3 are listed in Table S1
and Table S2, respectively. Here, the tunneling amplitude J , U/J , and 2J2/U are obtained from the first principle
calculation for an optical lattice potential. The harmonic potential strength Ω = mω2d2/2 is obtained by the trap
frequency along the axial direction of a 1D chain (ω = 2π × 128 Hz in Table S1, and ω = 2π × 109 Hz in Table S2),
the mass m of 174Yb atoms, and the lattice constant d = 266 nm.
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FIG. S3. Systematic measurement of the quench dynamics from ρ̂CDW(s)(0) state. The dependency of imbalance dynamics on
U/J is shown. The horizontal axis shows the holding time normalized by the tunneling time for each lattice depth along the
direction of the 1D chains. Error bars representing the standard deviation of five independent scans are smaller than symbols.
The dotted curves show the calculated values. Error bars of the theory calculations represent the statistical error and are
smaller than the dots of curves.
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s (ER) J/h (Hz) U/J Ω/J

5 266 9.3 0.027
6 206 13 0.035
7 160 17 0.045
8 125 23 0.058
9 98.2 31 0.073
10 77.7 40 0.093
11 61.9 52 0.12
12 49.6 66 0.15
13 40.0 84 0.18
14 32.4 106 0.22
15 26.4 133 0.27

TABLE S2. Bose-Hubbard parameters for the systematic measurement shown in Fig. S3.

S.6 SCHEME FOR REMOVAL OF SINGLONS

To investigate the effect of singlons involved in a prepared ρ̂CDW(d,s)(0) state on the imbalance dynamics, we perform
a partial removal of singlons before the quench. Specifically, we remove only singlons from a prepared ρ̂CDW(d,s)(0)
state, which includes both doublons and singlons, by the excitation to the metastable 3P2 state and subsequent
ionization as follows (see also Fig. 4(c)):

(1) Irradiate the atoms in the initial state ρ̂CDW(d,s)(0) prepared in a 3D optical lattice of 40ER, where both doublons
and singlons are involved, with an excitation laser resonant to the 1S0 ↔ 3P2 (mJ = 0) transition at a wavelength of
507 nm. Here, we utilize a high-resolution laser spectroscopy with the well-separated resonance frequencies for singlons
and doublons resulting from the on-site interaction shift of the resonance frequency associated with doublons, enabling
us to excite only singlons to the metastable state [63–65].

(2) Irradiate the atoms with a laser beam at a wavelength of 325 nm, which induces a single-photon ionization for
the metastable 3P2 state. Note that we observe a loss of atoms in the 3P2 state at a rate of about 3.0 kHz for the
intensity of a 325 nm laser of 23 W/cm2.
In Fig. 4(d), we show the comparison of imbalance dynamics with and without partial removal of singlons. Note

that by the above scheme, we could not achieve a complete removal of singlons but only achieve a partial removal of
singlons in a prepared ρ̂CDW(d,s)(0) state, although we also try the iteration of the above removal scheme. Although
the complete removal of singlons in the initial state is not achieved in this work, as mentioned in the main text, we
qualitatively confirm the effect of initially involved singlons on the quench dynamics.

S.7 HOW TO PREPARE THE INITIAL STATES FOR THE NUMERICAL CALCULATIONS WITH
MATRIX PRODUCT STATES

In the experiments, a trapped atomic gas is loaded onto a deep 3D optical lattice such that the system is in a
Mott insulating state where the filling factor is approximately unity, as illustrated in stage (1) of Fig. S1(a). We
call this Mott insulating state as intermediate Mott state. The lattice depth for the intermediate Mott state is
sL = [(30, 0), 30, 30] ([(0, 40), 25, 25]) when we try to prepare |ψ(0)⟩CDW(d) (|ψ(0)⟩CDW(s)). The fact that the initial

imbalance I(t = 0) ≃ 0.8 is considerably smaller than unity means that the initial state is not perfectly the desired
pure state |ψ(0)⟩CDW(d) or |ψ(0)⟩CDW(s). Moreover, when we try to prepare |ψ(0)⟩CDW(d), in reality a significant
fraction of singlons are mixed. Since such singlons stem likely from holes in the intermediate Mott state, which are
created mainly due to finite temperature effects, the presence of the singlons strongly indicates that the system is
better described by a mixed state ρ̂CDW(d,s)(t) (ρ̂CDW(s)(t) when we try to prepare |ψ(0)⟩CDW(s)). In this appendix,
we explain a phenomenological protocol, which is adopted in the numerical calculations using the MPS shown in
Figs. 2, 3, and S3, for carrying out sampling of the initial pure states on the basis of the initial mixed state.

The lattice depth for the intermediate Mott state is so deep that the hopping is safely negligible. Moreover, we
have confirmed that there is no detectable difference between Nw/PA and Nw/oPA in the intermediate Mott state,
meaning that we can safely neglect the occupancy of more than one atoms per site. Hence, we can approximate the
density matrix of the intermediate Mott state ρ̂MI as a product state of local density matrices ρ̂i,

ρ̂MI =
⊗

i

ρ̂i, (S9)
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where

ρ̂i =

1∑

n=0

p(i)n |n⟩ ⟨n| . (S10)

Here the probability p
(i)
n of state |n⟩ at site i is given by

p(i)n =
eβµin

∑1
n=0 e

βµin
, (S11)

where β ≡ (kBT )
−1 is the inverse temperature, and the local chemical potential µi at site i is given by

µi = µctr −
1

2
m

(
ω̃2
xx

2
i + ω̃2

yy
2
i + (ω̃2

z + ω2
z)z

2
i

+ω2
x+y

(
xi + yi√

2

)2

+ ω2
x−y

(
xi − yi√

2

)2
)
. (S12)

The position of site i is denoted by ri = (xi, yi, zi) and µctr means the local chemical potential at the trap center.
In order to determine the values of β and µctr, we use the two experimental observables, namely the total atom

number Ntot and the number of atoms forming doublons Ndoublon. Since p
(i)
1 can be interpreted as the average density

at site i, one can relate it to Ntot through the equation,

Ntot =
∑

i

p
(i)
1 . (S13)

Note that p
(ix,iy,iz)
1 here is equivalent to pix in Sec. S.1. On the other hand, Ndoublon can be counted by the relation,

Ndoublon

2
=

∑

ix∈odd

∑

iy

∑

iz

p
(ix,iy,iz)
1 p

(ix+1,iy,iz)
1 , (S14)

under the following assumption. Specifically, we regard two sites of (ix, iy, iz) and (ix + 1, iy, iz) as a pair, where
ix is an odd integer. We assume that if both sites in a pair are singly occupied in the intermediate Mott state, a
doublon is formed at the odd site after the manipulation of the secondary lattice illustrated in Fig. S1(a). Under this

assumption, p
(ix,iy,iz)
1 p

(ix+1,iy,iz)
1 means the probability that a doublon is formed in the pair such that the right-hand

side of Eq. (S14) counts the number of pairs accommodating doublons. One can determine β and µctr by substituting
experimentally measured values of Ntot and Ndoublon into Eqs. (S13) and (S14), and solving them simultaneously.
For instance, when Ntot = 1.3 × 104, Ndoublon/Ntot = 0.775, and sL = [(30, 0), 30, 30], we obtain βER = 20.1 and
µctr/ER = 0.326.

With the obtained values of β and µctr, we use the probability p
(i)
n of Eq. (S11) to generate a spatial configuration

of the atoms in the initial state of each 1D chain in the following manner. To be specific, we focus on the chain
whose position in the yz plane is given by iy and iz. We anticipate the case that we try to prepare |ψ(0)⟩CDW(d) state

(but fail to prepare the perfect one). First, we use random numbers to choose whether or not an atom occupies site

(ix, iy, iz) on the basis of the probability p
(i)
n for all ix in the chain, creating a product state, e.g., like

|· · · , 00, 00, 10, 01, 11, 10, 11, 11, 11, 00, 01, 00, 00, · · ·⟩. (S15)

Here we put commas in Eq. (S15) in order to emphasize the pairs formed by the sites (ix, iy, iz) and (ix + 1, iy, iz).
Second, we convert |11⟩ state of the pairs into |20⟩, immitating the state resulting from the procedure from (1) to (4)
illustrated in Fig. S1. In the case of Eq. (S15), this conversion leads to

|· · · , 00, 00, 10, 01, 20, 10, 20, 20, 20, 00, 01, 00, 00, · · ·⟩. (S16)

Third, we convert the singly occupied states (|10⟩ or |01⟩) of the pairs into |01⟩ with the probability
NS

even

NS or |10⟩
otherwise, where NS is the number of atoms forming singlons and NS

even is that at site ix ∈ even. The probability
NS

even

NS can be determined from the relation to the imbalance in the singlon sector,

IS = 1− 2
NS

even

NS
(S17)



7

at t = 0. For instance, when IS = 0.4 as is the case shown in Fig. 1,
NS

even

NS = 0.3.
We next consider the case that we try to prepare |ψ(0)⟩CDW(s) state. In this case, since Ndoublon = 0, one can not

use Eq. (S14) for determining β and µctr in the probability function of Eq. (S11). Instead, by speculating the value
of β from the case of preparing |ψ(0)⟩CDW(d), where βER ≃ 20, we set the inverse temperature to be βER = 20.0.

Then, solving Eq. (S13) with N = 4.5× 103, we obtain µctr/ER = 0.198. With these values of β and µctr, we use the

probability p
(i)
n of Eq. (S11) to generate a spatial configuration of the atoms in the initial state of each 1D chain in

a manner similar to the case of preparing |ψ(0)⟩CDW(d). First, we use random numbers to choose whether or not an

atom occupies site (i′x, iy, iz) of the 3D optical lattice with [(0, 40), 25, 25] on the basis of the probability p
(i′x,iy,iz)
n for

all i′x in the chain, creating a product state, e.g., like

|· · · , 0, 1, 0, 1, 1, 1, 0, 1, 1, 0, · · ·⟩ . (S18)

Here, i′x denotes the site index of the x-direction lattice with long period. In the procedure preparing the initial state
illustrated in Fig. S1(b), each site of this type is converted to two sites in the short-period lattice. Second, we convert
the singly occupied state |n(i′x,iy,iz) = 1⟩ into |n(ix=2i′x−1,iy,iz) = 0, n(ix=2i′x,iy,iz)

= 1⟩ with the probability Neven

Ntot
or

|n(ix=2i′x−1,iy,iz) = 1, n(ix=2i′x,iy,iz)
= 0⟩ otherwise. Moreover, we convert the empty site of the long-period lattice

|n(i′x,iy,iz) = 0⟩ to two empty sites of the short-period lattice |n(ix=2i′x−1,iy,iz) = 0, n(ix=2i′x,iy,iz)
= 0⟩. For instance,

the state of Eq. (S18) can be converted to

|· · · , 00, 10, 00, 10, 01, 10, 00, 10, 01, 00, · · ·⟩ . (S19)

Thus, we prepare an initial state for the time evolution computed by means of the TEBD method. For each 1D
chain, we generate 128 samples of such an initial state and calculate the time evolution of each state independently.
In order to evaluate an observable Ô at a certain time t, we take the average of ⟨ψ(t)| Ô |ψ(t)⟩ over the samples.
Furthermore, we incorporate the spatial inhomogeneity of the atom number per chain in the yz direction by taking
into account several chains at (iy, iz) = (5my, 5mz), where my and mz run from 0 to 4, and computing weighted
averages of the observables with respect to the chains. The weights are determined based on the number of equivalent
chains: One for the chain at (0, 0), two for the chains at (iy > 0, 0) or (0, iz > 0), and four for the other chains. The
statistical errors of the plotted values are obtained from the standard deviation of 1024 bootstrap resampled data.
Note, however, that the calculation results shown in Fig. 4 correspond to dynamics starting from a single pure state,
and we did not use the sampling protocol for these results.
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