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Origin and emergent features of many-body dynamical localization
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The question of whether interactions can break dynamical localization in quantum kicked rotor systems has
been the subject of a long-standing debate. Here, we introduce an extended mapping from the kicked Lieb-
Liniger model to an effective lattice model with long-range couplings and reveal two universal features: on-site
pseudorandomness and rapidly decaying couplings in the center-of-mass momentum. For finite contact inter-
actions, the long-range coupling between relative momenta obeys an algebraic decay behavior with a crossover
of its decay exponent as the interaction increases. Similar behavior occurs in the Fock basis, underscoring the
robustness and distinct many-body characteristics of dynamical localization. Analysis of the generalized fractal
dimension and level-spacing ratio also supports these findings, highlighting the presence of near integrability
and multifractality in different regions of parameter space. Our results offer an explanation for the occurrence
of many-body dynamical localization, particularly in strongly correlated quantum gases, and are anticipated to

generalize to systems of many particles.

Introduction.—Quantum coherence can give rise to capti-
vating phenomena. For example, the quantum kicked rotor
(QKR), as a driven single-particle system, exhibits dynamical
localization (DL) [1-6]: non-resonant periodic driving para-
doxically leads to suppressed energy absorption. Such an un-
expected halt in energy growth in the quantum realm starkly
contrasts our everyday experience, which tells us that driven
systems generally thermalize to infinite temperature. DL for
the QKR can be understood as Anderson localization (AL)
in momentum space, characterized by a freezing of the mo-
mentum distribution in the course of its evolution [7, 8]. This
behavior has been studied extensively in atomic experiments
over the past three decades [9—16]. However, in reality, parti-
cles interact with each other. This raises a fundamental ques-
tion: Can driven quantum systems avoid thermalization in
the presence of inter-particle interactions? This challenge has
spurred the development and investigation of various many-
body QKR models, where particle-particle correlations are in-
troduced through mechanisms such as periodic kicks [17-20]
or static contact interactions [21-23]. These models predict a
diverse range of behavior, including both DL and delocalized
phases. Understanding the mechanism of localization sheds
light on the role of many-body interactions in driven quantum
systems.

The QKR model with contact interactions has received par-
ticular attention since it can be realized in cold-atom plat-
forms. Predictions based on the mean-field approximation
suggest that the system delocalizes at long times with a sub-
diffusive behavior of the energy [24-27], consistent with re-
cent experimental observations [28, 29]. However, in one
dimension, the mean-field approach runs into severe limita-
tions [30, 31]. Beyond this approximation, numerical stud-
ies treating two interacting bosons have yielded contradictory
results [23, 32]. In the Tonks-Girardeau (TG) regime, non-
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perturbative techniques such as the Bose-Fermi mapping [33—
38] predict that DL persists in the interacting many-body situ-
ation. This phenomenon has been called many-body dynami-
cal localization (MBDL) [21, 22, 39]. It has been observed in
recent experimental work [40]. The momentum distribution
was shown to freeze over the entire range from weak to strong
interactions despite the strong drive.

To date, most studies on MBDL have focused on obtain-
ing the time evolution of the energy and the momentum dis-
tribution, starting from low-energy initial states [21, 22, 39].
However, the microscopic mechanism driving MBDL remains
little understood. In this paper, we investigate MBDL in the
Lieb-Liniger (LL) model [41-45] augmented by a kicking
term [21]. Using the LL eigenstates as a basis, we establish
an extended mapping from this quantum system to an effec-
tive lattice model beyond the well-known mapping from DL
to AL. In the lattice model, we find that the off-diagonal ma-
trix elements between LL eigenstates feature a combination
of rapidly decaying lower bounds and algebraic tails, with the
latter being the result of the interactions. The characteristic
exponent for the algebraic decay exhibits a distinct depen-
dence on the interaction strength. This provides crucial insight
into the origin and characteristics of the MBDL phase. Our re-
sults indicate the existence of MBDL across the entire range
of interaction strengths. This conclusion is further confirmed
by an analysis in Fock basis and by inspecting the general-
ized fractal dimensions (GFD) and the energy-level-spacing
statistics.

Model.—We consider the 1D kicked LL model, meant to
describe N short-range interacting bosons of mass M, con-
strained to a ring of circumference L =2, subject to a pulsed
sinusoidal potential [21, 22, 32], as illustrated in Fig. 1(a).
With k numbering the kicks with period 7', the Hamiltonian is
written as the sum of the LL. Hamiltonian and the kick Hamil-
tonian,

A = B; + Z 8(t — kT)Hg, (1)
k
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Figure 1.  (a) Schematic of the kicked LL system in coordinate
(upper) and momentum (lower) spaces, where blue and red curves
denote the pulsed sinusoidal potential and the contact interactions,
respectively. In momentum space, the kinetic energy component is
represented by a quadratic potential defined over a momentum lat-
tice. The periodic kicks introduce the couplings between adjacent
momentum states. Boson-boson interactions result in momentum
scattering, where the total momentum is conserved (n + m = p + q).
(b) Schematic diagram of the kicked LL system as a function of the
kick strength K and the interaction strength g. While DL and MBDL
are respectively expected in the limiting scenarios of zero and infinite
interactions (green circles), it is unclear for intermediate interactions.

with [21, 41]

H = Z—+gz

i<j

~ %;) and Ax = KZ cos (£). (2)

The dimensionless parameters g and K denote the interaction
strength and the kick strength, respectively. The various limits
are well understood: For K =0 we recover the LL. model. For
K # 0, it is known that DL and MBDL occur in the two lim-
its g =0 and g = oo [6, 21]. In both cases the problem can be
mapped onto a single-particle problem. In the intermediate in-
teraction regime, it is unclear whether localized phenomenon
persists, as illustrated in Fig 1(b).

The momentum-space representation of the Hamiltonian

in second quantization using the Fock basis |-:-n,---)
reads [46]
hsz 0o g 00
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where b}, and b,, are the bosonic creation and annihilation op-
erators of momentum state m, obeying the commutation rela-
tions [bm, b;] = O - Particle-number conservation requires

>om l3jnl;m = N. Here, heg = 4Thkﬁ /M, is an effective Planck
constant [46], and we set fi;r = T = 1. We perform exact di-
agonalization (ED) by introducing a bound on the maximally
allowed single-particle momenta as |m| < M [18, 47]. The
dimension of the Hilbert space is determined by the binomial
coefficient N = MxN). We further reduce the Hilbert space
by only considering the parity sector of +1.

The one-period Floquet operator [48], U =
exp {—iTI—?I /heff} exp {_iHK/heﬁ‘}, describes time evolution in
the kicked LL model. Its eigenvalues are complex numbers
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Figure 2. (a-c) The off-diagonal term |Wyy| as a function of energy
E;for(a)g = 107!, (b) g = 10', and (c) g = 10% in log-log scale. The
black lines stand for the Bethe-Ansatz results. The black circles and
squares represent the off-diagonal term of the mapped free bosons
and fermions, respectively. The red and green dashed lines denote
algebraic decay as E;~>/? and E; 72, respectively. Insets show the
histograms of on-site term V7, fitted by a Lorentzian distribution.
The upper boundary of the gray shaded area denotes the off-diagonal
term of the mapped single-particle |W;, |. The momentum cut-off,
the kick strength and the particle number are M = 101, K = 0.5 and
N = 2, respectively. (d-f) show the same data as in (a-c) but for N = 3
and M = 35. Here, we set 8, = 0 and the multiple layers of tails are
due to different center-of-mass momenta. (g, h) respectively show
the decay exponent u and amplitude A as a function of g, which are
extracted from fitting the largest tail of |W;| to a power-law function
AE ™.

with unit modulus U = ZQN exp {—i0,T [Tieg} o ){Pal, Where
quasienergies 6, are chosen to be in [ — #tfieg /T, wheg/T).

Mapping to the lattice model.—It is well-known that the
single-particle QKR can be mapped to an Anderson-like
model [2, 8]. Here, we consider the many-body extension
of the mapping. By introducing the eigenspectrum decom-
position H; = Y E7|[TXI] and Hx = Y4 Ex|K)K], the
eigenvalue equation for the U operator can be casted in the
form [14, 46]

Vil + Z Wrrllp = =Wrrlly, “4)
I+1'
where Vi = tan[(E;r — 6,)T/2het]l, Wrp =

S tan(Eg [2heq){L|K)WK|ZI'), and II; denotes the co-
efficient containing the information about the Floquet
eigenstate. For N = 1 and g = 0, {|Z)} and {|K)} re-
cover the single-particle momentum basis {|m)} and the
coordinate basis {|x)}. Then, we have the on-site term



Vi = tan[(h2;m?/2 — 0,)T [2her] and the off-diagonal term

W,flm, = (1/L) fozn tan (K cos x/2feg) exp {i(m — m’)x}dx. In
general, localization is expected since V,, are pseudorandom
numbers drawn from a Lorentzian distribution and W5
decays sufficiently fast [49].

For N > 1, the perturbation theory with weak interaction
and the Bose-Fermi mapping with infinitely strong interaction
yield [46]

WS + W) +0(g?) for g — 0,
Wi ~

FF
Wi

for g = oo, ©)
where superscripts “FB” and “FF” denote free bosons and free
fermions, respectively. Since the LL eigenenergy E has a
quadratic dependence on momentum for large momenta, Vr
is always pseudorandom. Notice that the correction gW?}, is
proportional to g for g — 0, but disappears for g = co. This
implies a non-monotonic behavior at finite interactions.

By employing the Bethe-Ansatz technique for N = 2, we
have the asymptotic behavior of the off-diagonal term as [23,
46]

(2 0
Mi for 2gqA, = o0, g > ¢,

‘qu/ ' N 471'2Ag q4
Q0 B(Z)ﬁ ,(O)q/A 1
oo L= | for 2gA, = 0 ’
TE or 2qAg — U, g>q,
, (6)
(2) S ¢ T cos (xc) expl2i(Q—-0')xe ) —
where BQ—Q'(O) = %hg Jo mdxc and Ag =

hgff /8. xc = (x1 + x2)/2 is the center-of-mass position. Q (g)
and Q' (¢’) are the center-of-mass (relative) momentum of
eigenstates J and I, respectively. The kicks nontrivially cou-
ple to the hopping in the center of mass momentum B2 _(0),
which decays exponentially with |Q — Q’| and indicates DL
in the center-of-mass momentum space. Generally, this is ex-
pected for any N since H; conserves the center-of-mass mo-
mentum [46]. In the relative momentum, there is indeed,a
non-monotonic behavior in the tail g~ of the hopping |W[7, |
from A = 4 to A = 3 and the tail’s amplitude is first propor-
tional, then inversely proportional to g as g grows. Notably,
Eq. (6) shows that the kicks only affect the amplitude of the
power-law tail. The resulting power-law decay exponent ex-
ceeds the critical threshold of 3/2, which is a sufficient condi-
tion for localization [50].

Next, we employ ED to obtain the LL eigenstates and com-
pute the off-diagonal term Wy | as a function of E, particu-
larly for the case of N = 3. It approximately takes the form of

\Wrr| ~ IWZ;e 72 due to the quadratic LL spectrum for large
momenta. In Fig. 2, starting from the ground state of the LL
model, we calculate the off-diagonal term |Wyz| for two and
three particles at different interactions. For N = 2, the nu-
merical results align quantitatively with the Bethe-Ansatz re-
sults. For N=3, the qualitative decay behavior as a function of
energy is retained. Despite more quantum numbers being in-
volved in the lattice model, we find that |[Wj7| still has a lower
bound by free particles, as expected in Eq. (5). The lower
bound is related to the hopping in the center-of-mass momen-

tum, as Bng,(O) in Eq. (6). The on-site terms always obey

Figure 3. (a) The hopping amplitude as a function of the standard
deviation Ap for the particle number N = 3 and different interac-
tions g in log-log scale. The dashed line and dot-dashed line denote
algebraic decay as Ap~ and Ap™!, respectively. Inset shows the hop-
ping amplitudes as a function of the center-of-mass momentum p. in
semi-log scale. The upper boundary of the gray shaded area denotes
the single-particle hopping |US |. The cut-off and kick strength are
M =30 and K = 1, respectively. (b) The same data as in (a) but for
N=2and M =175.

Lorentzian distribution (insets). These features are retained
from the single-particle case and the N=2 case. Remarkably,
a clear algebraic tail of |Wyy| emerges at high Ey, falling as
AE;™. For small g, the decay exponent y remains constant,
but its amplitude A depends on g. As g increases to 10°, u
undergoes a crossover from y = 2 to 4 ~ 3/2, similar to the
crossover of A in the N = 2 case. This behavior indicates
that the characteristic decay exponent of the algebraic tails of
|[Woz| is dominated by interaction. Furthermore, we fit the de-
cay exponent y and amplitude A of the tail of |Wyy| at large
E7, as shown in Figs. 2 (g) and (h). The Bethe-Ansatz results
remarkably show a simultaneous crossover of u and A with
increasing g. Despite some deviations at large g which we as-
cribe to the finite momentum cutoff M, the numerical results
for N = 2,3 exhibit the same overall behavior. Therefore, we
expect the above phenomena to hold for numerous interact-
ing bosons. Similar behaviors are observed when computing
the off-diagonal term from an excited state 7’ # 0 [46]. In
the sense of large decay exponents, MBDL is expected across
all values of g and the crossover of the algebraic tail indi-
cates a distinct characterization of the high and low interaction
regime.

Perspective from Fock basis.—It is noteworthy that the
above mapping is done in LL eigenbasis. To connect to the
experimentally accessible momentum distribution, we turn to

study the Floquet operator in the Fock basis ®f\il|m,~). For
arbitrary N, we label a family of Fock states by |a) = |p., Ap)
with its center-of-mass momentum p. and standard deviation
Ap being

1/2

N N
pc=zmi, Ap=(NZm?—p§] ' (7

Its kinetic energy is E,, o< p> + Ap*. We characterize the hop-
ping amplitude in Fock basis as |U§’;A,p | = (Pe, Apllfllpé, Ap’).



For N = 1, the hopping amplitude reduces to |U§;0| =
(=i)"J (K Tieqr) expl—im? | 2heg} where J,,(---) denotes mth-
order Bessel function of the first kind. For N > 1, we consider
the hopping amplitude starting from the zero-momentum state
|0,0). There are two cases for increased kinetic energy: (i)
The growth of p. while Ap remains fixed, leading to the ac-
celeration of all bosons; (ii) The spreading of Ap while p.
remains fixed, facilitating long-range interactions of bosons
in momentum space.

The hopping amplitudes of the above two cases are shown
in Fig. 3 for three (a) and two (b) particles. As we ex-
pected, the hopping amplitude of the center-of-mass momen-
tum growth |U2?0| follows a fast decay captured by the non-

interacting result (insets), indicating DL. Notably, |U2?0| is
only slightly affected by interactions. The hopping ampli-
tude of Ap spreading also exhibits an algebraic tail, falling
as |U§(§’0 ~ Ap™. For a small g, say g < 10!, the exponent
of the tail remains constant as v = 2 and increasing g only
affects the overall amplitude. Further increasing interaction
up to g = 102, v dramatically changes to 1 and stays constant
hereafter. The crossover of v corresponds to that of u. For
different fixed pc, |U,") | holds similar behavior [46]. Similar
crossover of the algebraic tail is found in the occupation spec-
trum of the one-particle density matrix [46]. The algebraic
tail in |U§(f %l also suggests that kicking a nonequilibrium state
with various interactions can produce DL with different tails
at steady state [46, 51].

Statistics of eigenstates.—Here we focus on the Floquet
eigenspectrum and eigenstates for various kick strengths and
interactions. We diagonalize U, focus around the mid spec-
trum (6, = 0), typically extracting 500 eigenstates for various
values of the cutoff M, ranging from 10 to 32. We first study
the Floquet eigenstates based on the participation entropies
(PE) Sg. Given an eigenstate |¢) and a N-dimensional basis
{la)}, the PE are defined as [52-55]

(& S
5 (Zwﬁ], )= dala).  ®
a=1 a=1

Then one can define the GFD Dg as Dg = limy_,0 Sg/InN. If
Dg nontrivially depends on g, the state is multifractal, whereas
for constant Dg, the state is fractal [53]. For a fully delocalized
state, Dg = 1, while Dg = 0 represents the scenario of Ander-
son localizion. Values of 0 < Dg < 1, indicate an extended
but nonergodic state.

Fig. 4(a) shows the GFD Djs as a function of the interaction
strength g and the kick strength K, which is extracted from a
linear fitting §ﬁ = DgInN + by [46]. Here, bg is a subleading
correction at finite dimension and negative bg can be related
to a nonergodic volume A = e™% [52]. §[; denotes the aver-
aged S over 500 eigenstates. One can notice three regimes:
(D) D3 = 0; (II) 0.4 < D5 < 1; (II) D; ~ 0.4. We focus on
the kick strength K = 1, as shown in Fig. 4(c). When g is
small, D3 > 0, thus the Floquet eigenstate is highly localized
at regime 1. Notably, increasing g from the weakly interact-
ing regime (g ~ 1072, < 1) up to the strongly correlated
regime (g ~ 0.48,y = 1) does not correspond to a remark-
able increase in D3, contrary to delocalization predicted by

Sg=

logiog

Figure 4. (a) The GFD Dj; as a function of the interaction strength
g and the kick strength K. (b) The averaged energy-level-spacing
ratio (r) as a function of g and K for M = 32. The black dashed line
denotes where the LL parameter is y = 1. The area at larger K and
g represents numerical inaccurate regime due to finite truncation. (c)
Different Dg, bg, and (r) as a function of g for K = 1.0. The shaded
areas denote different regimes. The number of bosons is N = 3.

the mean-field approximation. Further increasing g in regime
II, D5 exhibits a dramatic increase, while the fitted intercept
b3 drops sharply and then levels off near zero. In this regime,
the Floquet eigenstates are highly extended (0.4 < D3 < 1)
but remain nonergodic. As g approaches regime III, D3 de-
creases. This reduction is attributed to the fermionization of
the bosons as g approaches infinity, at which point the sys-
tem behaves like a TG gas [33-36]. Similar behavior is found
for 8 = 1,2. Therefore, the GFD of the kicked LL. model
exhibits a non-monotonic change with increasing interaction
strength, diagnosing the MBDL phase and its distinct signa-
tures. Such a behavior aligns with the crossover of the tail
of the hopping matrix both in LL and Fock basis, and is also
consistent with the recently predicted non-monotonic change
in localized interaction energy [32]. Here, we notice that
D3 # D, # D, thus the MBDL phase is multifractal. At
larger kick strengths, similar qualitative behavior is expected.
The diagram in Fig. 4(a) agrees with the qualitative picture in
Fig. 1(b), except for the notable finding that the eigenstates
remain nonergodic in regime II.

In Figs. 4(b) and (c), we plot the level-spacing ratio by av-
eraging r, = Min(0g+1,0¢)/Max(dg+1,0e) With 0y = G441 — O,.
For a Floquet system, the averaged ratio (r) allows one to dis-
tinguish whether its level-spacing distribution belongs to the
Poisson type or the circular orthogonal ensemble (COE) [49].
The former type corresponds to an integrable system with
(ry = 0.386, whereas the latter one means that the system is
ergodic with (r) = 0.5269 [56, 57]. We find high similarities
between the diagram obtained by D3 and (r). Regime I corre-
sponds to where (r) approaches the integrable value of 0.386,
suggesting that the MBDL is near-integrable at regime 1. In
regime II, (r) increases greatly but does not reach the ergodic
value, consistent with the extended Floquet states. Then, due



to fermionization, (r) decreases in regime III and displays
again the nearly integrable behavior. For a given kick strength,
these results indicate that the kicked LL model remains noner-
godic and the MBDL phase is dominated by different features
at different interactions.

Discussions.—In summary, we have investigated the mi-
croscopic origin of the MBDL phase in the kicked LL model.
Given a fixed kick strength, we find that arbitrary contact
interaction strengths do not disrupt dynamical localization.
However, finite interactions introduce an algebraic tail to the
localization properties, observed both in the LL eigenbasis
and in the Fock basis. The exponent and amplitude of this al-
gebraic tail exhibit a nontrivial dependence on the interaction
strength, reflecting the characteristic features of the MBDL
phase. Further analysis of the many-body eigenstates suggests
that MBDL possesses multifractal properties and that finite
interactions render the system non-integrable. Our study pro-
vides an explanation for the longstanding question of MBDL’s
existence at finite interaction strengths and is anticipated to be
valid for systems with many particles.

At intermediate interaction strengths, the Floquet eigen-
states become extended and the level statistics deviate from
the integrable regime. This indicates the presence of quan-
tum chaos. Crucial open questions remain: How does quan-

tum chaos arise in the kicked LL model at finite interaction
strengths? Is there a critical kick strength beyond which the
MBDL is absent? Despite our explanation for the MBDL, fu-
ture theoretical and experimental investigations are urgently
needed. Moreover, the ubiquitous algebraic tail of the mo-
mentum distribution, particularly at weak interactions, ex-
hibits a phenomenological resemblance to that observed in
quantum turbulence [58, 59]. This similarity warrants fur-
ther investigation to substantiate a potential link between these
phenomena.
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Supplementary Materials for
“Origin and emergent features of many-body dynamical localization”

S1. THE DIMENSIONLESS LIEB-LINIGER PARAMETER

It is known that the strength of the interaction for 1D Lieb-Liniger system can be captured by [38]

_ Mugip
I’l]th ’

(SD)

where gip is the strength of the effective one-dimensional contact interaction and np is the particle density. Following the
dimensionless transformation in Ref. [40], we have

M,g ATHK? 2kLN
= —, off = nlD = . (Sz)
8k T?

81D M, s I

Then, the dimensionless Lieb-Liniger parameter is given by

gL

Y= (S3)
Nhiff

which allows us to determine whether the system is in the strong interaction limit (y > 1, degenerate solved) or the weak
interaction limit (y <« 1, degenerate). Particularly, in our simulations for N = 3, the system reaches the strongly correlated
regime at g ~ 0.48 (y = 1), where the theory under mean-field approximate becomes invalid.

S2. DERIVATION OF HAMILTONIAN IN THE BOSONIC REPRESENTATION
In the context of the second quantization, the general form of a two-body interacting Hamiltonian reads
A PN N 1 N - A
H() = f YT (x)h(x, HP(x)dx + 3 f PP (U x, X )P )P (X )dxdx (S4)

where /(x) and U(x, x’) represent the one-body Hamiltonian and the two-body interacting potential, respectively. ¥(x) is the
field operator. For the many-body quantum kicked rotor model, we have
2

ﬁ(x, )= —%ﬁ% + Kcos(x) ; ot —n), U(x,x') = go(x — x). (S5)

By expanding the field operator ¥(x) in the complete single-particle momentum basis 1,,(x) = (1/ VL)e™™*, we have

Y= ) vn@be, Y@= ) v 0b], (S6)

m=—oo m=—o0

Intuitively, the total Hilbert space is expanded by the tensor products of all possible single-particle states ®Z1 |m;). Considering
the nature of bosons, the system is fully symmetric under permutations. Then the basis of Hilbert space is restricted as

. A
oo M o) = \/HN! D Plmy - my), (S7)
p

where #,, = b}b,, is the particle number occupying on state m and P denotes the permutation operator. In this representation, we
have the following rules:

Bl e M Myoo) = A+ 1o Ry + Lo 1),

. (S8)
bul_co M+ " Nyoo) = mm—oo"'nm_ L+ Nyoo).



Substituting Eqgs. (S5) and (S6) into Eq. (S4), we have

A() = f Z B e i OB+ f Z |50 OO () + 3 (W 1 () bj;bmfdxza(r—m
(89)
Y S

m,n,p,q

Utilizing the orthogonality and completeness of the basis that f Ui Wy (X)dx = O, the total Hamiltonian can be expressed
as

© 2

N h - PR KX ..n
eff 8
H@ = E 5 *5L E BIbpbyOminprq + 5 ( E b} by +h.c.) En ot —n). (S10)

m=—co m=—o0

S3. DETAILS OF THE LATTICE MAPPING AND QUALITATIVE ANALYSIS
A. General mapping to the lattice model

According to Floquet’s theorem, the Floquet eigenstates read

A _j%T
Ulga) = € "ot o), (S11)
where 0 < 6, < 2nh.q is the corresponding quasienergy. Firstly, we introduce the following expression
i 1 — itan (2%
e 1-ian(5s) 2"1““)|7(><7<| (S12)

X 1+ztan(2€l")

with spectral decomposition Ay = S Exc|TO{(K|. Similarly, the static part can be written as

1- ztan( 2he§ T)

_,'L(Hl_gn) _
e e = IIX11, (S13)
ZI: 1+ itan (G2T)

where |7) and E; denote the eigenstate and eigenenergy of Hj, respectively. Then, one can make the following expansion in the
interacting eigenbasis {|7)} [14]

Substituting Eqs. (S12), (S13), and (S14) into Eq. (S11), we have the discrete form of the Schrodinger equation as

KN Klda) = Z Hz|T). (514)

1+ztan(2hﬁ)

Vs + Z Wrpllp = -Wirrly, (S15)
I#1

where Vi = tan[(E1 — 0,)T /2] and Wrp = Y g tan(Eg [ 27ie5){L|K)(K|I") are the on-site potential and off-diagonal hopping,
respectively.

B. The perturbative case
For N > 1 with g # 0, we divide A into three parts in the Fock basis: the free part H, the g—dependent diagonal part Hip
and off-diagonal part Hjop. They are respectively given by
Ay = Hy + gHip + gHiop, (S16)
where
N O S PP R e P Ao 1 prptp g
Hy= 3 > wmhn,  Ap = 37 > pig,  Hiop = i DI —— (S17)
m=—00 Pq

m#p,m#q



There are two scenarios:

(i) If Hiop is ignored, then the on-site term V; becomes g-dependent nonlinear disorder while W7 still decays rapidly. In such
a nonlinear lattice model, localization is expected.

(ii) Considering small g and non-degenerate case, one can apply the perturbation theory to expand the eigenenergy as Ey =
EE.O) + gEE.') + ngi.z) and eigenfunction as |7) =[7©) + g|7(M"). Here, | 7©) is the eigenstate of Hy. In this scenario, we have

1(0) (0)y|2 1(0) 0)
B - KT O Aiopl T )| 0 T HoplT®) o)
=> £ 10y = ) =),

1 _ 011 0
Ey = (T\HplI”), U oo (S18)
I'#I izr Er —Ep
Substituing the equations above into Eq. (S15), we have the diagonal term as
E(O) + gE(l) + gZE(Z) _ gw
sztan( L IZM L T), (S19)
and the off-diagonal term as
17(0) 1(0) 0 11(0)
0 I"NHoplI’ Y o) (IO oplZ” Y o) 2
Wi =W +g ) £ _EQ o Win t8 ), £ _EQ 0 _ 0 Vo T08) (520)
%D I#I

T = S tan(Egc/ 2heg (T O1KNKIT *©y " Thus, the off-diagonal hopping consists of the
hopping of free bosons (FB) and g-dependent corrections.

where the unperturbed hopping is w

C. The Tonks-Girardeau limit

Next, we consider the non-perturbative case with g — oo. In this case, the strong local repulsion leads to the situation that
different bosons cannot simultaneously occupy the same position x, i.e., the hard-core bosons or Tonks-Girardeau (TG) gas.
Utilizing the technique of the Bose-Fermi mapping, the eigenstate of the TG gas straightforwardly takes the form of a Slater
determinant and the TG gas have similar spectrum as free fermions. Thus, we have [21, 45]

N

N
T = f dx Adet[yr, oo [ [BLI0),  Er= %Z mem?, (S21)
k=1

i=1
where A =[]y sgn(x; — x;) is the antisymmetrizer which guarantees the permutation symmetry of the bosonic wave

function and zﬁflk (x) are a set of free-fermion eigenstates with momentum my.. Thus, the fermionized quasi particles form a
shifted Fermi sea. Here, IA)L is the creation operator of the i—th boson obeying to the relation [i)xi, E;] = 0 for x; # x]. The on-site

constraints are lAJLlAJL = BX[BXi = 0and {Bx,., 131} = 1. Substituting Eq. (S21) into Eq. (S15), we have

N N 2 2
Wrp = f dx" tan [Z KCOS(xi)/Zheﬂf}ﬂdet [W,[nk(Xk)]*ﬂdet [w;,’;(xk)], Vi = tan [(Z hef;m" - ea) %] (S22)
i =1 eff

When A* = 1, the off-diagonal hopping reduces to the hopping of free fermions (FF), denoted by W",.

D. The center-of-mass coordinate frame

It is noteworthy that the LL Hamiltonian H; commutes with the total momentum operator P

(S23)

§
||
MZ

Thus the LL eigenstates can be factorized as two parts:

1) = o) ® Wy, 4. (524)
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where i) is a plane wave with the total momentum Q, the rest wave function [y, 4, ...) is about the relative momenta gy, g2, - - .
The off-diagonal term Wy can be simplified as follows:

Wrr = (Tltan (A /2her )l I)
= Wy qu- K Woltan (A / 2he o Mg g

. (S825)
= f dixe dxe, - A g quo Wiy g .. f dx. tan lz K cos (x;) /2heﬁ}e—i<Q—Q’>xC
where x, X, x; denote the center-of-mass, relative and total coordinate. Noticing the identity that
N N
Z cos (x;) = Z cos (x¢ + x,/N)
N N
= cos () ), €08 (x;,/N) = sin (xe) ) sin (x;,/N) (S26)
i i
1
= Ccos ['xC + ¢(xr1 > xr29 e )],
N 2 N 2
\/[Zi cos (x;, /N)] + [Zi sin (xy, /N)]
where we introduce a phase factor ¢(x;,, x.,, - - - ) about the relative coordinate
va cos (xi,/N)
oS [P(xp, s Xpyp )] = = = (S27)
\/[va cos (xri/N)] + [Zf\' sin (xr,./N)]
Thus, we have
Wir = f e, -+ sy g W s X +) (s28)
with
Woo (X, Xy -+ ) = f dx. tan {K cos [Xc + ¢(xr,, X,y -+ )|/ Mgy} e Q7% (S29)
If we fix all the relative coordinate x;,, x,, - - -, the phase factor ¢(x,,, x,, - - - ) is a constant. Then Wy has the same form as that

of the single-particle QKR, which is known to decay exponentially fast. Therefore, generally for any number of particles, we
expect DL always holds in the center-of-mass momentum.

S4. TWO-PARTICLE CASE IN THE LATTICE MAPPING

We consider two bosons, with positions (x1, x;) and treat them in a center of mass and relative coordinates frame (x. =
(x1 + x2)/2, x; = X1 — x2). Then, the eigenfunction of the Lieb-Liniger model Hy reads [23]

1 .
\/;B'JQ cos [gx; — (g + Q)mle? P, if 0 < x, < 27,
Yo (xe, Xp) = (S30)

1 .
\/ng cos [gx; + (g + Q)m]e? @, if — 27 < x, <0,
Ve

where B‘é = [87 + (4/g) sin (2¢gm) cos (2Q7r)]_1/ % and 2(g + Q)r = m — 2arctan(2gA,) with an inverse interaction strength
Ay = hzﬁ/g. Q is the center-of-mass momentum with Q = 0,+1/2,+1,+3/2,---, and q is the relative momentum. Thus,
the eigenenergy is given by EqQ = hgff (Q2 + qz).

Having obtained the eigenfunction, the off-diagonal term W& in the lattice mapping is given by

’ K X, ’ *
WéqQ, = 2ff w’é(xc,xr) tan [ﬂ COS X COS Er}l//qQ,(xc,xr) dx.dx;. (S31)
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Then, utilizing the periodicity of function, we have a simpler expression as

1 , 21
Wo = ~ByBY fo {cos[g,(x)] + cos [¢-(x)1} B (xr)dx, (S32)

where

2 K
Bo-g(x) =2 f tan[ COS X, COS — ] 2O gy
0 eff 2

(S33)
¢+(x) = (g )~ (g q +Q+ Q).
After calculating a series of integrals, we have
1
Wot = ~ByBY Z[c; +Cy+ G+ +Cy+ D) (S34)
where
_ DM sin 6. Gl (=11 BEE,) (xr) cos [ ()] 7
CZZ ( )2 1 4 ;i = ( + )2 4
+ ’ 11— / 1
q*q 0 qxq 0 ($35)
T8 ) sin [0 1dx, (=1) [ B () €08 [ b (xe) e
Di~ _ 0 .Z)i- 0 o-Q
" (q+q)"! ’ o (q*q) ’
with B(Q) Q, = d"Byp-o (x)/dx]. Since By_o (x;) is an even function with a period of 4, we have B(szgl) 0) = (Qzl_’Ql) 2m) =
implying = 0. Then, considering the leading order C} + C5 and Bgy_o (271) = =By (0), BQ o 2n) = —B(Qz) o (0), we have

sin [(Q + Q')r] cos [(g + ¢q')n] sin [(Q — Q")r]cos [(g — ¢ )ﬂ]

Ci +C; =28Bp_o(0) + 289 (0)
1 1 -0 g+q -0 9-q $36)
_ in[(Q + Q)rlcos (g + ')l ) sin [(Q — Q")) cos [(q — 4')m]
Ci+C5 =282 (0)2 —282 (0)
P o-c q+q) o-c q-q)
We note that if Q and Q’ are integers or half-integers, the above equations equal to 0.
Next, considering that Q is a half-integer, Q’ is an integer, and sin [(Q + Q)] = 1, we have
Ct+C =28y (0) 2gcos (gm)cos (g'm) + 2q sin (grr) sin (¢’ 77) (S37)
7 _q
where
27 K ) '
Bo-o(0) = 2f tan [— cos xc}ez’(Q_Q % dxe. (S38)
0 heﬁ'
Using 2(q + Q) = m — 2 arctan(2gA,), 2q/ tan (qrr) = —1/A,, and 2¢" tan (¢'m) = 1/A,, we have
Ci+Cy=0. (S39)
Considering g > ¢’, we also have
_ 2 cos (gm) cos (¢'m)
2
Ci+C; =287, (0) 7 . (S40)
Then, since
+1 +2q'Aq
cos (gn) = ———, cos (1) = ——————, (S41)
[1+(2gA,)*] VI +Q2q'Ap)?]
we have
1 +2q'Ag 1
Cl+C; =482 - 1 — (S42)

(0)
e T+ 2qA)T AT + Qa A1 ¢
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Figure S1. The off-diagonal term |Wg"£;,| from Eq. (S31) as a function of relative momentum ¢ for different interaction strengths. The red and

green dashed lines denote algebraic decay as g~ and g™, respectively. The kick strength is K = 1 and here we set 9’ = 0, Q = 0.5.

, -1
Considering large ¢, B), and B, ~ [ V8r] ', we arrive at

(2) ’
N L
2 \/[1 + (2qu)2] \/[1 + (2q’Ag)2] q
where
21
K : ,
83,0 [ ST AR (s44)
0 2Heg OS2 [% cos xc]

decays exponentially fast with Q — Q’. Especially, we consider fixed ¢ and finite g. For weak interaction (A, — ), 2qA; > 1,
2q'Ag > 1 one finds that

189,01
'w‘” ' B Al | (S45)
00 472 Ag q4
whereas for the TG limit (A; — 0), we have 2gA, < 1,2¢’A, < 1, and
qq’ o-¢ 8
'WQQ,' ~ ’T? . (S46)

For integer Q and half-integer Q’, one can arrive at the same result. Therefore, from the viewpoint of the lattice mapping, the
tails of off-diagonal hopping for weak and strong interactions exhibit distinct decay behaviors. Notably, the amplitude of the tail
at weak interaction contributes a lot (« A;'), whereas it becomes smaller and even negligible with the increase of interactions
(cc A,). This explains the absence of tail in Eq. (S22). As shown in Fig. S1, as g increases, the amplitude of tail undergoes a
nonmonotonic change and the exponent changes from ¢~* to ¢~.

S5. ADDITIONAL RESULTS OF THE OFF-DIAGONAL TERM IN THE LATTICE MAPPING

Here we show more details about the tail’s crossover of the off-diagonal term |Wr /| with increasing interactions. As shown
in Fig. S2 (al-a5), when g < 10, i.e. in regime I, the off-diagonal term always exhibits a tail as E 72, whereas the amplitude
of the tail increases with increasing g. As g increases into regime II, the tail dramatically changes, approaching E;~3/* and its
amplitude becomes smaller. This nonmonotonic change aligns with the two-particle prediction. If we start from an initial excited
state, the crossover behavior of the tail is same, as shown as curves of |[Wyz| (b1-b5) and |Wgy| (c1-c5) in Fig. S2.
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Figure S2. (al-a5) The off-diagonal term |Wy;| as a function of energy E; for different interactions. The red and green dashed lines denote
algebraic decay as E; 32 and E; 2, respectively. The cut-off, the kick strength and the particle number are M = 35, K = 0.5 and N = 3,
respectively. (b1-bS) The same data as in (al-aS) but for |Waz|. (c1-c5) The same data as in (al-a5) but for |[Wsy|.

S6. OCCUPATION SPECTRUM OF THE ONE-PARTICLE DENSITY MATRIX

We can also characterize the deep MBDL regime (small K) using the one-particle density matrix (OPDM). In the Fock basis,
given a Floquet eigenstate |i/), the OPDM is defined as [55, 61]

Pn = 1B, bul). (S47)
The natural orbitals (NOs) |¢,) and occupations n, are obtained by diagonalizing p
Plda) = nalde)- (548)

For interaction-free scenario, the NOs are the single-particle Anderson orbitals. In the presence of interactions, we can consider
the NOs as the quasi-particle orbitals. The total occupations are },, n, = N, and n, is similar to the quasi-local integrals of
motion in the effective Hamiltonian for the MBL phase [61, 62].

We show the averaged 7, for different g ranging from g = 0.1 to g = 100 in Fig. S3. For N = 3 and g < 10, we find that 7,
mainly distribute at the first N orbitals where 1, ~ 1 (see in the inset of Fig. S3(a)). This is a strong localization similar to the
single-particle scenario. When the system leaves regime (I) (¢ = 100), the largest 7, almost halves with a wider distribution,
which still present localization. This corresponds to the extend property of the Floquet eigenstates. Remarkably different from
the single-particle scenario, 71, exhibit an algebraic tail, asymptotically falling as a~* for g < 10 while =2 at g = 100. The
crossover between two algebraic tails is much pronounced in the scenario of N = 2 due to larger cut-oftf M (Fig. S3(b)). These
tails are induced by long-range hoppings Hiop = % ) I— 5;113213p3q5m+n,p+q and show the coherence of the interacting bosons
in Fock basis. Such a crossover also corresponds to the jump behavior of Dg and bg as the interaction strength g increases.

S7. ADDITIONAL RESULTS OF THE HOPPING AMPLITUDE IN FOCK BASIS

In the main text, we show a specific case that the hopping amplitude from the BEC state |0, 0), whose kinetic energy is zero.
In this section, we also consider initial states as highly excited ones |p. # 0,Ap = 0) and |p. = 0,Ap # 0). Figure S4 shows
the hopping amplitude of standard deviation spreading (al-a5) |U§£2 | and center-of-mass momentum expansion |Uﬁ§>AP | (b1-b5)
for different interaction strengths. We find that for various initial momenta, the decay behaviors remain almost identical. With
increasing interaction strength, all algebraic tails in |Uﬁ£?c | consistently change from Ap~2 to Ap~'. The amplitudes of center-
of-mass momentum expansion |Uﬁ:6Ap | follow the same fast decay. The localization length is almost independent of interactions

and initial standard deviation Ap.
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Figure S3. (a) The occupation spectrum 7, for the particle number N = 3 and different interaction strength g. The inset shows the same data
but in linear scale. The cut-off and the kick strength are M = 30 and K = 0.1. (b) The same data as in (a) but for N = 2 and M = 75. The
results are obtained by average over 50 Floquet eigenstates.
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Figure S4. (al-a5) The hopping amplitude |U pcp fcl as a function of the standard deviation Ap for different interactions g in log-log scale. The

dashed line and dot-dashed line denote algebraic decay as Ap~2 and Ap~!, respectively. (b1-b5) The hopping amplitude |U APAP| ag a function
of the center-of-mass momentum p. for different interactions g in a semi-log scale. The particle number, cut-off and kick strength are N = 3,
M =30 and K = 1, respectively.

S8. KICKING A NONEQUILIBRIUM STATE AT DIFFERENT INTERACTIONS

Usually, the MBDL is achieved by kicking a low-energy state, i.e. near ground state of the Lieb-Liniger Hamiltonian. Here, in
Fock basis, we consider a nonequilibrium state, i.e., the Fock state |a) = |p., Ap). Since U decays algebraically on the standard
deviation, the momentum distribution n(m) = (b},b,,) is expected to own a long tail at large momentum. For experimental
feasibility, we start from the zero-momentum state |0, 0), where all bosons condensate at zero momentum. Figure S5 shows the
momentum evolution for different interaction and particle numbers at K = 1. After 100 kicks, we find that the kinetic energy E,,
saturates and the momentum distribution n(m) stops spreading. As expected, n(m) exhibits an algebraic decay as n(m) oc m™" at
large momentum regime, while it nearly exponentially decays at low momentum. At regime I (g = 1), the decaying exponent
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Figure S5. (a) The momentum distribution n(m) after 100 kicks for different interaction strength g. The cut-off, kick strength and particle
number are M = 50, K = 1 and N = 3, respectively. The gray dashed line denotes the initial zero-momentum state. The inset shows the
corresponding kinetic energy evolution. (b) The same data as in (a) but for N = 2 and M = 75. N, denotes the kick number.
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Figure S6. The linear fittings (dashed lines) of S; as a function of dimension A for different g and K. The shaded areas denote the standard
deviation obtained by the average over 500 eigenstates. The number of bosons is fixed as N = 3.

is n = 4. This exhibits the same signature of the MBDL by kicking the ground state of interacting bosons. Strikingly, it is
distinct that 77 turns into 2 at g = 100, similar to the occupation spectrum. It has been studied that the momentum distribution
from quenching a zero-momentum state in the pristine Lieb-Liniger model presents different tails for different interactions. The
tail m~2 is the manifestation of fermionic excitation. We find that periodic kicks do not destroy this signature. Since the zero-
momentum state has nearly the same energy as the Lieb-Liniger ground state at small g, it is not surprising that n(m) o« m™*. Yet
the interacting energy (0, 0|H;|0, 0) is significantly large at g — oo, which is far from equilibrium. In this sense, MBDL is also
present even if we kick a nonequilibrium state with high initial energy.

S9. THE FITTING PROCEDURE OF THE GENERALIZED FRACTAL DIMENSION

To identify the possible dominant asymptotic behaviors of the PE Sz as the dimension N grows, we utilize a scaling form
Eﬁ = DgIlnN + bg. In particular, the PE at 8 = 1 is the Shannon entropy S| = — > olol*Inly,|* while 8 = 2 gives the inverse
participation ratio (IPR) with S, = —In(IPR). Note that, a larger kick strength induces a longer localization length /i, in the
truncated momentum space M. One needs to push the cutoff towards infinity so that M > [, to guarantee the convergence,
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Figure S7. The fractal dimensions (a) Ds, (b) D,, and (c) D; as a function of the interaction strength g and the kick strength K, respectively.
The number of bosons is N = 3. The area at large K represent numerical inaccurate regime due to finite truncation. (d-f) Different Dy as a
function of g at different K. The gray dashed lines denote the regime boundaries.
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Figure S8. The fitted intercepts (a) bs, (b) b,, and (c) b; as a function of the interaction strength g and the kick strength K, respectively. The
number of bosons is N = 3. (d-f) Different by as a function of g for different K. The gray dashed lines denote the regime boundaries.

which is quite challenging in ED simulations. This restricts the range of kick and interaction strengths considered, as the
condition g x> LM? is unphysical for finite g.

Figure S6 shows the fitting details of S3 for various interaction strengths and kick strengths. The linear fitting seemingly
works very well and the standard deviations are controllable in a small range. The linear fittings of other PE (S,, S 1) are similar.
Intuitively, the dimension is always positive, whereas for small K and g = 10! we find anomaly that D3, D,, D; < 0. This might
be attributed to the closeness to the crossover between regimes I and II. Through this approach, we extract the fitted slopes as the
fractal dimensions Dg, then obtain their 2D diagram as a function of g and K, as shown in Fig. S7(a-c). One can see that different
Dy gives a roughly similar behavior, in the sense that there are always three regimes separated by different values. Regime II
is remarkable in D; diagram. If the kick strength K is fixed, we can find the non-monotonic behavior with the increase of g as
shown in Fig. S7(d-f). As g increases, all Dg—; 3 jump to a peak value followed by a decrease. For weak interaction regime, say
g ~ 107!, the system is close to free bosons, whereas after the peak regime (regime III) the system is fermionization and thus it
can be described by free fermions. This implies the origin of the non-monotonic behavior.

Furthermore, another quantity is the fitted intercept bg. In the context of many-body localization, the sign of bg signifies the
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Figure S9. The averaged energy spacing ratio (r) as a function of the interaction strength g and the kick strength K for different cut-off M.
The number of bosons is N = 3. The area at large K represents numerical inaccurate regime due to finite truncation.
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Figure S10. The histograms of the level-spacing distributions P(s) for different kick strength and interactions. The number of bosons and
cut-off is N = 3 and M = 32, respectively. The green dashed line, the red dashed line and the purple dashed lines denote the Poisson, the COE
and the CUE distribution.

boundary between localization and ergodicity [52]. Figure S8(a-c) also shows the fitted intercept bg as a function of g and K.
Interestingly, bg exhibits similar crossovers between three regimes as Dg. One can also find the non-monotonic behavior in
Figs. S8(d-1), but it is different that bg suddenly drops when Dy increases. The non-monotonic behavior of Dg and by signifies
different characterizations of the MBDL phase. Notably, bg > 0 almost always holds for small K, whereas bg < 0 happens
for large K and g. As we discussed before, the numerical accuracy for large K are limited by the cut-off. At least, there is no
ergodicity in the low K regime, say K < 3. Nevertheless, bg is approaching to 0 at regime II, signifying the scalability nature of
the system.

S10. THE ENERGY LEVEL-SPACING STATISTICS

Considering the finite cut-off M in momentum space, here we study its effect on the level-spacing statistics in Fig. S9. Despite
some differences at small g and large K, all the (r) diagrams exhibit a similar behavior. Note that the weak-interacting bosons are
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in strong degeneracy, which is solved after y = 1 (the dashed line). Even for the smallest M, there exists a cone (V-shape pattern
in (r) diagrams) at the TG regime. As M increases, the cone at regime II becomes clearer. Therefore, our results are reasonable
even under the finite cut-off and the cone regime is expected to persist as the cut-off is pushed toward infinity. For the largest M,
we further pick two different kick strengths to see the details by the level-spacing distribution, which contains more information
than (r). With the consecutive energy gaps 8, = 0,+1 — 8., we count the frequency with which the energy gap occurs in a certain
range and plot the histogram. Figure S10 shows the level-spacing distributions P(s) for different K and g, where s = d,/(d,). For
an integrable system, P(s) follows the Poisson distribution (green). For an ergodic Floquet system with time-reversal symmetry,
P(s) follows the circular orthogonal ensemble (COE) type, whereas with broken time-reversal symmetry it follows the circular
unitary ensemble (CUE) type [56]. According to the random matrix theory, the exact formulas for the above three distributions
are as follows [49]:

Ppoisson(s) = €~*,  Pcog(s) = gse-“z/“, Poug(s) = gse-’””“. (S49)

When g is small at regime I, the level-spacing ratio suggest an integrable system. As shown in Fig. S10(a) and (e), P(s) is well
fitted by the Poisson distribution. As g increases, there are clear deviations appearing between P(s) and the Poisson distribution
and P(s) show closeness to the COE distribution. However, such deviations become small with further increasing g. This
non-monotonic behavior aligns with that of (r).
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