
Kink dynamics and quantum simulation of supersymmetric lattice Hamiltonians
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We propose a quantum simulation of a supersymmetric lattice model using atoms trapped in a
1D configuration and interacting through a Rydberg dressed potential. The elementary excitations
in the model are kinks or (in a sector with one extra particle) their superpartners - the skinks.
The two are connected by supersymmetry and display identical quantum dynamics. We provide an
analytical description of the kink/skink quench dynamics and propose a protocol to prepare and
detect these excitations in the quantum simulator. We make a detailed analysis, based on numerical
simulation, of the Rydberg atom simulator and show that it accurately tracks the dynamics of the
supersymmetric model.

Introduction. Models of strongly interacting fermions
are key to our understanding of condensed matter sys-
tems. At the same time, they are notoriously hard to
track, even with sophisticated tools ranging from numer-
ical approaches such as quantum Monte-Carlo [1–3] and
tensor networks [4, 5] to application of gauge-gravity du-
ality [6]. One strategy to make progress is to consider
models with special symmetries. A non-standard but in-
triguing choice is to consider supersymmetry as an ex-
plicit symmetry on the lattice [7–12] or as an emergent
symmetry [13–15].
N = 2 supersymmetry in a lattice model or a quantum

field theory comes with a number of tools, such as the
Witten index [16], which facilitate the analysis. Exploit-
ing these tools unveils remarkable features such as exten-
sive ground state degeneracies, a phenomenon dubbed
superfrustration [17, 18] which can lead to multicritical-
ity [19].

Despite the supersymmetry, many hard questions re-
main, such as the nature of the quantum phases in higher
spatial dimensions. Here a quantum simulator might pro-
vide ingenious insights to these questions. We make a
step in this direction and propose such a simulator us-
ing arrays of neutral atoms trapped in optical potentials
and dressed to their Rydberg state. This is motivated
by the high versatility of these platforms [20–29] and by
the fact that an off-resonant dressing [30–33] naturally
implements the constrained dynamics inherent to the su-
persymmetric lattice model. Specifically, we consider a
so-called M1 model for spin-less fermions on a 1D chain
[8]. As a function of a parameter λ, this model interpo-
lates between a trivial (λ = 0) and a quantum critical
(λ = 1) phase, the latter connecting to superconformal
field theory [8, 34]. The value of the Witten index W = 2
indicates the existence of two supersymmetric vacua and
points at kinks connecting these two vacua as elementary
excitations. Furthermore, in a sector with one particle
added, the excitations correspond to the superpartners
of the kinks, which we call the skinks. We propose a pro-
tocol for the (s)kink preparation and detection and solve
for their dynamics following a quench (we note a recent
study of kink-antikink pair dynamics in a spin chain [35]).

FIG. 1. (a) An infinite chain with staggering 11λ can accom-
modate two ground states |I〉 , |II〉. The lowest energy states
for an open chain of length L = 3l + 1 and l particles are
kinks |Kj〉. A supercharge Q acting on a kink creates a parti-
cle at the kink location. The blue oval represents the triplet.
(b) Particle densities in the ground state of an open chain,
L = 3l, λ = 1 with an apparent Z3 pattern highlighted by
the light green, dark green and black datapoints. (c) Parti-
cle (filled symbols) and energy (empty symbols) densities of
|K1〉 for λ = 0, 0.5, 1 (blue circles, orange squares, green di-
amonds). (d) Scheme of the proposed realization. Atoms in
their electronic ground state |g〉 tunnel in an optical lattice
with spacing r0 at rate J subject to dressing to a Rydberg
state |r〉. Lower graph shows the dressed potential W (r) for
the |84S〉 state of 6Li with Ω = 2π × 10 MHz, Ω/∆ = 1/10,
C6 = 645 GHz · µm6.

We show that it is identical in both cases and accurately
reproduced by the quantum simulator which is a direct
consequence and a clear-cut sign of the underlying super-
symmetry.
The M1 model. An N = 2 supersymmetric lattice

Hamiltonian for spinless fermions can be defined as

HQ = {Q,Q†}, (1)
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where Q is the nilpotent supercharge, Q2 = 0, and the
brackets denote the anti-commutator. The M1 model
[8] (on a bipartite graph) arises when Q =

∑
iQi with

Qi = (−1)iλic
†
iP〈i〉, where ci are fermionic annihilation

operators, {ci, cj} = {c†i , c
†
j} = 0, {ci, c†j} = δij , and λi ∈

C. The M1 model constraint, stipulating that fermions
are not allowed to occupy nearest neighbour sites 〈ij〉,
is implemented via the projector P〈i〉 =

∏
j∈〈ij〉 Pj , with

Pj = 1 − nj , nj = c†jcj . The Hamiltonian HQ describes
nearest neighbour hoppings and local interactions; it pre-
serves the number of particles, [HQ,

∑
i ni] = 0.

We now specialize to 1D and specify real ~λ =
{λ1, λ2, . . . , λL}, where L is the length of the chain, λ ≥ 0
and λi repeats every 3 sites in a pattern 1 1λ. For this
choice of staggering, the M1 model is known to be inte-
grable [36]. We refer to λ = 0 as extreme staggering.

Supersymmetric groundstates. Let us first consider

periodic boundary conditions, L = 3l, l ∈ N and ~λ =
(1, 1, λ, . . . , 1, 1, λ). In this case, there are two supersym-
metric ground states with E = 0, each at 1/3 filling. At
extreme staggering, they are |I〉 ≡ |t1,203 . . . tL−2,L−10L〉,
|II〉 ≡ |010213 . . . 0L−20L−11L〉, where tj,j+1 = 1/

√
2(c†j+

c†j+1) |vac〉 is the triplet state and |vac〉 the fermionic vac-
uum, see Fig. 1a. For an open chain of length L = 3l,
the degeneracy is lifted and we have a single E = 0
ground state. Ref. [36] analysed the particle densities
〈ni〉 in this groundstate, perturbatively in 1/λ. The same
particle densities have been studied at the critical point
λ = 1 by invoking conformal field theory which provides
closed form expressions for the associated scaling func-
tions [34, 37]. The corresponding particle densities con-
stitute a direct experimental probe of the M1 model as
they follow a characteristic Z3 pattern indicated by the
grey lines in Fig. 1b together with the data points (dia-
monds) for l = 6 [37].

Kinks at extreme staggering. For an open chain of
L = 3l + 1 there are no supersymmetric groundstates.
Instead, at extreme staggering the lowest energy states
with l particles interpolate between the ground state
configurations |I〉 and |II〉, with an empty site at po-
sition i = 3j − 2, with j = 1, . . . , l + 1. We write
these bare kink states as |Kj〉 = |I[1,i−1]0iII[i+1,L]〉, where
I[a,b], II[a,b] denote the part of the ground state config-
uration located between sites a and b. They all have
energy E = 1. The labels j = 1 (j = l + 1) corre-
spond to the leftmost (rightmost) kink, see Fig. 1a. Act-
ing with the supercharge on the kink increases the num-
ber of particles by one creating the kink’s superpartner,
the skink, |K̄j〉 ≡ Q |Kj〉 = |I[1,i−1]1iII[i+1,L]〉. Conse-

quently, Q† |K̄j〉 = |Kj〉 such that |Kj〉 and |K̄j〉 form
doublets under supersymmetry, see Fig. 1a [38]. To char-
acterize the kinks, we introduce a local energy density

hi = 1
2

(
{Q,Q†i}+ {Q†, Qi}

)
such that HQ =

∑L
i=1 hi.

Fig. 1c shows the particle density n = 〈ni〉 and energy
density ε = 〈hi〉 for the leftmost kink |K1〉 for λ = 0 (blue
data). The kink is clearly located at the left end of the

FIG. 2. (a) Spectrum (inset) and nine lowest eigenenergies
for l = 4 in l (grey) and l + 1 (dashed magenta) particle-
number sector of HQ. (b) The dispersion Eq. (4) for λ =
0.1, 0.5, 1 (blue, orange, green). The filled circles correspond

to the fastest mode k̃ with vmax. The green diamonds denote
the exact eigenenergies for l = 4 and λ = 1. The green
dashed line is an eye-guide depicting the linear dispersion at
the origin. The inset shows the gap, i.e. the lowest energy,
(black) and vmax (red) vs. λ.

chain with a corresponding peak in the energy density.
Kinks at general λ. We claim that the notion of

1-kink (and multi-kink) states is well defined also away
from extreme staggering, when 0 < λ ≤ 1. To illustrate
this, we present in the inset of Fig. 2a the spectrum of
the system for l = 4. The energies become degenerate for
λ = 0 taking odd positive values corresponding to the 1-
kink, 3-kink, etc. states. The unavoided level crossings,
characteristic for integrability, allow us to unambiguously
characterize states as multi-kink states for all λ.

Fig. 2a shows the low-lying part of the spectrum,
which includes a band of l + 1 1-kink eigenstates |vk〉
of energy Ek. We define a localized kink as [39]

|Kj〉 =

√
2

l + 2

l+1∑
k=1

sin(k̃j) |vk〉 , (2)

where k̃ = πk/(l + 2).
In Fig. 1c the orange and green data points show the

particle and energy densities in the state |K1〉 obtained
numerically using Eq. (2) for λ = 0.5, 1. We see that,
even for λ = 1, the kink is well defined with most of its
energy localized at the kink position.
Kink dynamics. We now proceed with the evaluation

of the kink dynamics. We start from the leftmost kink
|K1〉 and consider overlap at time t with the rightmost
kink, o(t) ≡ 〈Kl+1|K1(t)〉, where |K1(t)〉 = e−iHQt |K1〉.
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FIG. 3. (a) Time evolution of |o(t)|2, Eq. (3), (solid lines)
and δn (dashed lines) for a quench from the exact (blue) and
reduced fidelity (red) kink state |K1〉 for l = 4. The grey
line corresponds to |o(t)|2 evaluated with Eq. (4) for the
eigenenergies. (b) Numerical evaluation (grey, Eq. (3)) and
saddle point approximation (green dashed, red, Eq. (5)) of
the overlap |o(t)|2 for l = 101. The green (red) lines cor-
respond to considering the first two (only the second) sad-
dle points. The inset shows the onset of oscillations around
tvF /l = 3. (c) Quench dynamics for 10-site chain (l = 3),
with initial states |K′1〉 (blue) and |K̄′1〉 (magenta). Solid
lines show dynamics under the full Hamiltonian HRy, while
the grey curve is for a truncation of HRy, neglecting inter-
actions beyond next-nearest neighbours. Dashed lines show
dynamics under HQ. The red line shows the average popu-
lation in the Rydberg state nr = 1/l

∑
i n

r
i , while the green

line tracks the nearest-neighbour occupation of ground state
atoms, nini+1 = 1/l

∑
i′ ni′ni′+1. Parameters as in Fig. 1d.

It follows from Eq. (2) that

o(t) =
2

l + 2

l+1∑
k=1

sin
(
k̃
)

sin
(
k̃(l + 1)

)
e−iEkt. (3)

For simplicity, from now on we focus on the critical case
λ = 1. In Fig. 3a we show |o(t)|2 for l = 4 (solid blue
line). At criticality, the fastest mode propagates with the
Fermi velocity vF , see the discussion after Eq. (4). This
results in the onset of the overlap at tvF /l ≈ 1, with the
maximum achieved for a later time, tvF /l ≈ 1.75.

Kink detection. To make a connection with experimen-
tally observable quantities, we construct an observable δn
which detects the presence of a kink at the right end of
the system, by requiring that 〈Ki|δn|Kj〉 ≈ δi,l+1δj,l+1.
Taking δn = α(λ, l) [1− β(λ, l) (nL−1 + nL+1)] we find
α(0, l) = 1, β(0, l) = 1 for any l and α(1, l) ≈ 1.08,
β(1, l) ≈ 1.09 for l = 3, 4 [37]. The numerically obtained
result for δn(t) is shown as a blue dashed line in Fig. 3a
and corresponds to a good accuracy to |o|2.
Kink preparation. An important question is how the

spatially localized kink |K1〉 can be prepared in prac-
tice. To this end we note that the kink site and its

nearest neighbours remain approximately empty for all
λ, cf. Fig. 1c. We thus consider an adiabatic prepa-
ration of a ground state |K ′1〉 of the final Hamiltonian
Hf = HQ + µ(n1 + n2), where µ → ∞ ensures the kink
condition on the first two sites. The initial Hamiltonian
is chosen such that its ground state is a kink at extreme
staggering λ = 0 (and similarly for skinks below), cf.
[37]. For l = 4 we find the fidelities F ∈ [0.95, 1], where
F = | 〈K ′1|K1〉 |, with the highest (lowest) value at ex-
treme staggering (criticality). In Fig. 3a we show the
numerically evaluated overlap |o′|2 = | 〈Kl+1|K ′1(t)〉 |2
and the corresponding observable δn′ as solid (dashed)
red lines. We find that despite the limited fidelity of the
initial state, |o′|2 and δn′ agree well with |o|2 and δn.
Skinks. Supersymmetry guarantees that the 1-

skink energies (the lower dashed magenta lines in
Fig. 2a) in the sector with l + 1 particles are iden-
tical to the 1-kink energies Ek. As a consequence,
the quench dynamics for the skinks is again given
by Eq. (3). For the detection of |K̄l+1〉 we propose
δn̄ = −ᾱ(λ, l)

[
1− β̄(λ, l) (nL−2 + nL−1 + nL+1)

]
with

ᾱ(0, l) = 2, β̄(0, l) = 1 and ᾱ(1, l) ≈ 1.46, β̄(1, l) ≈ 0.98
for l = 3, 4. For the preparation we find that the ground
state |K̄ ′1〉 of Hf = HQ+3(−n1 +n2−0.5n3) corresponds
well to |K̄1〉 [37]. The l = 4 fidelities are F̄ ∈ [0.93, 1]
with F̄ = | 〈K̄ ′1|K̄1〉 |.
Kink/skink dynamics at large l. Surprisingly, the kink

arrival amplitude Eq. (3) is analytically tractable, for
general λ, in the large-l limit. A key element for this is
the continuum limit E(k̃) of the kink dispersion relation.
Exploiting a relation between the M1 model and the XYZ
spin-1/2 chain [40], we have found [39]

E(k̃) =

(3λ+ s)
3/2

√
1−

(
1− (−3λ+s)3(λ+s)

(−λ+s)(3λ+s)3

)
cos2

(
k̃
2

)
2
√

2
√
λ+ s

,

(4)

where s =
√

8 + λ2. In Fig. 2b we show the dispersion
for λ = 0.1, 0.5, 1. We denote by vmax(λ) the maximum

value of the group velocity v(k̃) = ∂k̃E(k̃). At criticality,

vmax(λ = 1) = vF = 3
√

3/4, with vF the Fermi velocity.
This gives real space velocity (since kinks hop three sites

at a time) 3vF = 9
√

3/4, in agreement with [34].
In Fig. 3a the grey line shows the overlap Eq. (3) eval-

uated with the energies E(k̃) instead of Ek (blue line).
The difference is a consequence of finite l, cf. the green
diamonds vs. green solid line in Fig. 2b.

Using the dispersion E(k̃) we can evaluate the large-
l limit of Eq. (3) in a saddle point approximation [37],
giving

o(t) ≈ 2

l + 2

∞∑
s=1

θ

(
vmaxt

l + 2
− (2s− 1)

)
sin
(
k̃s

)2

ei[(2s−1)πks+E(k̃s)t]+i 5π4

√
2π

−E′′(k̃s)t
, (5)

where θ is the Heaviside step function, ks =



4

E′
−1

((2s− 1)π/t), E′ = ∂kE(k̃), E′′ = ∂2
kE(k̃) and s la-

bels the saddle point corresponding to the arrival times
t = (2s − 1)(l + 2)/vmax ≈ (2s − 1)l/vmax, s ∈ N, of
the kink front (maximum velocity mode). At criticality,

where E(k̃) = 2vF sin(k̃/2), the saddle point expression
takes a simple closed form [37].

In Fig. 3b we show an example of the dynamics for
l = 101 evaluated using Eq. (3) (grey line) together with
the prediction of Eq. (5) (green dashed line). We see
a close to perfect agreement, with the inset showing the
details around tvF /l = 3, where the second saddle point,
s = 2, starts to generate the characteristic modulation
of the overlap due to the interference of the kink front
propagating at vF incident on the right edge (after it has
undergone one round trip) and the kink tail. We note
the frequency chirp of the modulation due to the non-
trivial time dependence of k̃s. Here we do not show the
observable δn(t) as for large l the Hamiltonian cannot be
diagonalized exactly.

Experimental implementation. We now discuss how
HQ can be engineered using Rydberg dressed atoms
[41, 42]. We consider effectively two-level atoms with the
ground and Rydberg states |g〉, |r〉, where the ground
state atoms experience an optical lattice potential and
the atoms in a Rydberg state a repulsive Van der Waals
interaction described by

HRy = −J
L−1∑
i=1

(
c†i+1ci + c†i ci+1

)
+

L∑
i=1

µini

+

L∑
i=1

Ωσxi + ∆nri +

L−1∑
i>j=1

Vijn
r
in
r
j . (6)

Here, J > 0 is the hopping amplitude, σx = |r〉 〈g| +
|g〉 〈r|, nr = |r〉 〈r| and Vij = C6/(r0|i − j|)6 with C6

the Van der Waals coefficient and r0 the lattice spac-
ing. We consider a regime of large detuning Ω/∆ � 1,
where the ground state atoms interact, up to order Ω4,
through an effective flat-top potential W (r = r0|i− j|) =
2Ω4Vij/[∆

3(Vij + 2∆)], cf. Fig. 1d. To obtain the super-
symmetric HQ, the interaction and chemical potentials
W , µ and the hopping J need to be tuned as follows.

For simplicity, we refer the discussion of general λ to
[37] and focus on λ = 1. In this case the chemical
potential terms in HQ become site-independent up to
the boundary terms originating from P1P3 and PL−2PL,
which can be accounted for by setting µ1 = µL = J .

Next, the M1 model Hamiltonian forbids nearest neigh-
bour occupation while the potential terms are of the form
Pi−1Pi+1, with no interactions beyond lattice distance 2.
For this to be captured by the flat-top potential we need

W (r0)/W (2r0) � 1 and W (2r0)/W (3r0) � 1 with the
maximum achieved in the limit r0 → ∞. However, to
counteract experimental imperfections [37], one should
reduce the duration of the simulation by maximizing the
relevant energy scale, here W (2r0), which happens for
r0 → 0 and one has to set J = W (2r0). This corresponds
to the optimal approximation ofHQ using single dressing.
Importantly, we show in [37] that HQ can be reached in
principle with arbitrary number of dressings with already
a tenfold increase in W (r0)/W (2r0) and W (3r0)/W (2r0)
for a double dressing with realistic parameters.

As a specific example, we consider the fermionic 6Li
dressed with the |84S〉 state with C6 = 645 GHz · µm6

[43, 44] and lattice spacing r0 = 2.5µm. The resulting
dressed potential is shown in Fig. 1d. We get W (2r0) =
J ≈ 4 kHz, which for the optical lattice laser wavelength
λ = 2r0 = 5µm corresponds to lattice depth ≈ 5.5Er,
Er being the recoil energy [45] [46].

Fig. 3c shows the quantum simulation of HQ, where we
compare the dynamics generated by the Rydberg Hamil-
tonian (6) with that of HQ quenching from |K ′1〉 and
|K̄ ′1〉, see caption for details. We draw two main con-
clusions. First, the quantum simulator accurately tracks
the dynamics set by the model hamiltonian HQ and, sec-
ond, the dynamics in the l-particle sector (blue lines) is
highly similar to that in the l + 1 particle sector (ma-
genta lines). The latter observation is direct evidence of
the supersymmetry of HQ.

Outlook. We have proposed a realization of a super-
symmetric lattice Hamiltonian HQ based on atoms in-
teracting through a Rydberg dressed potential [47, 48].
Our results constitute a stepping stone to quantum sim-
ulations of supersymmetric lattice models in higher di-
mensions [18, 49–52], which can require n-body, rather
than 2-body, interactions. In this context, it would
be interesting to consider a scheme relying on coupling
the Rydberg atoms with phonons [53] or to use cold
molecules with permanent or electric-field induced dipole
moments, avoiding the need for off-resonant dressing [54–
57]. Another interesting avenue is to exploit the map-
ping of the supersymmetric lattice Hamiltonians to spins
[9, 19, 39, 40] which would allow for simulations with
platforms such as superconducting devices with n-body
interactions [58, 59].
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arXiv:2105.04359 (2021).
[20] A. Browaeys and T. Lahaye, Nature Physics 16, 132

(2020).
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

I. GROUND STATE PARTICLE DENSITIES

In this section we recall the expressions for single particle densities for the M1 model at criticality, on an open chain
of length L = 3l. We used these expressions to produce the grey lines in Fig. 1b. Exploiting the tools of conformal
field theory, the model can be mapped to a free boson and the particle densities can be expressed in terms of the
correlators of the bosonic vertex operators with a characteristic Z3 pattern [34]. Specifically, they read

n3j−2 =
1

3
− 2A

3

s(x)

s(x)
(S1a)

n3j−1 =
1

3
+

2A

3

c(x− L′/2)

s(x)
(S1b)

n3j =
1

3
+

2A

3

s(x− L′)
s(x)

, (S1c)

where x ∈ [2, L], L′ = L+ 3 and

s(x) =
( π

2L′

) 1
3

sin
( πx

3L′

)
(S2a)

c(x) =
( π

2L′

) 1
3

cos
( πx

3L′

)
(S2b)

s(x) = sin
(πx
L′

) 1
3

. (S2c)

Here, the parameter A has been determined numerically as A = 0.77 [34]. We note that analogous results hold for
L = 3l − 1 [34].

II. (S)KINK PROFILES AND DESIGN OF THE OBSERVABLES

To motivate the choice of observables, we will first examine the kink and skink profiles. Fig. S1 shows the single site
particle densities of kinks (blue data points) and skinks (magenta data points) for l = 3 at extreme staggering, λ = 0,
(first two rows) and at criticality, λ = 1, (third and fourth row) for the leftmost (s)inks |K1〉 , |K̄1〉 (first column),
|K2〉 , |K̄2〉 (second column) and the rightmost (s)kinks |K4〉 , |K̄4〉 (third column). We wish to design observables
which capture the properties of the overlaps o(t) = 〈Kl+1|K1(t)〉 = 〈K̄l+1|K̄1(t)〉 = ō(t) signalling the arrival of the
leftmost kink to the right edge. Motivated by the (s)kink profiles, we in particular examine the situation in the last unit
cell corresponding to the last three sites of the chain and to staggering 1λ1 indicated by the orange boxes in Fig. S1.
For the observable we consider a function of the particle densities on these three sites, δn = δn(nL−2, nL−1, nL), and
require that 〈Ki|δn|Kj〉 ≈ δi,l+1δj,l+1. We find that these conditions are satisfied by imposing

〈K1|δn|K1〉 = 0 (S3a)

〈Kl+1|δn|Kl+1〉 = 1 (S3b)

and similarly for the skinks.
At extreme staggering, the occupation of the last unit cell is 1 and 1/2 for |K1〉 and |Kl+1〉 (1 and 3/2 for |K̄1〉 and

|K̄l+1〉). We also note, that for kinks the total particle number at the last two sites is different for |K1〉 and |Kl+1〉,
but the same for the skinks. In contrast to the extreme staggering, at criticality (and generally for λ > 0) the total
particle number in the last unit cell varies and is not equal to integer or half-integer values. This motivates us to
introduce the following observables

δn = α(λ, l) [1− β(λ, l) (nL−1 + nL+1)] (S4a)

δn3 = α3(λ, l) [1− β3(λ, l) (nL−2 + nL−1 + nL+1)] (S4b)

δn̄ = −ᾱ(λ, l)
[
1− β̄(λ, l) (nL−2 + nL−1 + nL+1)

]
, (S4c)
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FIG. S1. Single site particle densities of kinks (blue data points) and skinks (magenta data points) for l = 3 at extreme
staggering λ = 0 (first two rows) and at criticality λ = 1 (third and fourth row) for the leftmost (s)inks |K1〉 , |K̄1〉 (first
column), |K2〉 , |K̄2〉 (second column) and the rightmost (s)kinks |K4〉 , |K̄4〉 (third column). The gray data points for λ = 1
indicate the densities evaluated with |K′1〉 and |K̄′1〉 for kinks and skinks respectively, see text for details.

where the coefficients α, β in general depend on λ and the chain length L = 3l+ 1, where the latter is to be expected,
similarly to the presence of such scaling in the particle densities (S1) of the ground state of chain of length L = 3l.
At extreme staggering, the value of the coefficients can be read-off directly from Fig. S1 and we obtain

λ = 0 :

(α, β) = (1, 1) (S5a)

(α3, β3) = (2, 1) (S5b)

(ᾱ, β̄) = (2, 1) (S5c)

which are independent of l. For λ = 1, the values are obtained from the defining property (S3) and their scaling with
l is shown in Fig. S2a-f (up to l = 6). We use these values in the analysis of the critical dynamics.

To examine the observables, in Fig. S2g we show the (square of the) overlap (gray) together with δn, δn3 (solid and
dashed blue) and δn̄ (magenta) for a quench from |K1〉 and |K̄1〉 respectively with the dynamics generated by the
supersymmetric Hamiltonian HQ, Eq. (1). We see that the proposed observables nicely capture the overlap function
|o|2.

III. STATE PREPARATION

In this section we study state preparation by means of adiabatic following for the two scenarios considered in the
main text, an open chain of length L = 3l and staggering 1λ1...1λ1 (scenario 1) and an open chain of length L = 3l+1
and staggering 11λ . . . 1λ1 (scenario 2). Motivated by the relative simplicity of the experimental implementation, we
focus on the critical case λ = 1. We comment on the (un)suitability of the adiabatic protocol for critical systems at
the end of the section.



9

FIG. S2. Scaling of the coefficients (a,d) α, β, (b,e) α3, β3 and (c,f) ᾱ, β̄ parametrizing the observables (S4) with l at
criticality, λ = 1. (g) Time evolution of the observables (S4) for l = 3 following a quench from |K1〉 (blue lines) and |K̄1〉
(magenta line) together with the square of the overlap |o|2 = | 〈Kl+1|K1(t)〉 |2 = | 〈K̄l+1|K̄1(t)〉 |2 (gray line).

We consider a preparation of a ground state of a final Hamiltonian Hf by adiabatic following from Hi, such that
the time-dependent Hamiltonian can be expressed as

H(t) = (1−F(t))Hi + F(t)Hf . (S6)

We consider three distinct cases for Hf . (i) Hf = HQ in (scenario 1), (ii) Hf = HQ + µ(n1 + n2) with µ → ∞ for
kink and (iii) Hf = HQ + µ̄(−n1 + n2 − ν̄n3) with µ̄, ν̄ ≈ 3, 1/2 for skink preparation in (scenario 2). Hf in (ii) is
chosen to ensure no occupation of the first two sites in preparation of the leftmost kink |K1〉, a condition well satisfied
even at criticality. This is apparent from Fig. S1 (λ = 1, |K1〉 pane, blue data points) where we plot the densities
corresponding to the ground state |K ′1〉 of Hf as gray data points. For skinks, enforcing a particle at first site and
zero particle on the second yields a density on the third site which is too small as compared with the ideal skink |K̄1〉.
To rectify that, we introduce the Hf described in (iii) and optimize the skink fidelity by tuning µ̄, ν̄ with optimal
values indicated above. The corresponding densities are shown as gray data points in Fig. S1 (λ = 1, |K̄1〉 pane).

The function F(t) in Eq. (S6) has to be chosen such that it satisfies the adiabatic theorem [61–63]. In particular,
F(0) = 0, F(T ) = 1, and it is at least twice differentiable. Here T is the duration of the adiabatic sweep. In order to
provide a specific example, we consider

F(t) =
1

2

[
1− cos

(
π
t

T

)]
. (S7)

While we focus on a critical system, as we are concerned with experiments with a finite number of atoms, the system
will remain gapped (we exploit the rigorous results for the finite size scaling of the gap in Sec. V E). To this end we
consider an approximate but qualitatively sufficient picture that the time duration of the adiabatic sweep T should
be much larger than the inverse of the spectral gap 1/∆sg (see e.g. [61–65] for discussion of adiabaticity conditions).
We define the spectral gap as the energy difference between the lowest and the first excited state of the Hamiltonian
[66].

Note on the initial Hamiltonian. In order to ensure that no level-crossing occurs as the Hamiltonian is swept from
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11λ . . . 1λ1 . . . λ11 . . .

3l − 1 1,0,2 1,0,1 1,0,1

3l 1,0,1 1,0,2 1,0,1

3l + 1 l + 1,1,2 l + 1, 1,2 1,0,1

TABLE I. Summary of the low energy properties of the M1 model at extreme staggering λ = 0. The three possible staggerings
and system sizes are listed in the top row/left column respectively. The three numbers are (deglowest, Elowest,∆sg) =(degeneracy
of the lowest energy manifold, energy of the lowest energy states, spectral gap between the lowest and first excited state).

Hi to Hf , some care has to be taken in the choice of Hi. One possibility is to choose Hi such that its ground state is
the lowest energy state of HQ at extreme staggering. For the specific lengths and staggerings considered, the λ = 0
states are particularly simple as they are given by product states of the form (see Table I for a summary of low energy
spectral properties of the M1 model at extreme staggering)

(i) L = 3l, 1λ1 . . . → |ψi〉 = |010010...〉 (S8a)

(ii) L = 3l + 1, 11λ . . . → |ψi〉 = |001001...〉 (S8b)

(iii) L = 3l + 1, 11λ . . . → |ψi〉 = |101001...〉 (S8c)

We thus take the initial Hamiltonian, which enforces the l particles to be trapped at sites s = {2, 5, ...}, s = {3, 6, ...}
for cases (i), (ii) and l + 1 particles at sites s = {1, 3, 6, ...} for (iii), to be of the form

Hi = −
∑
i

(αi+ µ0)ni − µ
∑
i∈s

ni. (S9)

The first summand is meant to lift remaining degeneracies and in principle more complicated functions of the position
i can be considered. In practice, as we are mainly concerned with preserving the gap between the lowest energy and
the first excited state, the details of this function are not essential as far as µ� µ0, αi for all i, which is used in the
following. The state is prepared as

|ψ(t)〉 = T e−i
∫ t
0

dt′H(t′) |ψi〉 , (S10)

where H(t) is given by (S6), T is the usual time ordering operator and |ψi〉 are given by (S8) [67]. We further
denote the prepared state at the end of the adiabatic evolution as |ψprep〉 ≡ |ψ(T )〉. We then quantify the fidelity of
the prepared state as (i) F = | 〈ψprep|ψ0〉 |, where |ψ0〉 is the ground state of HQ and (ii) Fj = | 〈ψprep|Kj〉 |, (iii)
F̄j = | 〈ψprep|K̄j〉 |. The results for (i) and (ii) are shown in Fig. S3, see the caption for details (the results of (iii)
not shown are similar to (ii)). In summary, the fidelity of preparation F > 0.92 (F > 0.95 for the boundary kinks
|K1〉 , |Kl+1〉 and F̄ > 0.91 for the boundary skinks |K̄1〉 , |K̄l+1〉) for system sizes we analyzed numerically, i.e. l ≤ 6.

Optimization. Few remarks are in order with respect to the adiabatic procedure considered. A first technical one
is that one can optimize the sweep function (S7) which adapts the rate of change to the instantaneous gap ∆sg(t)
evolving at a slower rate for smaller gaps, which has the potential to significantly reduce the time required to achieve
a desired fidelity for a given system size [63]. This is desirable as the final (and minimal) gap ∆sg(t = T ) is decreasing
with system size, so that using the same F(t) for different system sizes will result in larger times in order to achieve
the same target fidelity as is illustrated in Fig. S3. The other remark is qualitative and is about the inadequacy
of adiabatic protocols for preparing critical states with a vanishing gap in the thermodynamic limit, requiring an
infinitely slow sweep akin to the Kibble-Zurek mechanism. While we consider the adiabatic preparation protocol even
in this case, we note that other schemes using spatiotemporal quenches have been proposed recently [68]. Whether
such a scheme can be implemented in our setup goes beyond the scope of the present work and we leave it for future
investigations.

IV. SADDLE POINT APPROXIMATION

When analyzing the kink dynamics, we have introduced the overlap between the time evolved lefttmost kink and
the rightmost kink, which, in the thermodynamic limit of large l, where Ek → E(k̃), becomes

o(t) = 〈Kl+1|K1(t)〉 ≈ 2

l + 2

l+1∑
k=1

sin
(
k̃
)

sin
(
k̃(l + 1)

)
e−iE(k̃)t =:

l+1∑
k=1

wk (S11)
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1

5

2

3

4

FIG. S3. Adiabatic state preparation. (a) Example of the spectrum of the Hamiltonian (S6) for case (i), i.e. L = 3l with l = 2,
as a function of time. The inset shows the spectral gap. (b) Fidelity | 〈K′j |Kj〉 | of the kink states as a function of λ for case
(ii), L = 3l+ 1 with l = 4. The solid (dashed) lines are for the boundary, i.e. rightmost and leftmost, (bulk) kinks respectively.
Here, |K′j〉 are the lowest energy states of the Hamiltonian H +µ

∑
i∈j−th kink ni, where the µ-term enforces no occupation (for

µ → ∞) on the sites of j-th kink, i = (3(j − 1), 3(j − 1) + 1, 3(j − 1) + 2) for 1 < j < l + 1 and i = 1, 2 (i = L − 1, L) for
the leftmost (rightmost) kink |K1〉 (|Kl+1〉), see also the main text. The inset shows the finite size scaling of the fidelity of the
leftmost kink at criticality for l = 2, 3, 4, 5, 6. (c) Fidelity of the preparation of the ground state as a function of the adiabatic
sweep length T for l = 2, 4 (blue, red), i.e. case (i), L = 3l, λ = 1. (d) Fidelity of the preparation of the leftmost kink |K1〉 as
a function of the adiabatic sweep length T for l = 2, 4 (blue, red), i.e. case (ii), L = 3l+ 1, λ = 1. In (c) and (d) the horizontal
axes are in terms of T∆sg, where ∆sg = ∆sg(T ).

FIG. S4. Argument of the summands wk in (S11) for l = 101, t = 120 and s = 1.
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with k̃ = πk/(l + 2). We note that the form of the overlap is reminiscent of the saddle point approximation for a
purely imaginary exponent

o(t) ∼
∫

dz f(z)eig(z) ≈ eig(z0)±iπ4 f(z0)

√
±2π

g′′(z0)
, (S12)

where g(z) ∈ R, the saddle point z0 satisfies g′(z0) = ∂zg(z)|z=z0 = 0 and the signs are chosen such that the term
under the square root is positive. Expanding the second sine term in Eq. (S11) we obtain

sin
(
k̃
)

sin
(
k̃(l + 1)

)
= cos (πk) sin

(
k̃
)2

= ei(2s−1)πk sin
(
k̃
)2

, s ∈ Z. (S13)

Absorbing the phase factor in the exponential term in (S11), by comparison with (S12) we define

g(k) = (2s− 1)πk − E(k)t. (S14)

Differentiating with respect to k and imposing the saddle point condition, we can formally write the s-dependent
solution for the saddle point as

ks(t) = (E′)−1

(
(2s− 1)π

t

)
, s = 1, 2, . . . , (S15)

where the positivity of s follows from the non-negativity of E′(k) in g′(k) = 0. We thus get the saddle point which
needs to be evaluated at each time t. The situation for a specific time is depicted in Fig. S4, where we show the
argument of the summands in (S11) for l = 101 and t = 120. We see a clear rapid oscillatory behaviour resulting in
the cancellation of terms from most k but the ones in the vicinity of saddle point, which (here for s = 1) is evaluated
from (S15) to ks = 56.

Next, we write the condition g′(k) = 0 for the saddle point as

vmaxt

l + 2
ṽ(k)− (2s− 1) = 0, (S16)

where we have used ∂kk̃ = π/(l + 2) and the definition of the group velocity v(k̃) = ∂k̃E(k̃), which we have written

as v(k̃) = vmaxṽ(k), so that 0 ≤ ṽ(k) ≤ 1. It follows from (S16), that with increasing t, an increasing number of
saddle-points s = 1, 2, . . . contribute, with the limiting values of t corresponding to the fastest mode, ṽ(k) = 1. This
leads us to the final result, namely Eq. (5) in the main text.

We note that the expressions can be simplified in particular cases, such as at criticality, λ = 1, where the dispersion
takes a simple form E(k̃) = 2vF sin(k̃/2). For the first saddle point (s = 1), for x = (l + 2)/(vF t) < 1, the overlap
Eq. (5) evaluates to

|o(t)| = 2

π
sin2(k̃1)

√
4π

vF t sin(k̃1/2)
=

16√
π(l + 2)

(1− x2)
3
4x

5
2 . (S17)

It follows that the probability |o(t)|2 (green-dashed curve in Fig. 3b) peaks at arrival time

xmax =

√
5

8
⇒ tmax =

√
8

5

l + 2

vF
. (S18)

Similarly, we get the contribution from the second saddle point (s = 2, red curve in Fig. 3b) by substituting x =
3(l + 2)/(vF t) in the above formula.

V. EXPERIMENTAL IMPLEMENTATION

In order to realize the blockade mechanism, we assume the ground state atoms to be excited off-resonantly with
detuning ∆ to the Rydberg state |r〉 as described by the Hamiltonian (6). We assume that the sites can be addressed
individually such that a ground state |g〉 of an atom at site i is coupled to |r〉 with Rabi frequency Ωi, while the
detuning ∆ is kept constant for all atoms. When ∆ � Ωi for all i, one can adiabatically eliminate the many-body
Rydberg states by means of Brillouin-Wigner perturbation theory carried out to fourth order in Ω/∆ [41, 42], which
leads to a so-called flat-top potential. Here we present a useful shortcut derivation for two atoms, which, to the order
considered, coincides with the results of the systematic adiabatic elimination and which has been also invoked in the
analysis of Rydberg atoms in optical lattices [69].
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A. Shortcut derivation of the dressed atomic potential

The Rydberg Hamiltonian of a system of two atoms located at positions ri and rj with r = |rj−ri| and i < j reads

H = Ωiσ
x
i + Ωjσ

x
j + ∆

(
nri + nrj

)
+ V nrin

r
j . (S19)

In the basis {|gg〉 , |gr〉 , |rg〉 , |rr〉} it can be written as

H =


0 Ωj Ωi 0

Ωj ∆ 0 Ωi
Ωi 0 ∆ Ωj
0 Ωi Ωj 2∆ + V,

 (S20)

where V = C6/r
6. The Schrödinger equation for the coefficients of the wavefunction is

iċ = Hc, (S21)

where

c = (cgg, cgr, crg, crr)
T . (S22)

Since Ωi,j � ∆, we eliminate the rapidly oscillating components by setting ċgr = ċrg = ċrr = 0 in (S21). Solving
for these three components and substituting in the remaining equation for cgg, which is of the form iċgg = W ′(r)cgg,
yields the effective potential

W ′(r) = − 2ΩiΩj(2∆ + V (r))

∆(2∆ + V (r))− 2ΩiΩj
. (S23)

Expanding in Ω and subtracting a global offset −2ΩiΩj/∆ we obtain the effective potential between the two ground
state atoms

W (r) =
2(ΩiΩj)

2V (r)

∆3(2∆ + V (r))
+O(Ω6), (S24)

with amplitude W (0)−W (∞) = 2(ΩiΩj)
4/∆3, which sets the maximum available energy for realizing the blockade.

In practice, one needs to accommodate the lattice spacing r0 so that the blockade energy is W (r0) and the energy
scale of the Hamiltonian is W (2r0). We note that the chemical potentials µi of the ground state atoms are not affected
by the dressing. For future convenience let us parametrize the dressed interaction between atoms at site i and i+ n
by writing the the Eq. (S24) as

Wi(nr0) =
2(ΩiΩi+n)2V (nr0)

∆3(2∆ + V (nr0))
, (S25)

where we have ommited the higher order contributions O(Ω6).

B. Implementing the M1 model off criticality

Here we discuss how to implement the M1 model off criticality, 0 ≤ λ < 1. It is instructive to write HQ explicitly.
For l = 2, L = 3l + 1 and staggering pattern 11λ . . . it reads [70]

HQ = −
L−2∑
i=1

J̃i,i+1Pi−1

(
c†i ci+1 + H.c.

)
Pi+2 + P2 +

L−2∑
i=1

W̃i+1PiPi+2 + PL−1,

JHQ = −
L−2∑
i=1

Ji,i+1Pi−1

(
c†i ci+1 + H.c.

)
Pi+2 +

L∑
i=1

µini +

L−2∑
i=1

Wi(2r0)nini+2. (S26)

In the first line, HQ is expressed in dimensionless units with ~̃J = (1, λ, λ, 1, λ, λ), ~̃W = (1, λ2, 1, 1, λ2). In the last
line, we have expanded the projectors Pi = (1−ni) (except in the kinetic term) and restored the dimensions to make
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connection with the physical Rydberg Hamiltonian, ~J = J ~̃J , ~W = J ~̃W , where J = W (2r0). Omitting a constant
factor, we have for the chemical potentials ~µ = −J(1, 1 + λ2, 2, 1 + λ2, 1 + λ2, 2, λ2). The situation is summarized in
Fig. S5, see the caption for details. We thus have a repeated pattern of period three (starting at the second site for
L = 3l + 1) of tunneling amplitudes, next-nearest neighbour interaction potentials and chemical potentials, denoted
by the black dashed box in Fig. S5. We now comment on the details of implementation related to each of these three
types of Hamiltonian contributions.

Chemical potentials. The chemical potentials can be realized by a bichromatic optical lattice with the two
lattice wave vectors having ratio of 1/3 as depicted in Fig. S5. We note that, due to the boundary conditions, the
chemical potentials µ1, µL on the first and last site get an extra offset which can be realized by for instance additional
optical fields.

Interaction potential. It is straightforward to show from Eq. (S24), that the off-critical potential pattern ~W

can be realized by the pattern of on-site Rabi frequencies ~Ω ∝ (λ, λ, 1, λ, λ, 1, λ). In principle, the atoms in the
ground and the Rydberg state will experience different polarizability leading to a different AC Stark shift originating
both in the driving Rabi field Ω and the optical lattice potential. Since Ω � J , the leading contribution to the AC
Stark shift will be from the Rabi frequencies and is proportional to Ω2/∆ � ∆ so that it has been neglected in the
derivation of Eq. (S24) assuming identical detunings ∆ for all lattice sites.

Tunneling amplitudes. Similarly to the chemical and interaction potentials, one needs to tune the tunneling ampli-
tudes, which can be achieved in principle by means of Raman assisted hoppings [71–73], with Ji,i+1 ∝ ΩRi ΩRi+1/∆

R,

where ΩRi and ∆R label the on-site (single-photon) Raman Rabi frequencies and detunings, respectively, see Fig.
S5. These additional laser beams will also contribute to the ground and Rydberg state polarizabilities, however,
as J � ∆, they will contribute only a subleading correction to the dressed potential as discussed in the previous
paragraph.

FIG. S5. Scheme of the possible experimental implementation of the M1 model for a generic λ. The pattern of tunneling
amplitudes J , next-nearest neighbour interactions W and the corresponding on-site Rydberg laser Rabi frequencies Ω is given
at the bottom in black, red, blue respectively. The necessary periodicity can be achieved with a bi-chromatic optical lattice
with ratio 1/3 between the lattice wavelengths. In order to realize the required tunneling amplitudes, one might use Raman
assisted hoppings with Raman Rabi frequencies ΩR

i and detunings ∆R via an intermediate state |i〉. The dashed rectangle
denotes the basic building block which, when repeated, constitutes the whole chain (with the appropriate boundary chemical
potentials as indicated).
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1. Effect of the interaction tails off-criticality

It is instructive to consider the effect of the dressed interaction beyond next-to-nearest neighbours. Using the
pattern of the on-site Rabi frequencies Ωi shown in Fig. S5 and the Eq. (S25) we get for the patterns of the next-to
and the next-to-next-to nearest neighbours

~Ω = Ω(λ, λ, 1, λ, λ, 1, . . .)

⇒
~W (2r0) = (W1(2r0),W2(2r0),W3(2r0),W4(2r0), . . .) ∝ Ω4(λ2, λ4, λ2, λ2, . . .)

~W (3r0) = (W1(3r0),W2(3r0),W3(3r0), . . .) ∝ Ω4(λ4, λ4, 1, . . .) (S27)

It is thus apparent that for sufficiently small λ, the neglected interactions beyond next-to-nearest neighbours W (3r0)

will become dominant (the “1” terms in ~W (3r0)) and cannot be neglected anymore. We would like to emphasize
that this observation does not affect the discussion of the kink dynamics at the critical point λ = 1 in the main text,
but it clearly limits the exploration of the off-critical regime. To quantify the effect of the long-range interactions
we consider system sizes L = 3l featuring a unique ground state, cf. the Table I, and the dressed Hamiltonian (S26)
which now includes all the terms beyond W (2r0)

JH long−range
Q = JHQ +

L−1∑
n=3

L−n∑
i=1

Wi(nr0)nini+n (S28)

Let us denote by |ψlong−range〉, |ψ0〉 the ground states of (S28) and (S26), |ψ0〉 corresponding to the notation used in
Sec. III. In Fig. S6a we show the fidelity

F = | 〈ψlong−range|ψ0〉 | (S29)

vs. λ for various system sizes (gray lines). It is apparent that the inclusion of the long-range tails limits the exploration
of the off-critical regime to λ asymptotically approaching 1 in the limit of infinite system sizes. Panes (b,c) of Fig. S6
then show the finite-size scaling of the value of λ corresponding to maximum slope (largest gradient) of the fidelity

λmax−slope = max
λ

(∂λF (λ)) , (S30)

pane (b), and the error 1− F in the ground state fidelity at criticality, pane (c) (gray lines).
In the following section we discuss how to significantly suppress the unwanted effect of the tails of the interaction

using doubly-dressed Rydberg potential. This not only allows to extend the region of high fidelity ground states to
smaller λ and larger system sizes but also achieves tenfold improvement in the W (2r0)/W (3r0) ratio over the single
dressing scheme.

C. Improving the scheme using double dressing

The idea behind the improvement is to suppress the long-range tail Wi(nr0), n > 2, of the dressed potential (S25)
by a second potential with asymptotically the same behaviour in the long separation limit, but with opposite sign.
Specifically, from (S25) we have

Wi(nr0)|n→∞ =
(ΩiΩi+n)2

∆4
V (nr0). (S31)

With a slight abuse of notation, let us denote the quantities corresponding to the second potential with a prime (not
to be confused with (S23)). We thus require

Wi(nr0)|n→∞ = − W ′i (nr0)|n→∞ ⇒ Ω′ = Ω

∣∣∣∣∆′∆

∣∣∣∣ ∣∣∣∣C6

C ′6

∣∣∣∣ 14 , (S32)

where Ω(′) is the amplitude of the pattern of the on-site Rabi frequencies, ~Ω(′) = Ω(′)(λ, λ, 1, . . .), and we recall that

the bare Rydberg interaction reads V (′)(nr0) = C
(′)
6 /(nr0)6 and C

′

6 < 0. The Eq. (S32) thus represents a condition
for the amplitude of the second dressing Rabi frequency with other parameters given. We also note that in order
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FIG. S6. (a) Fidelity (S29) vs. λ for the single and double dressing schemes (gray and red lines respectively) corresponding
to the dressed potentials W and Wtot = W + W ′, see Sec. V C. The line thickness indicates varying system size from l = 2
(thin lines) to l = 6 (thick lines). (b) Finite-size scaling of λmax−slope, Eq. (S30), corresponding to the largest gradient of the
fidelity in (a) for the single (gray) and double (red) dressing scheme. (c) Finite-size scaling of the error 1 − F at criticality
(λ = 1) for the single (gray) and double (red) dressing scheme.

to avoid the resonance ∆′ + V ′(r) = 0, which leads to the vanishing denominator in (S25) and can be exploited for
instance to realize a spin model featuring both attractive and repulsive interaction [74], we take ∆′ < 0.

The considered construction is allowed by an appropriate choice of the additional Rydberg state which features
attractive rather than repulsive interaction. Specifically, in addition to the |nS〉 state of 6Li which has C6 > 0 we
choose the |nD 3

2
〉 state with C ′6 < 0. An example of W , W ′ and W + W ′ is shown in Fig. S7 as solid red, blue and

black lines respectively. Here we have assumed λ = 1, i.e. Ωi = Ω ∀i for the sake of simple illustration and considered
the Rydberg level |74D 3

2
〉 with C ′6 = −6 005 GHz · µm6 [43, 44] in addition to the |84S〉 one. Clearly, the details of

the resulting potential depend on the precise choice of the parameters in the now extended parameter space spanned
by Ω,∆, C6,∆

′, C ′6 (with Ω′ given by (S32)). The detailed exploration of this parameter space goes beyond the scope
of the present work, however we note that the resulting choice is typically a compromise between maximizing the
energy scale Wtot(2r0) and maximizing the ratios Wtot(r0)/Wtot(2r0) and Wtot(2r0)/Wtot(3r0) which characterize the
blockade and the suppression of the long-range tails respectively. Here Wtot = W +W ′ is the total dressed potential.
To illustrate this, the inset of Fig. S7 shows the detail of the potential for the next-to and next-to-next-to nearest
neighbours for |84D 3

2
〉 with C ′6 = −24 200 GHz ·µm6 [43, 44] (dashed line) in addition to the potential stemming from

the |74D 3
2
〉 state (solid line). We get for these two situations

|84S〉 , |74D 3
2
〉 : (Wtot(2r0) = J,Wtot(r0)/Wtot(2r0),Wtot(2r0)/Wtot(3r0)) ≈ (1 kHz, 74, 94)

|84S〉 , |84D 3
2
〉 : (Wtot(2r0) = J,Wtot(r0)/Wtot(2r0),Wtot(2r0)/Wtot(3r0)) ≈ (2.4 kHz, 35, 56). (S33)

which illustrate the point discussed, i.e. the increase of the effective Hamiltonian energy scale Wtot(2r0) at the
expense of reducing the quality of the blockade and the suppression of the interaction tails. In particular the values
(Wtot(r0)/Wtot(2r0),Wtot(2r0)/Wtot(3r0)) should be contrasted with the values 21 and 11 respectively of the single
dressing scheme. We thus see that both of these ratios can be enhanced by a factor 5-10 with the double dressing
scheme.

Two minor comments are in order. Firstly, as Ω′ is constrained by the Eq. (S32) one has to check whether it still
satisfies Ω′ � |∆′| required for the perturbative description to hold. Since we have chosen |∆′| ≈ |∆| and we have
|C ′6| > |C6|, it follows from (S32) that it is indeed the case (specifically, for the chosen value ∆′ = −500 MHz we get
|Ω′/∆′| ≈ 1/17.5 with Ω′ ≈ 2π × 4.5 MHz for |74D 3

2
〉 and |Ω′/∆′| ≈ 1/24.5 with Ω′ ≈ 2π × 3.2 MHz for |84D 3

2
〉).

Secondly, one should also verify whether the separation between adjacent Rydberg levels is larger than the considered
detunings so that one still selectively addresses the target Rydberg state. For the range n ∼ 70− 80 of the principal
quantum numbers, the typical separation between adjacent |nS〉 − |(n + 1)S〉 and |nD〉 − |(n + 1)D〉 states is of the
order of 10 GHz which is well above the values of the considered detunings |∆|, |∆′| ∼ 0.5 GHz.

Finally, let us go back to the discussion of Sec. V B 1 about the effect of the long-range tails of the interactions
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as quantified by the ground state fidelity of the supersymmetric Hamiltonian (S26). The fidelity, λmax−slope and the
ground state error 1− F at criticality corresponding to the doubly-dressed potential are shown in red in Fig. S6. We
see that the double dressing scheme significantly improves over the single dressing one reducing λmax−slope by a factor
of & 3 and the error at criticality by two orders of magnitude for the same system size.

FIG. S7. The doubly dressed potential Wtot = W + W ′ (solid black line) composed of the repulsive W (solid red line) and
attractive W ′ (solid blue line) as a function of the distance r. The red circles indicate the potential at the positions of the atoms
spaced by r0 = 2.5µm. Parameters used for W are that of Fig. 1, i.e. Ω = 2π × 10 MHz, Ω/∆ = 1/10, C6 = 645 GHz · µm6

corresponding to the state |84S〉 of 6Li. Parameters used for W ′ are ∆′ = −500 MHz, C′6 = −6 005 GHz · µm6 for |74D 3
2
〉 with

Ω′ = 2π × 4.5 MHz given by the Eq. (S32). The inset shows, in addition to Wtot of the main plot (solid black line), Wtot

corresponding to taking |84D 3
2
〉 instead of |74D 3

2
〉 for the second Rydberg state with parameters C′6 = −24 200 GHz · µm6

yielding Ω′ = 2π × 3.2 MHz (dashed black line).

D. Arbitrary number of dressing potentials

In this section we generalize the above considerations and address the following question: Provided an arbitrary
number of dressing potentials W of the form (S24) is available, is it possible to generate a total potential Wtot =∑
{W}W which matches the target potential implementing the supersymmetric model, i.e. satisfying (we again focus

on the critical case λ = 1 for simplicity)

Wtot(r0)

Wtot(2r0)
→∞ (perfect blockade) (S34a)

Wtot(2r0)

Wtot(nr0)
→∞ for n > 2 (no interaction tails) (S34b)

with W (2r0) the relevant energy scale? To this end we first write the j-th potential (S24) in a customary form as

W (r, ρj) = Aj
1

(ρjr)6 + 1
(S35a)

Aj =
2 Ω(j) 4

∆(j) 3 (S35b)

ρj =

(
2∆(j)

C
(j)
6

) 1
6

, (S35c)

where Aj is the potential amplitude and ρj the characteristic inverse radius. The functions W (r, ρj) constitute a set
on which we wish to decompose our target potential Wtarget. If we allow for an infinite such set with smoothly varying
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A and ρ, we can formulate this requirement as

Wtarget(r) =

∫ ∞
0

dρW (r, ρ)A(ρ). (S36)

This is nothing but the inhomogeneous Fredholm equation of the first kind with kernel W (r, ρ) and an unknown
function A(ρ). In order to proceed, we need to specify the target potential Wtarget, which has to be chosen to satisfy
the conditions (S34). Motivated by the fact that at long distances the dressed potentials decay as r−6, we consider a
function

Wtarget(nr0)

Wtarget(2r0)
=


s for n = 1

1 for n = 2
1
s for n = 3
1
s

(
3
n

)6
for n > 3,

(S37)

where s is the suppression factor such that Wtarget(r0)/Wtarget(2r0) = Wtarget(2r0)/Wtarget(3r0) = s and
Wtarget(nr0)/Wtarget((n+ 1)r0) = (n+ 1)6/n6. One obtains the ideal supersymmetric potential in the limit s→∞.

Next, we need to determine the potential amplitudes A(ρ). To proceed, we consider a discrete set of separations
{ri} and inverse characteristic radii {ρj} such that we get from the Fredholm equation (S36)

Wtarget(ri) =
∑
j

W (ri, ρj)A(ρj). (S38)

The equation (S38) is thus a matrix equation for the amplitudes A which can be inverted using pseudoinverse W+ as

A = W+Wtarget. (S39)

Here we consider the pseudoinverse since we are dealing in general with a rectangular rather than a square matrix
W (ri, ρj). In fact, even when dealing with a square matrix, it might not be invertible (and in general is not). Since
we use a finite set {ri} in (S38), the resulting total potential

Wtot(r) =
∑
j

W (r, ρj)A(ρj) (S40)

will differ from Wtarget for a general r 6∈ {ri}.
It would be desirable to investigate the mathematical properties of (S36),(S38) in detail. For the purpose of

demonstrating that such approach can yield arbitrary suppression s, yielding the ideal potential satisfying Eqs. (S34),
we consider specific examples illustrated in Fig. S8. We refer the reader to the caption for all relevant details.

The results presented in the Fig. S8 indicate that arbitrary suppression s, and thus the ideal supersymmetric
potential corresponding to the next-to-nearest neighbour interaction (S34) can be achieved in principle, provided a
sufficient number of suitable dressing potentials is available. To assess an experimental feasibility of such approach
would however require a detailed study of available van der Waals couplings provided by the Rydberg levels and
realistic Rabi frequencies and detunings. More involved dressing schemes would also increase the decoherence rates
as we discuss in the next section. While such a detailed study of experimental feasibility goes beyond the scope of
the present work, the possibility of engineering step-like potentials through multiple dressings remains an interesting
opening which it might be interesting to address in the future.

E. Coherent evolution

In practice, any experiment is prone to detrimental effects, such as decoherence due to off-resonant scattering from
the Rydberg state. On the one hand, one can reduce the scattering, the rate of which ∝ (Ω/∆)2, by reducing Ω/∆.
On the other hand, to limit the influence of such scattering, it is desirable to reduce the time of the experiment, by
increasing the energy scale of HRy. Since J = W (2r0) ∝ Ω4/∆3, it can be achieved by increasing Ω and reducing
∆ while still in the perturbative regime Ω/∆ � 1. For this reason, to weigh between these two effects, we choose
as a figure of merit the achievable system size, for which |K1〉 traverse the chain coherently in time t = LTc, where
Tc = 1/(3vFW (2r0)) is the characteristic propagation time between lattice sites. To obtain Lmax, t should be equated



19

FIG. S8. The total potential Wtot (blue and yellow solid lines in (a-c)), Eq. (S40), obtained from the discrete version of
the Fredholm equation (S38) for suppression factors s = 103 (a,c) and s = 105 (b). The red circles indicate the set {ri} of
atomic distances used in (S38). In (a,b) [(c)] we use 8 [200] equally spaced inverse radii ρj from the interval ρjr0 ∈ [0.01, 2]
[ρjr0 ∈ [0.01, 3]]. Since we use the logarithmic plot, the blue (yellow) colour indicate the positive (negative) part of Wtot.
One can see from (a-c) that the total potential matches the specified points {ri} but deviates from Wtarget, Eq. (S37) (solid
gray line), for r 6∈ {ri}. In particular, one has to verify that the condition (S34b) is satisfied for large r. In (a), (b) we get
Wtot(2r0)/Wtot(25r0) ≈ −5200 and 6 · 106 respectively, where the reference point n = 25 is indicated by the green circle.
Furthermore, in (d) we show the form of the amplitude function A(ρj) for the parameters used in (c).

with the effective decay time τ = 1/γ, where γ ∼= L/3γ0(Ω/∆)2 is the sum of ≈ L/3 individual atomic far-detuned
decay rates [75]. Combining these expressions we get

Lmax = 3

√
τ0vFW (2r0)(

Ω
∆

)2 = 3Ω

√√√√ 2τ0vF

∆
(

1 + 2∆
V2

) . (S41)

Fig. S9 shows Lmax vs. ∆/Ω for the state |84S〉 of 6Li and parameters used in the main text, C6 = 645 GHz · µm6,
r0 = 2.5µm. It is apparent from the Figure that system sizes of the order of 100 sites might be achievable for realistic
parameters. While this is encouraging, it is known that the dressing schemes are sensitive to detrimental effects, such
as line broadening [76] leading to avalanche dephasing [77, 78]. It has been suggested, however, that these effects can
be mitigated by cooling to reduce the black-body radiation or quenching the contaminant states [77].

Next, in analogy to the derivation of Eq. (S41) we can derive the scaling of the system size taking into account both
adiabatic preparation, cf. Sec. III, and the subsequent time evolution. We note that the estimation Eq. (S41) holds
for any λ, in which case vF should be replaced by vmax(λ).

To proceed, we quantify the preparation time as a multiple κ of the inverse spectral gap,

T =
κ

∆sg
. (S42)

Working at criticality, we use the formula for finite size scaling of the gap [34]

∆sg ≈
2πESCFT3vFW (2r0)

L
, (S43)
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where ESCFT = 1/3 (2/3) for L = 3l + 1 (L = 3l) respectively. We write the dispersive decay rates of l ≈ L/3 atoms
as

Γ =
L

3

1

τ0

(
Ω

∆

)2

p̄, γ =
L

3

1

τ0

(
Ω

∆

)2

, (S44)

where p̄ stands for the average probability of being in the Rydberg state during the adiabatic sweep and depends on
the form of the sweep. For the function (S7) it is taken to be(

Ω

∆

)2

p̄ =
1

T

∫ T

0

dt

(
Ω(t)

∆

)2

=

(
Ω

∆

)2
1

T

∫ T

0

dt
√
F(t) =

(
Ω

∆

)2
2

π
→ p̄ =

2

π
, (S45)

where the ramping of the Hamiltonian is implemented by tuning the Rabi frequency so that F(t) ∝ Ω(t)4 and
correspondingly for the tunnelings J(t). Setting

ΓT + γt = 1 (S46)

and recalling that t = LTc = L/[3vFW (2r0)], we can express L after substituting (S42-S44) to (S46) as

Lmax = 3Ω

√√√√ τ02vF

∆
(

1 + 2∆
V2

) 1(
1

2πESCFTκp̄+ 1
) . (S47)

We note that setting κ = 0 corresponds to ignoring the preparation stage and we recover the formula (S41). Similarly,
ignoring the time evolution, as in the case of the preparation of the ground states for chains with L = 3l, amounts to
neglecting the “+1” term in the second denominator.

FIG. S9. Maximum chain length Lmax for a coherent evolution using Rydberg state |84S〉 of 6Li for temperatures T =
(0, 30, 273) K (blue, green, red) corresponding to τ0 = (8.6, 2.8, 0.42) ms [43, 44].

F. Energy scales and quality of the approximations

Estimates of energy scales. It is apparent from the previous sections that engineering the supersymmetric Hamiltonian
is a tradeoff between a number of requirements. On one hand one wishes to maximize the energy scales, namely the
dressing Rabi frequency Ω, which determines the interaction Eq. (S24) to overcome the decoherence, cf. Eq. (S47).
Tuning the Hamiltonian to the supersymmetric point J = W (2r0), it also maximizes the tunneling rate, cf. Eq. (S26).
Same effects result from reducing ∆.

On the other hand, one wishes to minimize Ω/∆ to be well in the adiabatic approximation regime, where the
flat-top interaction potential (S24) remains valid, the population in the Rydberg state is negligible and where the
Rydberg Hamiltonian, Eq. (6) of the main text, approaches the supersymmetric one.
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While precise quantification of this trade-off goes beyond the scope of the present article, for illustration purposes it
is instructive to consider specific example. Focusing on fermionic 6Li, the choice of the Rydberg state |84S〉 used in the
main text is motivated by the maximization of the Rydberg state lifetime to overcome the decoherence, cf. Eq. (S47),
as (at zero temperature) τ0 ∝ n∗ 3, where n∗ is the effective principal quantum number accounting for a quantum
defect [79]. The associated Van der Waals coefficient C6 = 645 GHz ·µm6 determines the Rydberg interaction energy.
Choosing Ω = 2π × 10 MHz and Ω/∆ = 1/10 as experimentally sensible values, the lattice constant r0 = 2.5 µm is
determined to satisfy the hierarchy W (r0)�W (2r0)�W (3r0). This then finally determines the actual energy scale
of the Hamiltonian at the supersymmetric point J = W (2r0) ≈ 4 kHz.

In the main text, we have focused mainly on the critical case λ = 1. This was motivated by the relative experimental
simplicity compared to the off-critical one described in Sec. V B, but also by its prominence, since at criticality the
propagating kinks reach their maximum velocity, the Fermi velocity vF . In this case the chemical potential µ in
Eq. (S26) contributes a uniform global offset and can be thus dropped everywhere but at the boundaries, where
µ1 = µL = J .

With this, we can now enquire about the experimental feasibility of such scenario. Our construction relies on the
tight-binding approximation for atoms tunneling in the optical lattice. For lattice potentials of the form V (x) =
V0/2 cos(2kx) this occurs in the limit V0/Er � 1, where Er = (~k)2/(2m) is the recoil energy, m the atom mass and
k = 2π/λ the lattice wavevector. In the tight-binding regime, the tunneling rate is given by [45]

J/Er =
4√
π

(
V0

Er

) 3
4

e
−2

√
V0
Er (S48)

and the band width ∆E = 4J . Furthermore, taking a harmonic approximation for the minima of the potential V (x),
one can identify the corresponding harmonic oscillator frequency separating the ground and the first excited state
as ω =

√
2V0k2/m. This indicates the relevant energy scale for the temperature of the atoms, namely kBT � ω

in order to avoid thermal excitations of the higher bands of the lattice. Put together we thus require V0 � Er and
∆E, kBT � ω.

The above parameters fix the tunneling rate J ≈ 4 kHz, which implies V0 ≈ 5.5Er (for λ = 2r0 = 5µm of the optical
lattice laser light) and ω ≈ 2π × 6 kHz corresponding to ~ω/kB ≈ 0.3 µK. To this end we note that temperatures of
order O(10 nK) have been achieved when cooling fermions in optical lattices [80–82]. Clearly, the value V0/Er ≈ 5.5
puts in question the appropriateness of the tight-binding approximation. One way to ensure its applicability is to
increase V0/Er, reducing however the tunneling rate significantly. For instance for V0/Er = 40 we get J = 6 Hz. To
remedy this, one could implement the Raman assisted hopping as suggested in Fig. S5 in the context of the off-critical

implementation of the M1 model, leading to J ∝ ΩR
2
/∆R.

Quality of the approximations. In the proposed quantum simulation of the supersymmetric lattice Hamiltonian, we
have made two crucial approximations, namely we have adiabatically eliminated the Rydberg states, cf. Sec. V A and
neglected the long range tails of the dressed interaction beyond next-to-nearest neighbours. The former approximation
effectively neglects a finite population in the Rydberg state which results in photon scattering with associated energy
scale γ ∝ γ0(Ω/∆)2, cf. Sec. V E, while the energy scale of the latter is W (3r0). These two scales then set a bound
on the times where the approximations remain valid. Importantly, one also requires coherent evolution up to times
tJ/l ∼ O(1), where J = W (2r0), to see the effects of the (s)kink propagation.

Here we specifically focus on evaluating the effect of neglecting the tails of the interaction versus neglecting the
scattering. We further parametrize W (nr0) = wnΩ4/∆3 and ask what is the effect of both for a given time tJ . We
get for the scattering and neglecting the tails respectively

tγ

tJ
∝ 1

w2

∆

Ω

γ0

Ω
,
tW (3r0)

tJ
=
W (3r0)

W (2r0)
. (S49)

The ratio W (3r0)/W (2r0) � 1 by construction. In comparison, ∆γ0/(w2Ω2) ≈ 290 for the parameters used in the
main text, i.e. Ω = 2π × 10 MHz, Ω/∆ = 1/10, C6 = 645 GHz · µm6, r0 = 2.5µm and taking τ0 = 1/γ0 = 8.6 ms
corresponding to zero temperature lifetime of |84S〉 state of 6Li. It is thus clear that the off-resonant scattering is the
dominant limiting factor for the coherent evolution. Furthermore, this trend will become even more pronounced in
the double dressing scheme discussed in Sec. V C, which further reduces the ratio W (3r0)/W (2r0) and increases the
scattering due to the off-resonant coupling to the additional Rydberg state. This is indeed compatible with the time
dynamics generated by the Rydberg Hamiltonian with interactions truncated beyond next-to-nearest neighbour (gray
line in Fig. 3c). In this case, the only discrepancy with respect to the dynamics generated by the supersymmetric
Hamiltonian (blue dashed line in Fig. 3c) comes from the leakage to the Rydberg state. While this increases with
increasing Ω/∆, the overall optimization is dictated by the requirements in Eq. (S49), namely it is favorable to increase
Ω/∆ while maximizing Ω, cf. Sec. V E.
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In summary, while further optimization is in principle possible, for realistic parameters the effect of omitting the
tails remains negligible in comparison with the leakage of the atom population to the Rydberg state and the associated
scattering. As mentioned in the main text, a promissing avenue to overcome this difficulty is to use cold molecules
instead of Rydberg atoms [54, 56]. These are particularly interesting as they provide permanent or electric-field
induced dipole moment, which is typically of order 1 Debye corresponding to the interaction energy of 10 kHz for
1µm separation [55–57], scale comparable to the present study. This would provide the blockade without the need of
dressing to the optically excited state avoiding thus the decoherence due to off-resonant scattering.

Symmetry considerations. Let us recap the effects of the finite energy scales from the point of view of the (su-
per)symmetry of the target Hamiltonian. As discussed in the previous paragraph, for the relevant parameter regime,
the imperfect blockade W (r0)/W (2r0) < ∞ dominates over the effect of the interaction tails W (nr0), n > 2, cf.
Eq. (S28), and both represent a weak breaking of the supersymmetry.

In order to quantify the effect of the tails in the limit of large system sizes one could treat the effects of the W (nr0)
terms, n > 2, perturbatively (as suggested in a similar context in [83]) or using large-scale numerical simulations for
real time evolution such as the DMRG [84] or neural networks [85] based methods. Similarly, one could perform a
systematic study of the imperfect blockade by replacing the projectors Pi in the definition of the supercharges Q, cf.
(S26), by Pi → Pi + ηni, where η = O(1/W (r0)) [83] and simultaneous deformation of HQ from the supersymmetric
point with a potential

∑
iW (r0)nini+1 to account for the nearest-neihbour interaction. However, such detailed

analysis is beyond the scope of the present work.
Importantly, we note that HQ, Eq. (S26), is recovered from the parent Rydberg Hamiltonian (6) in the limit of

W (r0)/W (2r0),W (2r0)/W (nr0)→∞, ∀n > 2. This is reminiscent of a situation encountered in the early proposals
[86, 87] of the cold atom based quantum simulators of lattice gauge theories (LGT). There, the local Hamiltonian
symmetry corresponds to the Gauss law which was recovered only asymptotically in the limit of infinite interaction
strength of the parent Hubbard-like model from which the effective Hamiltonian corresponding to the LGT was
derived. The engineering of the Gauss law has then been improved in [88] by invoking the Higgs field, cf. also [89, 90]
for recent developments.

In this context, it would be interesting to explore alternative avenues for engineering the supersymmetric lattice
Hamiltonians in order to recover the exact supersymmetry, for instance through the mapping to spin Hamiltonians
as discussed in the Outlook of the main text.
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