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Emergent ergodicity at the transition between many-body localized phases
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Strongly disordered systems in the many-body localized (MBL) phase can exhibit ground state
order in highly excited eigenstates. The interplay between localization, symmetry, and topology has
led to the characterization of a broad landscape of MBL phases ranging from spin glasses and time
crystals to symmetry protected topological phases. Understanding the nature of phase transitions
between these different forms of eigenstate order remains an essential open question. Here, we
conjecture that no direct transition between distinct MBL orders can occur; rather, a thermal phase
always intervenes. Motivated by recent advances in Rydberg-atom-based quantum simulation, we
propose an experimental protocol where the intervening thermal phase can be diagnosed via the

dynamics of local observables.

Traditionally, the classification of phases of matter
has focused on systems at or near thermal equilibrium.
Many-body localization (MBL) offers an alternative to
this paradigm [1-6]. In particular, owing to the presence
of strong disorder, MBL phases are characterized by their
failure to thermalize [7—10]. This dynamical property im-
poses strong constraints on the structure of eigenstates;
namely, that they exhibit area-law entanglement and can
be described as the ground state of quasi-local Hamilto-
nians [11, 12]. Perhaps the most striking consequence
is that such systems can exhibit order — previously re-
stricted to the ground state — throughout their entire
many-body spectrum [12-17]. This offers a particularly
tantalizing prospect for near-term quantum simulators:
The ability to observe phenomena, such as coherent topo-
logical edge modes, without the need to cool to the many-
body ground state [18-22].

The presence of eigenstate order in the many-body lo-
calized phase also raises a more fundamental question:
What is the nature of phase transitions between different
types of MBL order? This question highlights a delicate
balance between the properties of localization and phase
transitions. On the one hand, the stability of MBL is
contingent upon the existence of an extensive number of
quasi-local conserved quantities (“f-bits”) [11, 23]. On
the other hand, the correlation length at a second-order
phase transition diverges [24]. Understanding and char-
acterizing this interplay remains an outstanding chal-
lenge. Indeed, while certain studies suggest the pres-
ence of a direct transition between distinct MBL phases
[16, 20, 25-28], others have found signatures of delocal-
ization at the transition [29, 30].

In this Letter, we conjecture that any transition
between distinct MBL phases is invariably forbidden
and that an intervening thermal phase always emerges
(Fig. 1a). This conjecture is motivated by an extensive
numerical study of three classes of MBL transitions: (i) a
symmetry-breaking transition, (ii) a symmetry-protected
topological (SPT) transition, and (iii) a discrete time
crystalline transition (in a Floquet system). By sys-
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FIG. 1. (a) Phase diagram of the symmetry breaking model,

Eqn. 1, as a function of W /W), and interaction strength Wy .
For all numerically accessible Wy, we observe a finite width
thermal region between the two different MBL phases (PM
and SG). At Wy = 0, the system is non-interacting and ex-
hibits a critical point at W; /W), = 1 (red point). (b) Phase
diagram as a function of a symmetry breaking field I' and
Wi /Wi for Wy = 0.3. With increasing I', the size of the
thermal region decreases until the system remain localized
for all W;/Wj,. (inset) Schematic of the full phase diagram
as a function of W; /Wy, Wy and T

tematically constructing the various phase diagrams, we
show that an intervening ergodic region emerges for all
numerically-accessible interaction strengths. Moreover,
we demonstrate that this emergent ergodicity is inti-
mately tied to the presence of a phase transition; a
disorder-less, symmetry-breaking field suppresses the in-
tervening ergodic phase. In addition to numerics, we
analyze two instabilities which could induce thermaliza-
tion near the putative transition: (i) the proliferation of
two-body resonances [2, 31, 32] and (ii) the run-away of
avalanches [33, 34]. We find that the latter is marginal.
Finally, we propose and analyze an experimental plat-
form capable of directly exploring the emergence of er-
godicity at the transition between MBL phases. Our
proposal is motivated by recent advances in Rydberg-
dressed, neutral-atom quantum simulators [35-42]; we
demonstrate that the phase diagram depicted in Fig. 1
can be directly probed via quench dynamics of local ob-
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FIG. 2. (a-d) Characterization of the symmetry breaking model, Eqn. 1, for Wy = 0.7. (a) For W;/W}, 2 10, x increases

with system size evincing the SG nature of the phase.

In the PM phase, x approaches a finite constant, albeit exhibiting

two distinct behaviors (inset). (b) (r)-ratio as a function of W; /W), reveals an intervening thermal phase surrounded by two
localized phases. The dash-dotted [dashed] line corresponds to the GOE [Poisson] expectation. (c¢) The half-chain entanglement
entropy Sz /2 increases with system size for intermediate W;/Wh, in agreement with the expected thermal volume-law. In the
two localized phases, Sp,/ saturates to different values, highlighting the distinct nature of the underlying eigenstate order. (d)
The variance of Sy, exhibits two distinct peaks in agreement with the presence of two distinct transitions. (e)[(f)] Sr,2 for
the SPT [DTC] model of Eqn. 2 [Eqn. 3] also demonstrates the presence of an intervening thermal phase. Each data point
corresponds to averaging over at least 10° disorder realizations.

servables within experimental decoherence time-scales.

Let us start by considering the paradigmatic example
of a disordered one dimensional spin chain, which hosts
two distinct MBL phases:

H = Z Jiojoi 1+ Zhiaf + Z‘/}(deﬁ_l +07071s),
i i i
(1)

where ¢ are Pauli operators and all coupling strengths
are disordered, with J; € [-W,, Wy], h; € [-Wj, Wp],
and V; € [-Wy,Wy] [43]. We choose to work with the
normalization /W ;W; = 1 and perform extensive ex-
act diagonalization studies up to system size L = 16
[44]. In the absence of V;, the system reduces to the non-
interacting, Anderson localized limit and for sufficiently
strong disorder (in J; and h;), this localization persists
in the presence of interactions.

The Hamiltonian (Eqn. 1) exhibits a Zs symmetry cor-
responding to a global spin-flip, G = [[, 7. In the many-
body localized regime, two distinct forms of eigenstate
order emerge with respect to the breaking of this symme-
try. For W), > W, Wy, the transverse field dominates
and the system is in the MBL paramagnetic (PM) phase.
The conserved ¢-bits simply correspond to dressed ver-
sions of the physical o operators. For W; > W, Wy,
the Ising interaction dominates and the eigenstates cor-

respond to “cat states” of spin configurations in the 2
direction. Physical states break the associated Zy sym-
metry, the /-bits are dressed versions of o707, |, and the
system is in the so-called MBL spin-glass (SG) phase
[13, 16].

These two types of eigenstate order can be dis-
tinguished via the Edwards-Anderson order parameter
which probes the presence of long-range Ising correla-
tions in eigenstates [n), x = (L7'Y,; (n|ofo? ny?),
where {---)) denotes averaging over disorder realizations
[16, 28]. In the SG phase, this order parameter scales ex-
tensively with system size, x o« L, while in the PM phase,
it approaches a constant O(1) value. Fixing Wy = 0.7,
x exhibits a clear transition from PM to SG as one tunes
the ratio of W; /W), (Fig. 2a). The finite-size flow of x is
consistent with the presence of a single critical point at
WJ = 3.2, Wh =0.32 (WJ/Wh ~ 10)

However, thermalization diagnostics tell a different
story. In particular, we compute the (r)-ratio, a mea-
sure of the rigidity of the many-body spectrum: (r) =
(min{dy, dpt1}/max{dy,, 6ni1}), where §, = E,y1— En,
E, is the n'® eigenenergy and averaging is also done
across the entire many-body spectrum [45, 46]. In the
MBL phase, energy levels exhibit Poisson statistics with
(r) = 0.39, while in the ergodic phase, level repulsion
leads to the GOE expectation (r) ~ 0.53 [4, 6, 47]. Un-



like x, which exhibits a single transition, the (r)-ratio
exhibits two distinct critical points, each characterized
by its own finite-size flow (Fig. 2b). This demarcates
three distinct phases: two many-body localized phases
(for Wy /Wy, < 0.1 and W; /W), 2 10) separated by an
intervening thermal phase. Interestingly, the location of
the thermal-MBL transition at W;/W};, ~ 10 matches
the location of the spin-glass transition observed via Y.
The fact that an additional thermal-MBL transition is
observed in the (r)-ratio, but not in x, suggests that the
PM regime has slightly more structure.

In order to further probe this structure, we turn to the
half-chain entanglement entropy, S /2 = —Tr[ps log(ps)],
where ps = Tri<z/2[|n) (n]]. The behavior of Sy /s, illus-
trated in Fig. 2c, allows us to clearly distinguish three
phases: the MBL paramagnet, the thermal paramagnet,
and the MBL spin-glass. For W;/W}, <« 0.1, the eigen-
states are close to product states and the entanglement
entropy Sy, /2 is independent of L, consistent with a local-
ized paramagnet. Near W; /W), ~ 1, Sy /5 increases with
system size, approaching (Llog2 — 1)/2, consistent with
a thermal paramagnet. Finally, for W; /W) > 10, the
half-chain entanglement again becomes independent of L
and, for very large W /W), approaches log 2, consistent
with the cat-state-nature of eigenstates in the MBL SG
phase.

A few remarks are in order. First, the variance of
Sr/2 provides a complementary diagnostic to confirm
the presence of two distinct thermal-MBL transitions
(Fig. 2d). Indeed, one observes two well-separated peaks
in var(Sz/2), whose locations are consistent with the
transitions found in the (r)-ratio. Second, although x
only scales with system size in the SG phase, one expects
its behavior to be qualitatively different in the MBL ver-
sus thermal paramagnet. In particular, in the MBL para-
magnet, the (-bits have a small overlap with ofc and
one expects x > 1; meanwhile, in the thermal paramag-
net (at infinite temperature) one expects x — 1 rapidly
with increasing system size. This is indeed borne out by
the numerics, as shown in the inset of Fig. 2a.

Diagnostics in hand, we now construct the full phase
diagram as a function of Wy and W;/W; (Fig. 1la).
Even for the smallest interaction strengths accessible,
Wy ~ 0.07, one observes a finite width region where
the (r)-ratio increases with system size [44]. Although
clearly indicative of a thermal intrusion, it is possible that
our analysis underestimates the size of the intervening
ergodic phase [48-50]. Extrapolating toward Wy = 0,
our phase diagram suggests the presence of a finite-width
thermal region between the two MBL phases, which ter-
minates at the non-interacting critical point (Fig. 1a).

In order to verify that the presence of a phase transi-
tion is indeed responsible for the intervening ergodic re-
gion, one can explicitly break the Zs symmetry in Eqn. 1.
We do so by adding a disorder-less, on-site longitudinal
field, T'>", 07. Despite the fact that the field is uni-
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FIG. 3. (a) (r)-ratio as a function of W;/W), at Wy =
0.3 in the presence of an explicit symmetry breaking field
I’ = 2. The dash-dotted [dashed] line corresponds to the
GOE [Poisson] expectation. Unlike the symmetry respecting
case (I' = 0, inset), the system remains localized for all val-
ues of W;/Wy,. (b) Within the thermal region (here with
Wy /Wiy = 1), an increasing symmetry-breaking field drives
the system towards localization. Each data point corresponds
to averaging over at least 3 - 102 disorder realizations.

form, it causes the (r)-ratio to systematically decrease
(Figs. 3a,b), and for a sufficiently large symmetry break-
ing field, all finite-size flow tends toward localization.
This allows us to construct the phase diagram in the
presence of finite I', as depicted in Fig. 1b.

To understand the generality of an emergent ergodic
region between many-body localized phases, we now
consider two additional types of MBL transitions: a
symmetry-protected topological (SPT) transition and a
discrete time-crystalline (DTC) transition. The Hamil-
tonian of the SPT model is given by [51]:

HSPT = Z JiO'f_lo'fO'f_,'_l + Z hZO'lw
' i (2)

k2
x __x z Yy _y z
+ E Viloioiy +oiq0]0] 10740)
i

with J; € [—WJ,WJ], h; € [—Wh,Wh], and V; €
[-Wy, Wy]. Hgpr exhibits a Zs X Zy symmetry, which
gives rise to an MBL SPT (Haldane) phase for W; >
Wp, Wy and a topologically-trivial MBL phase for W; <«
Wy, Wy [15, 18]. For the DTC model, we consider a stro-
boscopic Floquet system:

Hi(t) = Yo Jiofoi +hiot +Vie; t€[0,T/2)
T t e [T/2,T)

—T 207
(3)

where J; € [0.5,1.5], T =2, h; € [0,h] and V; € [0,2V].
When h < 1, the Floquet system spontaneously breaks
time-translation symmetry and is in the so-called DTC
phase, while for A > 1, the system is in a Floquet para-
magnetic phase [20, 21, 29]. We analyze each of these
models using the four diagnostics previously described:
(i) the order parameter, (ii) the (r)-ratio, (iii) the half-
chain entanglement, and (iv) the variance, var(Sz ;). We



observe the same qualitative behavior for both transi-
tions across all diagnostics: An intervening ergodic phase
emerges which terminates at the non-interacting critical
point. This is illustrated in Figs. 2e,f for both the SPT
model and the DTC model using Sy, /2; all additional data
for the different diagnostics can be found in the supple-
mental material [44]. We further analyze the finite-size
effects arising from small couplings [44], which we believe
underlie previous numerical observations of apparent di-
rect transitions [20, 26-28].

Ezxperimental Realization.—Motivated by recent ad-
vances in the characterization and control of Rydberg
states, we propose an experimental protocol to di-
rectly explore the emergence of ergodicity between MBL
phases. Our protocol is most naturally implemented in
one dimensional chains of either alkali or alkaline-earth
atoms [35-42]. To be specific, we consider 8"Rb with
an effective spin-1/2 encoded in hyperfine states: ||) =
|[F=1,mp=-1) and |1) = |F=2,mp=-2). Re-
cent experiments have demonstrated the ability to gen-
erate strong interactions via either Rydberg-dressing in
an optical lattice (where atoms are typically spaced by
~ 0.5 pm) or via Rydberg-blockade in a tweezer array
(where atoms are typically spaced by ~ 3 um) [35-42].
Focusing on the optical lattice setup, dressing enables
the generation of tunable, long-range soft-core Ising in-
teractions, Hyy; = ZW- Jijofos, with a spatial profile
that interpolates between a constant at short distances
(determined by the blockade radius) and a 1/r® van der
Waals tail.

A particularly simple implementation of a PM-SG
Hamiltonian (closely related to Eqn. 1) is to alternate
time evolution under Hz 7 and Hx = Zl hio?, with the
latter being implemented via a two-photon Raman tran-
sition (Fig. 4a). In the high frequency limit, the dynamics
are governed by an effective Hamiltonian:

T1 T2
He = hio? Jyoioi, (4
ff 7'1-|—7'2Z 7 +Tl+7—2¢Zj 19i 9 (4)

%

where Hy is applied for time 7, Hzyz is applied for
time 79, and the Floquet frequency w = 27 /(1 + 12) >
hi, Jij.  This latter inequality ensures that both Flo-
quet heating and higher-order corrections to Heg can be
safely neglected on experimentally relevant time-scales
[44, 52, 53]. Note that unlike the DTC model (Eqn. 3),
here Floquet engineering is being used to emulate a static
MBL PM-SG Hamiltonian [54].

A few remarks are in order. First, by applying the
Rydberg dressing to only one of the two hyperfine states
(Fig. 4a), an additional longitudinal field Hz « of is
naturally generated. To restore the Zs symmetry, one
can exactly cancel this field by embedding a spin echo
into the Floquet sequence (Fig. 4b). In addition, vary-
ing the spacing between the echo m-pulses (Fig. 4b) di-
rectly controls the degree of cancellation, enabling one
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FIG. 4. (a) Schematic of the proposed experimental protocol.
Within an optical lattice, neutral atoms are prepared along
two adjacent diagonals (i.e. with a gas microscope), defining
a zig-zag spin chain configuration. Dressing with a Rydberg
state |r) leads to Hzz + Hz, while a two-photon Raman tran-
sition mediated by an excited state |e) leads to Hx. (b) By
combining rapid spin echo pulses with Floquet evolution un-
der Hx and Hzz + Hz, one can engineer Heg (Eqn. 4). (c-e)
Dynamics of o7, (blue) and 07 ,,_107,, (red) under Heg
starting with initial states |1) and [¢)..), respectively. Dif-
ferent panels correspond to representative behaviors for the
three distinct phases (tuned via h). (f) The height of the late-
time plateau distinguishes between the three phases. Each
data point corresponds to averaging over at least 10 disorder
realizations.

to experimentally probe the effect of an explicit symme-
try breaking field. Second, although our prior analysis
has focused on eigenstate properties, these are inaccessi-
ble to experiment. Fortunately, as we will demonstrate,
the phase diagram can also be characterized via the dy-
namics of local observables. The intuition behind this is
simple: observables that overlap with an ¢-bit exhibit a
plateau at late times.

To investigate this behavior, we use Krylov subspace
methods [55-58] to numerically simulate the dynam-
ics of Heg with 1 = 7 = 1, Ji,i+1 S [—1, —3],
Ji’i+2 = O.6Ji)i+1 and h; € [h,3h] We note that the
ratio of the nearest- to next-nearest-neighbor coupling
strength is chosen based upon the experimentally mea-
sured Rydberg-dressing-interaction profile and a 1D zig-
zag chain geometry (Fig. 4a) [37, 59, 60].

For system sizes up to L = 20, we compute the dy-
namics of initial states |i,) and |1,,) [61]; both states
are easily preparable in experiment, close to zero energy
density, and chosen such that (¢s]07 ), [tz) = 1 and
(2] 02/2_102/2 [t..) = 1. Starting with |¢,) as our ini-
tial state and large h, we observe that (o7 /2(t)> plateaus



to a finite value at late-times, indicating the system is in
the MBL PM phase (Fig. 4c). Analogously, for |¢,,) and
small i, we observe that (07 ,, ()07 /(1)) plateaus to a
finite value at late-times, indicating the system is in the
MBL SG phase (Fig. 4e). For h ~ 1, both observables
decay to zero, indicating the system is the thermal phase
(Fig. 4d). The plateau value of the two observables as
a function of h clearly identifies the intervening ergodic
region (Fig. 4f).

To ensure that one can observe the intervening ther-
mal phase within experimental coherence times, we now
estimate the time-scales necessary to carry out our proto-
col. Previous experiments using Rydberg dressing have
demonstrated coherence times T ~ 1 ms, with near-
est neighbor couplings J; ;41 ~ (27) x 13 kHz and a
microwave-induced 7-pulse duration ~ 25 us [37]. Taken
together, this leads to an estimate of ~ 55 us for the
Floquet period (Fig. 4b). Crucially, within T5 (i.e.~ 20
Floquet cycles), all observables approach their late-time
plateaus [44].

Discussion and outlook.—We conclude by discussing
previous analytical results and how they may shed light
on the origins of the intervening thermal phase. In
the absence of interactions, the Hamiltonian transitions
we consider all fall into infinite-randomness universality
classes characterized by both a divergent single-particle
density of states (DOS, D(¢) ~ |elog®e|~" near zero
single-particle energy ¢) and single-particle orbitals with
diverging mean and typical localization lengths ({mean ~
|log?e| and &y, ~ |loge| respectively) [62-65]. These
divergences suggest that two-body resonances might di-
rectly destabilize MBL upon the introduction of interac-
tions; however, a simple counting of resonances in typical
blocks does not produce such an instability: In a block of
length [, there are [N () “active” single particle orbitals
with &yp(€) > 1, where N(g) = [“de’ D(¢') is the inte-
grated DOS [32, 44, 66]. These orbitals overlap in real
space and are thus susceptible to participating in pertur-
bative two-body resonances. A perturbative instability
of the localized state arises if [N diverges as € — 0; even
for arbitrarily small interactions, a large network of reso-
nant pairs can be found at low enough energy. Using the
DOS and localization lengths of the infinite-randomness
transition, we find IN ~ 1/|loge| which vanishes slowly
as e — 0.

Alternatively, one might consider the susceptibility to
‘avalanches’ due to rare thermal bubbles induced by the
interactions [33, 67, 68]. For a system with a distribu-
tion of localization lengths, it has recently been shown
that the average localization length controls this insta-
bility [34]: for £ > 2/log2, thermal bubbles avalanche.
However, this is within a model where the orbitals have a
single localization center. Near the infinite-randomness
transition, the orbitals have two centers whose separa-
tion is controlled by &ean but whose overlap onto a pu-
tative thermal bubble is controlled by &;yp. Thus, while

Emean diverges logarithmically, the more appropriate Q
remains finite and this criterion does not produce an ab-
solute instability [44]. We highlight that it is only a log-
arithmic correction which causes the convergence of the
average localization length; unaccounted channels might
provide an additional logarithm leading to an absolute
avalanche instability. We leave this to future work.

Finally, let us note that the direct numerical obser-
vation of avalanche instabilities remains extremely chal-
lenging [33, 69]; the presence of a robust intervening ther-
mal region in our study suggests that an alternate mech-
anism might be at the heart of our observations.

Note added: During the completion of this work, we
became aware of complementary work on the presence of
intervening thermal phases between MBL transitions [70]
which will appear in the same arXiv posting.
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ADDITIONAL NUMERICAL DATA FOR ORDER PARAMETERS, LEVEL STATISTICS, AND
ENTANGLEMENT

Symmetry-Breaking Model

In the main text, we employed the order parameter x, the (r)-ratio, the half-chain entanglement Sy, /5, and the
variance of the entanglement var(Sf,/2) to diagnose the phase diagram of the symmetry breaking model (Eqn. 1) and
reveal the existence of an intervening thermal phase. In this section, we provide additional data for these quantities
at a variety of interaction strengths Wy € {0.07,0.1,0.3,0.5} (Fig. S1) to complement the data shown at Wy = 0.7
in Fig. 2(a~d) of the main text.

We note that across all Wy, signatures of the intervening thermal phase remain present. In the case of the (r)-ratio
and S, /» (shown in the middle two columns of Fig. S1), this signature manifests itself in a distinct change in finite
size flow around W;/W,;, = 1. However, we comment that, at low interactions, due to both the small width of the
intervening thermal phase and finite-size limitations [1-3], the thermal phase cannot be resolved in certain numerical
probes. For example, at Wy = 0.1, the double peak structure of the variance of entanglement disappears; this is due
to the fact that the width of these peaks (at the system sizes accessible) exceeds the width of the intervening thermal
phase. We remark that we see evidence of the intervening thermal phase to interaction strengths down to Wy = 0.07
(See Fig. S2). However, in this parameter regime, we are limited by strong finite size effects and as such conventional
methods for extracting critical points (e.g. finite-size scaling) are not feasible.

We conclude this section by demonstrating that all results for this model are independent of the parameterization
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FIG. S1. The order parameter x, the (r)-ratio, the half-chain entanglement Sy /7, and the variance of the entanglement var(Sy,/2)
as a function of W;/W}, for the model of Eqn. 1 of the main text. From the top row to the bottom, the interaction strengths
are chosen to bess Wy € {0.1,0.3,0.5} (from left to right). For panels depicting the (r)-ratio, the dash-dotted [dashed] line
corresponds to the GOE [Poisson] expectation. A minimum of 3 - 10? disorder averages are performed for each quantity.
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FIG. S2. (r)-ratio as a function of the tuning parameter Wy /W), at low-interaction Wy = 0.07. The dash-dotted [dashed] line
corresponds to GOE [Poisson] value. Zooming into the region around criticality (inset), one can see evidence for an intervening
thermal phase—at the largest system size considered (L = 16) and around W;/W}, = 1, the (r) begins increasing toward the
thermal value, suggesting a flow toward the thermal value. A minimum of 10® disorder realizations were averaged over for the
L = 12,14 curves and 10? disorder realizations were averaged over for the L = 16 curve.
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FIG. S3. (r)-ratio as a function of h for the model of Eqn. S1. The dash-dotted [dashed] line corresponds to the GOE [Poisson]
expectation. From left to right, the panels show the (r)-ratio at V.= 0.1,0.3, and 0.5. Observe that the behavior of the (r)-ratio
is qualitatively the same for this parameterization as it is for the parameterization in the main text. A minimum of 5 - 102
disorder realizations were averaged over for the L = 8,10 curves and 20 disorder averages were performed for the L = 12 curve.

and interactions chosen. Focusing on the behavior of the (r)-ratio, we consider the model:
H:ZJiUz‘ZJiZH —I—Zhiaf—i—ZViafafH (1)
i i i

with fixed strength of the Ising coupling J; € [1/2,3/2], a variable transverse field h; € [W},/2,3W},/2] and interaction
strength V; € Wy /2,3Wy /2]. Indeed, the observed behavior (Fig. S3) exhibits the same finite width thermal region
as the model in main text (Fig. 1, Fig. 2b, and Fig. S1). Unlike the model considered in the main text, Eqn. (S1) is
not self-dual under the Kramers-Wannier map (0f — o707, 0f — [[,; 0f) which takes W, /W), — W}, /W, and
maps between the MBL SG and the MBL PM phases. As such, the intervening thermal phase need not be centered
at WJ/Wh =1.

Characterizing Finite-Size Effects

In the main text, we commented on the severity of finite-size effects in exact diagonalization numerics performed
with either weak interaction strength or disorder distributions strongly peaked at zero. In this section, we expand
this discussion by focusing on a single-parameter family of disorder distributions that emerge in the context of strong
disorder RG [4, 5].
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FIG. S4. (a) The (r)-ratio as a function of W for V = 0.1 and V = 0.3 (top and bottom row respectively). The dash-dotted
[dashed] line corresponds to the GOE [Poisson| expectation of the (r)-ratio. (b) The disorder averaged mean level spacing and
minimum coupling as a function of W for L = 8,10,12,14 (top to bottom). The middle column shows the V = 0.1 case and
the right column shows the V' = 0.3 case. At least 10% disorder realization were averaged over for each data point.

Heuristically, if there are links in the chain whose coupling is smaller than the many-body level spacing, we expect
the system to be ’cut’ across those links, producing apparent localization in any finite-size diagnostics. As the many-
body level spacing decays as § ~ L/2F (possibly with additional sub-exponential corrections due to symmetries),
this does not reflect the thermodynamic limit for any system with extensively many couplings sampled from an O(1)
distribution. On the other hand, for system sizes accessible to exact diagonalization d can remain larger than the
sampled coupling strengths. This is particularly important when attempting to characterize the phase diagram of
the model at weak interaction strength or when the disorder distribution is strongly peaked at zero. Consider the
symmetry breaking model of Eqn. 1 of the main text with a generalized disorder distribution: J; = JX7, h; = h X,
and V; = VXY where X/, X/, and X} are distributed according to

Py (X) = % ()1(>11/w (52)

with X € (0,1]. Here, W characterizes the strength of the disorder: the numerics reported in the main-text are
performed with uniform distributions (W = 1), W > 1 produces a power law divergence at small coupling strength
and W — oo corresponds to the infinite-randomness fixed point. For a chain of length L, the typical minimum
coupling is of order Jyi, ~ L=W. Thus, at any given system size L, there is a large enough W such that Jy, is
typically smaller than the level spacing ¢, which is only weakly dependent on W.

In Fig. S4 we compare the disorder averaged mean level spacing and minimum interaction coupling as a function
of Wfor J =h =1and V =0.1 and 0.3. Furthermore, we report the behavior of the (r)-ratio as a function of W for
these same parameters.

For V = 0.1 and L = 8,10, the mean level spacing § is much greater than the average minimum coupling for all
W suggesting strong finite-size limitations. By contrast, at larger system size (L = 12,14) and near the uniform
distribution case (W ~ 1) the average minimum interaction coupling becomes larger than the mean level spacing.
In parallel, the (r)-ratio appears to flow localized between system sizes L = 8,10,12 but starts to flow thermal for
system sizes between L = 12,14 for W ~ 1 indicating that apparent localized behavior is an artifact of the chain
cutting finite-size effect, Fig. S4a inset.

For V = 0.3 and the smallest size considered (L = 8) the mean level spacing is larger than the average minimum
coupling, but already for L 2 10 and W < 2 this trend reverses. Correspondingly, the approach of (r)-ratio to
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FIG. 85. We present the order parameter O, the (r)-ratio, the half-chain entanglement Sy /5, and the variance of the entangle-
ment var(Sg /) for interaction strengths Wy € {0.1,0.5} for the SPT model (Eqn. 2) of the main text. For panels depicting
the (r)-value, the dash-dotted [dashed] line corresponds to the GOE [Poisson] value. At least 9 - 10? disorder averages were
performed for each system size.

the thermal value is much clearer. Strikingly, the regime of W where the (r)-ratio starts to become localized is in
quantitative agreement with where the mean-level spacing starts to exceed the minimum coupling.

We are led to the conclusion that even for significant interaction strength (V' = 0.3), numerical results may be
strongly biased toward apparent localization for large W due to these strong finite size effects.

Supplementary Analysis for the SPT and DTC Models

In order to demonstrate that the intervening ergodic region generically emerges between different MBL phases, we
analyzed two additional models distinct from the symmetry breaking model of Eqn. 1: a model with an SPT transtion
and a model with an DTC transition (Egs. 2 and 3; data shown in Fig. 2e,f). In this section, we provide additional
numerical data for these models and construct the associated phase diagrams (analogous to the diagram in Fig. 1a).

We begin with the SPT model in Eqn. 2. In order to diagnose the different phases of the SPT model, we compute
a string order parameter [6]:

1 z j72 xr z
0= <<L Z (n|ojol ( H 0k> of 07 |n>2>> (S3)
i,jrit2<j—2 k=i+2

where |n) is the eigenstate at the center of the many-body spectrum and {---) indicates averaging over disorder
realizations. This order parameter is the non-local analogue of the Edwards-Anderson order parameter for the
symmetry-breaking model and as such scales extensively in the MBL SPT phase and saturates to an O(1) constant
in either the thermal or trivial MBL phases. The data for this order parameter, along with (r)-ratio, half-chain
entanglement Sy, and the variance of the half-chain entanglement var(Sz, ;) are shown in Fig. S5 for interaction
strength Wy = 0.1,0.5.

We now turn to the DTC model in Eqn. 3, where the order parameter is given by:

Nr L

1 t z z
A= 507 20 D (U {07 () (0) (S4)

t=1 i=1

where T represents the period of one Floquet cycle. This order parameter is non-zero in the DTC phase and is zero
in the trivial Floquet MBL phase [7]. In our numerics, Nr is set to 20. From our observations, this choice does not
affect the numerical value of the order parameter. Data for this order parameter, along with (r)-ratio and half-chain
entanglement Sy are shown in Fig. S6 for interaction strengths h, = 0.1,0.5.

In both cases, we see evidence of an intervening thermal phase persistent to low interactions. The phase diagram
for both the SPT and DTC models can be extracted using finite-size scaling (see the next subsection) of the (r)-ratio
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FIG. S6. The order parameter A, the (r)-ratio, the half-chain entanglement Sy, /o, and the variance of the entanglement
var(Sp/z) for interaction strengths h. € {0.1,0.5} for the DTC model (Eqn. 2) of the main text. For panels depicting the (r)-
value, the dash-dotted [dashed] line corresponds to the GOE [Poisson] value. At least 3-10? disorder averages were performed
for each system size.
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FIG. S7. Phase diagrams of the SPT (left panel) and DTC (right panel) models of the main text. For all interaction strengths,
we find an intervening thermal phase separating the two MBL phases. The red point on the z-axis of either diagram indicates
the location of the non-interacting critical point.

numerics. Both phase diagrams exhibit the intervening thermal phase the two MBL phases, as in Fig. 1, highlighting
the generality of this feature.

Finite-Size Scaling Analysis

In this section, we detail the finite-size scaling analysis performed to extract the phase boundaries of different models
considered in the main text (Fig. 1 and Fig. S7) . In particular, all phase boundaries are extracted via scaling collapse
around a crossing point of the (r)-ratio as a function some tuning parameter A (log(W;/W}) for the symmetry-
breaking and SPT model, log(h,) for the DTC model, and T in the explicit symmetry-breaking analysis). To perform
the finite-size scaling analysis, we assume a standard (r)-ratio scaling ansatz for the thermal-MBL transition [8]:

ru(A) = fILYVY(A - AL) (S5)
where r7,(A) is the disorder averaged (r)-ratio at A and length L. To extract the critical point, we first linearly

interpolate the simulated data points {rr(A;)} as a function of A yielding an interpolation 71, (A) which we can then
scale and sample from. The critical point A. and critical exponent v are extracted by numerically minimizing the
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FIG. S8. Left two columns: representative collapses for the (r)-ratio for the models of Eqn. 1, 2,and 3 of the main text at
interaction strengths Wy = 0.3, Wy = 0.3, and h. = 0.3 respectively (top to bottom). The critical exponent extracted from
these collapses are shown in each panel. Right two columns: the extracted critical exponents as a function of interaction
strength. We note that each extracted exponent is well below the dashed line at v = 2, which is known analytically as the
lower bound for critical exponent in generic disordered systems.

square residual quality function:

QA v) =D Y (Fr(Ak = A)LY") =7, (Ay = A)LH)? (S6)
ij k

where i, j index the system sizes that we simulate (e.g. {8,10,12,14,16} for the model of Eqn. 1) and & indexes the
set of {(Ar —A)LY"}. The resulting scaling collapses for each model can be found in Fig. S8 and the scaling collapses
for the symmetry-breaking analysis can be found in Figure S9. The errors in the critical point dA and the critical
exponent dv are estimated by adding a perturbation to each data point of the (r)-ratio which is sampled from a
uniform distribution with a width matching the standard error of that data point. The error reported is the standard
deviation of the extracted distribution of A, and v.

While all extracted critical exponents violate known analytic bounds [9, 10], these results are consistent with
previous numerical studies [8, 11].

ADDITIONAL NUMERICAL DATA FOR THE EXPLICIT SYMMETRY BREAKING ANALYSIS

In the main text, we explored the effect of explicitly breaking the Zs-symmetry of Eqn. 1 by introducing a disorder-
less longitudinal field ~ '), o7. Interestingly, we observed that, upon increasing I', the intervening thermal phase
disappeared (Fig. 1b and Fig. 3). In this section, we provide additional numerical data highlighting the effects of this
symmetry-breaking field on the intervening thermal phase. First, we consider the (r)-ratio as a function of W;/W},
for T' € {0.5,1,1.5,2} and V € {0.3,0.5} in Fig. S10.

For both interaction strengths, we find that, upon increasing I', the intervening thermal phase is suppressed and
eventually disappears. Additionally, we show the (r)-ratio as a function of T for W;/W}, = 1 and Wy = 0.5 in
Fig. S11. The crossing of the curves with different system sizes in Fig. S11 indicates a transition between thermal
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FIG. S10. The two rows exhibit the (r)-ratio as a function of W;/Wj, for interaction strengths Wy € {0.3,0.5} with I" €
{0.5,1.0,1.5,2.0} in different columns. The dash-dotted [dashed] line corresponds to the GOE [Poisson| expectation of the
(r)-ratio. Each data point corresponds to averaging over at least 3 - 10? disorder realizations.
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FIG. S11. The (r)-ratio as a function of the explicit symmetry breaking strength I" for W; /W), = 1. The dash-dotted [dashed]
line corresponds to the GOE [Poisson] value. Each data point corresponds to averaging over at least 3- 10? disorder realizations.
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and localized behavior. This is qualitatively the same as the results presented in Fig. 3b of the main text.

ADDITIONAL DETAILS FOR EXPERIMENTAL PROPOSAL

Dynamics of Local Observables in “Zig-Zag” and “Linear” Chain Geometries

In the main text, we proposed an experimental protocol which can be naturally implemented in one-dimensional
chains of neutral atoms trapped in an optical lattice. Here, optical dressing and Floquet engineering techniques
are used in order to simulate time-evolution under the Hamiltonian of Eqn. 4. In Fig. 4, we demonstrated that, by
examining the dynamics of local observables, one could diagnose the phase diagram of the aforementioned Hamiltonian
and see evidence of an intervening thermal phase. The numerics presented were all in the “strong interaction” regime
(Jiiv2 = 0.6J; ;+1) which was motivated by the “zig-zag” geometry of Fig. 4a. In this section, we provide additional
numerics at “strong interaction” and further provide numerics in a “weak interaction” regime (ji,i+2 = O.ZJMH)
which can be realized via atoms arranged in a “linear” geometry (say a single row or column of a square optical
lattice).

In Fig. 812, we present the decay of (¢u]07 )y |tha) = (07 o) and (¥.|0F 107 5 |002) = (075107 j5) for the
“strong interaction” regime (See [12] for the definition of |¢,) and |¢,,)). Within 20/.J, all of the curves near h =1
approximately saturate to zero, indicating the presence of the intervening thermal phase. We note that late-time
plateaus for these curves are extracted by averaging each curve between ¢t € [19/J,20/J]. These late-time plateaus are
shown as a function of h in Fig. 4d. We remark that the non-zero late-time plateau for (o7 /,(t)) [(07 /o107 /5)] in the
MBL SG [PM] phase is not a finite-time effect; the I-bit in these regimes has a finite overlap with the corresponding
observable.

We conclude this section by presenting numerics in the “weak interaction” regime (with ji’i+2 = O.QJMH). In the
top panel of Fig. S13, we show the late-time plateaus of (Uf/Q(t» and (07 ,_107 /) as a function of & (analogous to
the “strong interaction” plateaus that we showed in Fig. 4d of the main text). Observe that in the predicted thermal
regime (the yellow region), it appears that the plateau of (o7 /,(t)) is finite, contrary to the thermal prediction. This
apparent contradiction is explained by examining the decays in the bottom panel of Fig. S13. Here, for h = 1, we
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FIG. S13. The top plot depicts the late-time plateau (as extracted by averaging (O(t)) over ¢t € [19/J,20/J] as a function
of h. Representative decays for h € {0.27,1.00,7.20} are shown in the bottom three panels. Each data point corresponds to
averaging over at least 10? disorder realizations.

see that, at 20/J; ;1 1, (07 /2(t)) is far from saturating and is clearly downwards sloped. As such, in order to see clear
evidence of the intervening thermal phase in the “weak-interaction” regime, it is necessary to go to later times.

Trotterization Analysis

Our experimental proposal hinged on implementing the Hamiltonian of Eqn. 4 via a two-stage Floquet drive (Fig. 4b
in the main text). In this section, we present an analysis of the conditions required to ensure faithful engineering
Floquet.

In the main text, our driving protocol approximated the evolution under the time-independent Hamiltonian of
Eqn. 4 as

exp (—iHeg(T1 + 72)) = exp (—iHx11) exp (—iHzz7s) . (S7)

While in the infinite-frequency limit, this sequence yields the correct effective Hamiltonian (Eqn. 4 of the main text),
the leading order finite frequency corrections is linear in the inverse frequency of the drive. Fortunately, such linear
term can be cancelled by symmetrizing the Floquet sequence [13] (without requiring an additional 7-pulse) as shown
in the top of Fig. S14:

exp (—iHog(T1 + 72)) = exp (—iHx7/2) exp (—iHzz72) exp (—iHx11/2) . (S8)

This enables us to consider larger values of 7 and 75 while keeping the simulation error small. In particular, to leading
order, the trotterization error is controlled by the small parameter

}_liji,i+17—l7—2 . max{}_ziﬁ, ji,i+17—2} < 1. (89)

With this Floquet sequence in hand, we seek to demonstrate that faithful Floquet evolution can be realized in
experimentally relevant parameter regimes. To this end, we choose two typical sets of parameter values, (h; = 5,
ji,i+1 = 1, ji,i+2 = 0.6ji7¢+1 and T = TQ) and (il/l = 1, ji,i+1 = 1, ji’i+2 = 0.6ji’i+1 and T1 = T2 ), COYFGSpOHdiDg to the
MBL PM and thermal phase respectively. Using such parameters, we compare trotterized and effective Hamiltonian
evolution for a single disorder realization (Figs. S14 and S15). In particular, for both parameter sets, we compute
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FIG. S14. Trotterized evolution in the MBL PM phase (ﬁi =5, ji,i+1 =1, jmurg = 0.6ji,i+1 and 71 = 72)—In the top row,
we show a single disorder realization of (07 /5(t)) and (07 /5_1(t)0} /5(t)) under evolution by the effective Hamiltonian (points)
and the trotterized evolution (line). The bottom row displays the expectation of the effective Hamiltonian per lattice site.

the energy density with respect to the effective Hamiltonian (Heg)/L, and the two local observables used to diagnose
different phases, <0‘f/2> and <Ui/2710i/2>' As we decrease the Floquet period 71, both the Floquet heating effects

and the discrepancy in local observables are quickly suppressed. For the MBL PM phase, when j,»7i+17'1 <0.14,
the trotterized evolution very well approximate evolution under the time-independent Hamiltonian. In contrast, in
the thermal regime, faithful evolution can be achieved with much longer pulse timings with J; ;4171 < 0.4. Both
71’s are accessible in current experimental setups for an appropriate choice of local energy scale J; ;1. For the MBL
PM case (11 =10 = 0.14/J7i7¢+1), the decay of local observables start to saturate around 3/jm-+17 which corresponds
approximately 20 Floquet cycles. Similarly, for the thermal case (13 = 72 = 0.4/ jmqu), local observables saturate in
about 5/ jmurl which is less than 20 Floquet cycles.

We end by noting that, even though H.g is exactly conserved from the start of the evolution, for most choices of
T1 = 79 it remains flat. This suggests that observed dynamics arise from higher order corrections to Heg that are not
included, rather than Floquet heating.

TWO-BODY RESONANCE COUNTING AT INFINITE-RANDOMNESS

In this section, we expand on the resonance counting criterion for the stability of localization of a non-interacting
chain at infinite randomness against perturbative interactions. We consider a non-interacting Anderson-localized chain
characterized by its density of single-particle states (DOS) D(e) and the localization length £(g) of single-particle
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FIG. S15. Trotterized evolution in the thermal phase (f_Li =1, jmurl =1, jmurg = O.GJZ-,Z-H and 71 = m2)—In the top row,
a single disorder realization of (07 5(t)) and (07 j5_;(t)07 /5(t)) is shown under both evolution by the effective Hamiltonian
(points) and the true trotterized evolution (line). The bottom row displays the expectation of the effective Hamiltonian per
lattice site.

orbitals (with energy £). At the infinite randomness fixed point, the localization length and DOS both diverge as
le] = 0 and it is the interplay of such overlapping orbitals that could lead to two-body resonance proliferation. We

assume each orbital has a “center” at position a and an exponentially scaling envelope 9} ~ \/%e“x_cd/ £(ea)
Ea

determined by its energy €,. The presence of multiple centers (e.g. two in a typical state produced by the strong
disorder renormalization group treatment of the Ising model) does not parametrically modify the estimates below.
Similarly, the presence of ‘pairing’ terms in the fermionization of the Ising model is not parameterically important.

We consider a generic local interaction, which we schematically model by a density-density operator ~ V' f dzn(x)n(z).
Writing it in terms of the non-interacting orbitals, we have

1%
Vapys = V/dx ba(@)pp ()3 ()95 (x) ~ 5&3565/ e
a Y

Two-body resonances occur when V5,6 > [(€a —€5) — (64 —€g)|. In general, any small finite strength of interactions
produces some density of resonances, but this need not modify the ergodic properties of the system; instead it can
“dress” the local conserved quantities to be many-particle operators—this is at the heart of MBL. However, if the
number of resonances in a localization volume becomes sufficiently large, then the local character of the conserved
quantity is lost and we expect delocalization. Counting the number of perturbative resonances, induced by interactions,
can then identify instabilities to thermalization.

Owing to the localized nature of the single-particle orbitals, the matrix element will only be large whenever all
four orbitals overlap. Without loss of generality, we can take o to be the orbital with smallest localization length
€a < &8,&y,&5. For ease of notation let € = €,. This suggests the following organization of our counting: given such
an orbital, first we compute how many other orbitals (labeled orbital §) exist within a block of size £ = &, around «
and with energy de around e; second, given the energy difference between orbital a and ¢, what is the number of pairs
of orbitals 3 and 7 that have an energy difference within V55 of the initial pair. Under this organization, one must
have that both estimates diverge: the first ensures that there is always an initial pair that can transition, while the

~(z—ol/Eatlo=Bl/Estla—/E, Ha=dl/&) (10
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second ensures that, given a particular pair of orbitals, additional pairs can resonantly transition. While the former
can be simply estimated as deD(g)¢, the latter requires a more careful analysis. Fixing the pair of resonances « and
0, we must find the number of pairs of orbitals 5 and «y that satisfy three conditions: (1) the within ¢ distance from
orbital «, (2) their localization length is larger than ¢, and (3) their energy difference close to the energy difference
between « and v (where close is given by the strength of the matrix element). The number R of such pairs can be
estimated as follows: given an orbital v within the block ¢, we need to find another orbital 8 whose energy is in a
window of size Vg5 around e, — de. At some energy e < €, the number of such orbitals v is ~ £D(ey)de,, and the
number of corresponding orbitals § is ~ £D(eg)Vagys, where eg = ¢, — (d¢). Integrating yields the total number of
resonances:

Ve

VEa€sEi&s

We make progress under the following approximation: take ée = C'e with a small C. Physically, this means that the
initial orbitals have similar energies, and thus similar localization lengths, {5 ~ £, = /.

We can check that this counting argument reproduces previous work on interaction instabilities of localized systems
in Ref. [14]. There, D(e) remains a constant, while the localization length diverges as a power-law, £(g) ~ e~¥. The
two conditions are then:

R= / de 0D (e, )D(e5) Vs ~ / de. ¢D(e.)0D(e5) (S11)
0 0

CeD(e)é(e) ~ el (S12)

1>
R~ ve?/ de’ &' + Cel' 12| [P/% m ]2 012 o g1 (S13)
0

Both quantities diverge when 1 — v < 0, which agrees with previous estimates, v > 1/d where d = 1, using a
diagramatic approach.

We can turn to the infinite randomness fixed point, which is characterized by a Dyson singularity with D(g) ~
[elog®e]~! and £(¢) ~ loge. We note that the £(g) corresponds to the typical localization length. Owing to the
bi-locality of the free fermion wave functions [4, 5], the average localization length captures the distance between the
two localization centers while the typical localization length captures the spread around each center—the latter is
responsible for the mixing between orbitals and thus controls the matrix element.

In such systems we have:

Ce

loge ~ —0 S14
clog’e s log? e (514)

€ 1 / —3—1/21 nN|—3-1/2
R ~ VEQ/ dEl | Og(E +CE)| ‘ Og(8)|
0

e’ + Cel||e’]|
R O / Lo Llog(e) 2172
< . ]
log(e)|~31/2 o 1 _
~ ve2'”5||log<e> 2172 L log(e) ! (s15)

While the latter condition diverges as € — 0, the former does not. This means that, within a block of size ¢ we are
not guaranteed to find an appropriate orbital to start the resonance process.
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