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Discontinuous quantum phase transitions and the associated metastability play central roles in
diverse areas of physics ranging from ferromagnetism to the false vacuum decay in the early universe.
Using strongly-interacting ultracold atoms in an optical lattice, we realize a driven many-body
system whose quantum phase transition can be tuned from continuous to discontinuous. Resonant
shaking of a one-dimensional optical lattice hybridizes the lowest two Bloch bands, driving a novel
transition from a Mott insulator to a π-superfluid, i.e., a superfluid state with staggered phase
order. For weak shaking amplitudes, this transition is discontinuous (first-order) and the system
can remain frozen in a metastable state, whereas for strong shaking, it undergoes a continuous
transition toward a π-superfluid. Our observations of this metastability and hysteresis are in good
quantitative agreement with numerical simulations and pave the way for exploring the crucial role
of quantum fluctuations in discontinuous transitions.

Phase transitions are ubiquitous in physics, ranging
from thermal phenomena such as the boiling of water
to magnetic transitions in solids, and from cosmological
phase transitions in the early universe [1] to the tran-
sition into a quark-gluon plasma in high-energy colli-
sions [2]. Particularly intriguing are quantum phase tran-
sitions that occur at temperatures close to absolute zero
and are driven by quantum rather than thermal fluctua-
tions [3]. So far, the focus has been on continuous quan-
tum phase transitions (second- or higher-order), such
as most magnetic or superfluid-to-Mott-insulator tran-
sitions. There is however a renewed interest in discontin-
uous (first-order) quantum phase transitions, which are
characterized by an inherent metastability: The system
can remain in its initial phase after crossing the tran-
sition [4]. Of particular interest is to understand the
quantum decay of such a metastable state, termed false
vacuum decay, which is relevant in particle physics and
cosmology as an analogue of the ‘Big Bang’ in inflation-
ary universes [5–9].

Ultracold atoms in optical lattices provide a pristine
and controllable platform to investigate quantum phases
and phase transitions in isolated many-body systems.
While continuous phase transitions have been studied ex-
tensively in these systems [10, 11], discontinuous tran-
sitions have so far been limited to weakly-interacting
condensates [12–15], for which the quantum decay of a
metastable state is strongly suppressed: It requires the
collective tunneling of all atoms within a healing length,
leading to an exponential reduction [8], analogous to the
suppression of tunneling in large-spin systems [16].

Here, we engineer a discontinuous quantum phase tran-
sition from a strongly-interacting Mott insulator to a
superfluid in a resonantly driven one-dimensional (1D)
optical lattice [17]. This is analogous to the spin-1/2
quantum XY model in which quantum fluctuations play
a significant role [18]. Our approach is based on period-

ically modulating or shaking the position of the lattice.
In contrast to earlier work that relied on the modification
of tunneling matrix elements by strong off-resonant shak-
ing [17, 19–21], we employ resonant drives that couple the
lowest two Bloch bands. In non- or weakly-interacting
lattice systems, off-resonant shaking is central to generat-
ing topological band structures [22], and resonant shak-
ing can result in spontaneous symmetry breaking [23]
analogous to a ferromagnetic quantum phase transition
[24].

In the present work, the parameters of the undriven
lattice are chosen such that the many-body ground state
in the lowest band is a Mott insulator (MI), but the
far stronger tunneling in the first excited band alone
would result in a superfluid state. We term this state
a π-superfluid (π-SF), as the negative sign of the tun-
neling implies that condensation occurs at the edge of
the Brillouin zone, i.e., with a staggered phase order. In
the presence of a near-resonant drive, the corresponding
dressed bands will cross, and we can drive the MI-to-π-SF
transition by ramping the shaking frequency and thereby
shifting the relative energies of the bands. Crucially, this
transition is discontinuous at weak coupling strengths,
because the non-staggered correlations in the MI are in-
compatible with the staggered order of the π-SF [25, 26].
For stronger coupling strengths, on the other hand, the
bands are strongly hybridized and the transition becomes
continuous.

Shaken lattice. In our experiment, a Bose-Einstein
condensate of around 105 rubidium (87Rb) atoms is
adiabatically loaded into a three-dimensional simple-
cubic lattice with lattice depths of (Vx, Vy, Vz) =

(33, 8.4, 49)Er, where Er =
~2k20
2m denotes the recoil en-

ergy, m the mass of 87Rb, k0 = 2π
λ , and λ = 726 nm is

the wavelength of the lattice light. The lattices along
x and z are sufficiently deep such that tunneling along
those directions is negligible and the cloud is partitioned
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Figure 1. Schematic of the shaken lattice. (A) Resonant
modulation (shaking) of the lattice position hybridizes the
lowest two single-particle Bloch bands. (B) and (C) show
the lowest two bands in the Mott insulating (off-resonant)
and π-superfluid (resonant) regimes with shaking parameters
(f,A) = (15 kHz, 11.5 nm) and (f,A) = (21.5 kHz, 11.5 nm),
respectively. Dashed lines indicate the bare (uncoupled)
bands. While the momentum distribution of the Mott in-
sulator in the lowest band is centered around zero, the π-
superfluid is quasi-condensed at the Brillouin zone boundary.
(D) and (E) show average time-of-flight images (ttof = 16 ms,
OD: Optical density) of atoms released from the shaken lat-
tice corresponding to (B) and (C), respectively, following the
direct sweep protocol depicted in Fig. 2A.

into independent tubes along the y direction, forming in-
dependent 1D Mott insulators. The atoms are held in
this static lattice for 10-15 ms before we start modulat-
ing (shaking) the position of the y-lattice by sinusoidally
changing the corresponding laser frequency with mod-
ulation frequency f using an acousto-optical modulator
in double-pass configuration. Due to the retro-reflected
setup, this translates to a spatial shaking of the lattice
at the atoms’ position. The shaking amplitude A and
resulting coupling strength Ω ∝ f2A between the lowest
two bands are determined by the frequency modulation
depth and the distance (l0 ≈ 45 cm) between the atoms
and the retro reflector [27]. As the size of the atomic
cloud is negligible compared to l0, the shaking amplitude
remains constant across the cloud.

In contrast to off-resonant shaking schemes [20, 21, 28],
typical amplitudes in this resonant case are tiny, namely
less than 4% of the lattice constant d = λ/2, such that the
dressed and bare bands (solid and dashed lines in Fig. 1B)
essentially coincide away from resonance. In the resonant
case, on the other hand, the two bands hybridize and

thereby strongly increase the bandwidth of the relevant
dressed band, shown in red in Fig. 1C.

Extended Bose-Hubbard model. In the lattice frame,
the shaking gives rise to an oscillatory force in the y di-
rection [29]. Expanding the field operator in terms of
Wannier functions in the lowest two bands and moving
to the rotating frame, one finds an effective Hamiltonian
for sufficiently deep lattices [27],

Ĥ =
∑
〈i,j〉

Jbb̂
†
i b̂j − Jaâ†i âj +

∑
j

∆b̂†j b̂j +
Ω

2

(
â†j b̂j + b̂†j âj

)
+
∑
j

Ua
2
â†j â
†
j âj âj +

Ub
2
b̂†j b̂
†
j b̂j b̂j + V â†j b̂

†
j b̂j âj , (1)

where âj and b̂j represent bosonic annihilation opera-
tors in the ground and first excited uncoupled bands,
respectively, Jb � Ja are the nearest-neighbor tunnel-
ing in the two bands, and Ua,b and V are the intraband
and interband on-site interactions. The effective detun-
ing ∆ = ∆E − hf is measured with respect to the av-
erage gap ∆E between the lowest two bands and h is
Planck’s constant. In the numerical simulations based on
the density-matrix renormalization group (DMRG) [30],
we also add next-nearest-neighbor tunneling in the ex-
cited band (which is comparable to Ja) and corrections
of order 1/f from Floquet theory [27, 31]. Addition-
ally, we have performed three-band simulations which
show that higher bands are off-resonant and unimpor-
tant for the used experimental sweeps [27]. While higher
bands would become significant for much slower large-
amplitude sweeps, they can be suppressed using super-
lattice techniques [26].

Phases and their signatures. The scenario in Eq. (1)
was first discussed in Ref. [26] and can be interpreted as a
frustrated ladder model, as the tunneling elements in the
two bands have opposite signs. Consequently, a many-
body state can either satisfy the links in the ground band
or the links in the excited band, but not both at the same
time. This frustrated hopping is at the heart of the dis-
continuous phase transition. For weak coupling strengths
in the discontinuous regime, either the ground or the ex-
cited band is occupied almost exclusively depending on
the detuning ∆. In the ground band, the interaction en-
ergy dominates over the kinetic energy and the system
forms a Mott insulator with small and positive nearest-
neighbor correlations 〈â†i âi+1〉 > 0. In the excited band,
in contrast, the larger bandwidth implies that kinetic en-
ergy dominates and the system is in a π-superfluid state,
where the negative sign of the hopping results in a stag-
gered order with 〈b̂†i b̂i+1〉 < 0. As there can be no con-
tinuous transition connecting these two incompatible or-
ders, the system has to choose one of them, giving rise to
a discontinuous transition. Conversely, strong coupling
results in strongly hybridized bands, where the transi-
tion from positive to negative nearest-neighbor correla-
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Figure 2. Simulated phase diagram of the shaken lat-
tice. (A) Normalized occupation Nπ around momentum
±~k0. For small shaking amplitudes A, Mott insulator (blue)
and π-superfluid (red) phases are separated by an abrupt dis-
continuous transition (black solid line), which turns continu-
ous for A & 2.8 nm. Gray arrows indicate the direct (dashed)
and indirect (solid) sweeps used in Fig. 3. (B) The distinction
between the two types of phase transitions is also reflected by
the ground-state correlation length ξ. In contrast to weak am-
plitudes, where ξ jumps discontinuously at the phase bound-
ary, it varies smoothly for large A. Here, ξ is calculated by
averaging 〈b̂†i b̂j〉, obtained from a two-band DMRG with 64
sites and unity filling [27], over the bulk.

tions (from non-staggered to staggered) happens already
within the Mott insulator regime. The phase transition
now smoothly connects a staggered Mott insulator to a
staggered π-superfluid and is of the normal continuous
Kosterlitz-Thouless type.

These phases exhibit distinct signatures in the mo-
mentum distribution measured by time-of-flight (TOF)
imaging, as shown in Figs. 1D,E. In the initially pre-
pared (non-staggered) Mott insulator, the broad momen-
tum distribution is centered around k = 0 (Fig. 1D) and
the absence of satellite peaks demonstrate the absence of
long-range coherence. Conversely, in a π-SF, the atoms
are concentrated around k = ±k0 (Fig. 1E), and the rel-
atively narrow satellite peaks at higher momenta signal
the presence of at least short-range coherence. To distin-
guish between these phases, we extract the normalized
population at the band edge, Nπ := nπ/(n0 + nπ), by
counting the number of atoms in fixed windows around
k = 0 (for n0) and k = ±k0 (for nπ) [27].

Phase diagram. Figure 2A shows the simulated phase
diagram (for the effective Hamiltonian) at unity fill-
ing. For weak shaking amplitudes, Nπ changes abruptly
with shaking frequency f , indicating the discontinuous
phase transition. Beyond a critical drive amplitude of
Ac ' 2.8 nm, the change in Nπ becomes smooth as the
phase transition turns continuous. This change from dis-
continuous to continuous is further corroborated by the
vanishing of the jump in the simulated correlation lengths
(Fig. 2B) and the behavior of the entanglement entropy
presented in the Supplementary Material [27].
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Figure 3. Direct and indirect sweeps across phase tran-
sitions. (A) and (B) show, respectively, the experimental
and simulated band-edge populations Nπ following the direct
sweeps (inset and dashed arrow in Fig. 2A) as a function of
the final amplitude and frequency. (C) and (D) show the cor-
responding results for indirect sweeps (solid arrow). Direct
and indirect sweeps broadly agree in the continuous regime
at large amplitudes, but differ crucially in the discontinuous
regime: Whereas indirect sweeps always pass through the con-
tinuous phase transition where the occupation broadly follows
the ground state, the observed populations hardly change dur-
ing direct sweeps through the discontinuous transition, high-
lighting the associated metastability. Simulations are based
on adaptive tDMRG [32] with the full time-dependent two-
band Hamiltonian for 10 sites and unity filling [27].

Dynamics of phase transition and quantum metasta-
bility. The discontinuous nature and the associated
metastability are revealed by comparing two different fre-
quency sweeps termed direct and indirect sweeps that are
indicated by arrows in Fig. 2A. In the direct sweep, the
shaking amplitude is linearly increased from 0 to the final
amplitude in 125µs at a fixed off-resonant frequency of
15 kHz before the shaking frequency is increased linearly
to the final frequency in 600µs. In the indirect sweep,
first the shaking amplitude is linearly increased from 0
to a common large amplitude of A = 9.6 nm in 125µs
at 15 kHz. Then the shaking frequency is linearly swept
to the final frequency in 600µs before the shaking ampli-
tude is decreased to the final amplitude in 300µs. The
indirect sweep protocol ensures that the system always
undergoes a continuous phase transition, circumventing
the discontinuous regime. For these sweeps, the atoms
largely remain in the original of the two dressed bands
(red solid line in Figs. 1B,C) and, for sufficiently slow
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sweeps, stay close to the ground state [33].
Figure 3 shows the state at the end of the sweeps as

a function of the final amplitude and frequency. While
the results for the indirect sweeps (Figs. 3C,D) agree
well with the static phase diagram of Fig. 2A, the direct
sweeps (Figs. 3A,B) clearly demonstrate the metastable
nature of the discontinuous phase transition: In the dis-
continuous regime, the system remains in the initial Mott
insulating state characterized by small Nπ, even though
the ground state changes to a π-SF.

Next, we investigate the dynamics of the phase tran-
sition by varying the duration of the direct sweeps. Fig-
ure 4A shows the normalized final momentum distribu-
tion n(ky) after a sweep through the continuous transi-
tion from a MI state (fi = 15 kHz) into the π-SF regime
(ff = 21 kHz) as a function of the sweep duration τ , ex-
pressed in units of the average drive period T̄ = 2π/f̄ ,
where f̄ := (fi + ff )/2. With increasing τ , prominent
peaks emerge at ky = ±k0 corresponding to the Bril-
louin zone boundary. The oscillation between +k0 and
−k0 stems from the micromotion in the accelerated lat-
tice [17, 31] combined with Bragg reflections at the band
edge, and the oscillation frequency is equal to f̄ [27]. The
observed dynamics, which in the experiment is averaged
over multiple tubes, is in good qualitative agreement with
the tDMRG simulation at unity filling in Fig. 4B.

We repeat this sweep measurement for different shak-
ing amplitudes (see [27] for data) and extract the initial
growth rate of the band-edge population, ∂Nπ/∂τ , see
Fig. 4C. The vanishing rate of change at weak ampli-
tudes highlights the metastability associated with the dis-
continuous transition - the system remains in the initial
state, even though the phase transition has been crossed.
The observed rates are in good agreement with the sim-
ulation up to an overall scaling factor that we attribute
mainly to the inhomogeneity of the dipole trap. We par-
tially attribute the finite susceptibility around the edge
of the discontinuous regime to the presence of nucleation
points due to initial entropy and boundary effects.

In Fig. 4D, we additionally explore backward sweeps
where the system is initially prepared in the π-SF regime
(fi = 21 kHz) via the continuous phase transition (solid
arrow in Fig. 2A) and then swept back to the MI regime
(ff = 15 kHz). While the overall structure is very similar
to the forward (MI-to-π-SF) sweeps in Fig. 4C, we find
an additional small nonzero decay rate that is slightly
larger than the independently measured incoherent de-
phasing rate Γ ∼ −65 s−1 (dashed line in Fig. 4D [27]),
which we attribute to excitations in the prepared π-SF
state that could act as nucleation centers. Both forward
and backward sweeps demonstrate the metastability and
hysteresis associated with the discontinuous transition.

Conclusion Using a resonant shaking scheme, we
realize a tunable quantum phase transition in an isolated
strongly-correlated lattice system and demonstrate
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Figure 4. Dynamics of phase transitions. (A) and (B)
show normalized experimental and simulated momentum dis-
tributions n(ky), respectively, after a direct frequency sweep
from the Mott insulating (15 kHz) to the π-superfluid regime
(21 kHz) with A = 11.5 nm, as a function of the sweep dura-
tion τ . One can see a buildup of pronounced peaks around
±k0 along with the induced micromotion. (C) The initial
growth rate of the peaks, ∂Nπ/∂τ , at different shaking am-
plitudes. In contrast to strong shaking where the rate in-
creases linearly with A, for weak amplitudes the populations
are nearly frozen after crossing the discontinuous phase tran-
sition, exhibiting metastability. The red solid line represents
a piecewise linear fit and the blue solid line shows the sim-
ulation scaled empirically by 0.45 to account for the exper-
imental inhomogeneity. (D) ∂Nπ/∂τ for backward sweeps,
starting from a π-superfluid (21 kHz) prepared via the con-
tinuous transition back to the Mott regime (15 kHz). It also
shows metastability for small A, resulting in hysteresis. Black
dashed line indicates an incoherent background decay of the
π-superfluid [27].

the strikingly different dynamics of discontinuous and
continuous transitions. Ramping across the discon-
tinuous transition reveals the associated quantum
metastability, in good agreement with tensor-network
simulations. Resonantly driven lattice systems open a
new avenue for engineering novel quantum phases and
studying genuinely quantum discontinuous transitions
and other intriguing critical phenomena. Our technique
can be directly extended to higher dimensions where
numerical simulations are unfeasible. Future studies
can also investigate the decay mechanism of metastable
many-body states and explore the emergence of spatial
structures resulting from quantum fluctuations and
the influence of nucleation points. This will shed light
on the dynamics and structure formation in the early
universe [9]. Resonantly driven lattices will furthermore
enable novel studies on the dynamical scaling across such
transitions [15, 34–36] and open the door to studying
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prevalent first-order transitions in interacting topological
phases [37–39] using quantum simulators.
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[32] S. Paeckel, T. Köhler, A. Swoboda, S. R. Manmana,
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I. MODULATION OF LATTICE FREQUENCY

A BEC of 1× 105 87Rb atoms in the |F = 1, mF = −1〉 state is adiabatically loaded into a 3D lattice with depths

of (Vx, Vy, Vz) = (33, 8.4, 49)Er. All lattice depths are increased exponentially from zero to their final values in 45 ms

with a time constant of 10 ms. This results in a Mott insulating state. After a hold time of 10-15 ms, we begin to

modulate (shake) the position of the y-lattice by sinusoidally changing the corresponding laser frequency. To this end,

we modulate the frequency of the radio frequency wave feeding an acousto-optic modulator (AOM) in double-pass

configuration. The resulting frequency of the lattice laser fl(t) becomes

fl(t) = fc +Al sin(2πft), (S1)

where fc is the central frequency, Al the frequency modulation depth and f denotes the modulation frequency. For

a given fixed distance l0 between the atoms and the retro mirror, this frequency modulation results in the desired

modulation of the lattice position [S1], namely y(t) = y0 +A sin(2πft), where y0 is the original lattice position and

the modulation depth A denotes the maximum displacement of the lattice in space. For the fixed distance between

atoms and the retro-reflector l0 = 45 cm and lattice spacing d = λ/2 = 363 nm in our setup, a frequency modulation

amplitude of Al = 1 MHz corresponds to a modulation amplitude of A = 0.33× 10−2 d = 1.2 nm in space. Since the

size of the BEC is very small compared to l0, the inhomogeneity of the shaking amplitude A across the cloud is less

than 0.01%.

The use of a double-pass AOM enables us to control both the shaking amplitude as well as the shaking frequency

in a straightforward manner using a radio frequency source that is based on a direct digital synthesis (DDS) chip.

Here we discuss one example of the indirect sweep protocol used in Fig. 3 in the main text. We ramp the amplitude

from zero to an intermediate value Am = 1.65 MHz in t1 = 125µs and then the amplitude is kept constant for the
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next 600µs until t2 = 725µs. Finally the amplitude is linearly changed to the final value, e.g., Af = 0.33 MHz at

t3 = 1025µs, shown in Fig. S1A.

Al(t) =


Am

t
t1
, t1 > t ≥ 0

Am, t2 > t ≥ t1
(Af −Am) t−t2t3−t2 +Am t3 ≥ t ≥ t2

. (S2)
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Figure S1. Frequency modulation of lattice laser. An example of the indirect sweep sequence with a final shaking
frequency ff = 21 kHz and a final shaking amplitude Af = 0.33 MHz. (A), (B) and (C) show the variation of the shaking
amplitude, shaking frequency and laser frequency, respectively.

The corresponding frequency variation is given by

f(t) =


fi, t1 > t ≥ 0

(ff − fi) t−t1t2−t1 + fi t2 > t ≥ t1
ff , t3 ≥ t ≥ t2

, (S3)

where the initial shaking frequency during the first 125µs is fi = 15 kHz. Then the frequency is swept linearly

in time (linear chirp) to a final value, e.g., ff = 21 kHz in 600µs, see Fig. S1B. In order to guarantee a phase

continuous waveform, we apply phase modulation instead of direct frequency control. In this case, Eq. (S1) becomes

fL(t) = fc +Al sin(φ(t)) and the required phase profile is given by

φ(t) =

ˆ t

0

2πf(t)dt, (S4)

where f(t) denotes the time-dependent modulation frequency and we set the initial phase φ0 = 0. The final time-

dependent laser frequency in the indirect sweep is shown in Fig. S1C.
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II. MICROMOTION

In the lattice frame, the acceleration of the lattice gives rise to a periodic oscillation of all quasimomenta. For

atoms within a given band and with quasimomenta away from the Brillouin zone boundary, this micromotion is

not observable in the lab frame, as it is precisely compensated by the transformation between the two frames of

reference. For quasimomenta close to ±~k0, however, the situation changes: Even a small-amplitude oscillation

around the Brillouin zone boundary will give rise to Bragg reflections that transfer atoms between +~k0 and −~k0,

which are mapped to opposite real momenta during time-of-flight imaging, thereby resulting in a strong oscillation of

the center-of-mass position (∝ k̄y) observed after time of flight.

For a fixed modulation frequency f , the resulting oscillation in k̄y would have the same frequency, i.e. k̄y ∝ cos(2πft).

For more general sweeps, the final phase of the modulation can be written as φ(τ) = 2π
´ τ

0
f(t)dt, where the initial

phase offset is set to φ(0) = 0. In the sweep measurements, we vary the sweep duration τ during which the shaking

frequency is linearly ramped from the initial frequency fi to the final frequency ff . This results in φ(τ) = 2π f̄τ ,

i.e. the final phase oscillates with the average shaking frequency f̄ = (fi + ff )/2. We experimentally confirm this

by extracting the center of mass in momentum space from the normalized momentum distributions n(ky) shown in

Fig. 4A in the main text according to k̄y =
´
ky n(ky)dky. In Fig. S2, k̄y is plotted as a function of sweep duration τ ,

and the oscillation frequency determined by a Voigt fit to its Fourier transform, fpeak = 1.02f̄ , is found to be equal

to f̄ within the experimental uncertainty.
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Figure S2. Micromotion. (A) Due to the combination of micromotion and Bragg reflections, the center of mass in momentum
space oscillates as a function of the sweep duration τ . T̄ = 1/f̄ denotes the average drive period with the average shaking
frequency f̄ . The insets show examples of time-of-flight pictures for different sweep durations, highlighting the Bragg reflections
between ±~k0: In the lab frame, the population oscillates between these two discrete momenta, with equal populations at ±~k0
coinciding with the times when the lattice has zero displacement. Dashed lines indicate ±~k0. (B) The Fourier transform
shows that the oscillation frequency is equal to the average shaking frequency f̄ . The line is a fit by a Voigt profile.
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III. BAND-EDGE POPULATION Nπ

We measure the (normalized) at the band edge population Nπ := nπ/(n0 +nπ) by directly counting the numbers of

atoms in fixed boxes around ky = 0 (for n0) and ky = ±π (for nπ), as shown in Fig. S3A. The image is averaged over

30 individual images, demonstrating the stability of peak positions. The same data is shown in Fig. 1E in the main

text. To further evaluate the robustness of this method, we vary the width of these boxes (lbox) along the modulated

ky direction. Figures S3(B-F) show the extracted populations following the direct sweeps from Fig. 3 in the main

paper for box widths lbox ranging from 0.1k0 to 0.8k0. While the absolute value of Nπ is modestly dependent on the

used box size, the observed pattern is robust and insensitive to the used box width. In Figs. 3 and 4 in the main text,

lbox = 0.6k0.
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Figure S3. The band-edge population Nπ. (A) Atom numbers around k = 0 (n0) and k = ±k0 (nπ) are counted inside the
boxes in blue and red, respectively. Note that nπ is the sum over the two red boxes. (B-F) are measured with different box
sizes lbox/k0 = 0.1, 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, and 0.8, respectively.

IV. FORWARD AND BACKWARD SWEEPS

We measure the final population Nπ after direct forward sweeps (from a MI to a π-SF) and direct backward sweeps

(from a π-SF to a MI). In the forward sweeps, the system is initially prepared in a MI regime (fi = 15 kHz) and we

measure Nπ as a function of the duration τ of the frequency sweep to the final shaking frequency (ff = 21 kHz), see

Fig. S4A. In the backward sweeps, the system is first prepared in a π-SF regime (fi = 21 kHz) following the indirect

sweep protocol described in Sec. I, before sweeping the shaking frequency back to ff = 15 kHz with varying duration

τ , see Fig. S4B. In both cases, we extract ∂Nπ/∂τ by the linear fits shown as solid lines. The fit results are shown in

Figs. 4(C-D) in the main text.
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Figure S4. The band-edge population after different sweep durations for different shaking amplitudes. (A) and
(B) show the final population Nπ after direct sweeps in the forward (from a MI to a π-SF state) and backward (from a π-SF
to a MI state) directions. Solid lines are linear fits.

V. DEPHASING OF SUPERFLUID CORRELATIONS

To understand the finite value of ∂Nπ/∂τ at weak shaking amplitudes in the backward sweep (from π-SF back to

MI in Fig. S4B and Fig. 4 in the main text), we investigate the lifetime of the π-superfluid correlations in the shaken

lattice. We prepare the system in the π-SF regime at a shaking frequency of 21kHz with different shaking amplitudes

via the indirect sweep and then measure the evolution of Nπ during a hold time t. We apply a linear fit to extract

∂Nπ/∂t and, as shown in Fig. S5, find ∂Nπ/∂t = −65 s−1, irrespective of the shaking amplitude A. This incoherent

dephasing produces a nonzero offset for ∂Nπ/∂τ in the backward sweeps in Fig. 4 in the main text and is indicated

there by the dashed line.
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Figure S5. Dephasing of superfluid correlations. Rate of change of the band-edge population with respect to hold time,
∂Nπ/∂t, measured for different shaking amplitudes A. Error-bars indicate the stand error of each linear fit. The dashed line
indicates the average decay rate.
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VI. EXTENDED HUBBARD MODEL

The shaken lattice is described by an effective 1D Hamiltonian

Ĥ(t) =

ˆ
dy ψ̂†(y)

[
− ~2

2m
∂2
y + Vlat(y − s(t))

]
ψ̂(y) +

g1D

2

ˆ
dy ψ̂†(y)ψ̂†(y)ψ̂(y)ψ̂(y) , (S5)

where ψ̂(y) is the boson field operator, m is the mass, Vlat(y) = V0 sin2(πy/d) is the unperturbed lattice potential

with lattice depth V0 and lattice spacing d, s(t) is the displacement due to shaking, and g1D is an effective interaction

strength. Transforming to the lattice frame as in Ref. [S2], one finds

Ĥ(t) =

ˆ
dy ψ̂†(y)

[
− ~2

2m
∂2
y + Vlat(y) + F (t)y

]
ψ̂(y) +

g1D

2

ˆ
dy ψ̂†(y)ψ̂†(y)ψ̂(y)ψ̂(y) , (S6)

where F (t) = ms̈(t) is an inertial force. For a periodic shaking with constant amplitude A and frequency ω ≡ 2πf ,

F (t) = mω2A cosωt (up to a phase). The shaking in the experiment resonantly couples the lowest two bare bands of

the lattice. Thus, we approximate the field operator as

ψ̂(y) =
∑
j

w1(y − yj) âj + w2(y − yj) b̂j , (S7)

where w1 and w2 are the Wannier functions centered at sites yj in the lowest and first excited bands, respectively,

and âj and b̂j are the corresponding bosonic annihilation operators. Substituting the above expansion into Eq. (S6)

and retaining the most significant terms for a deep lattice, we obtain (up to a constant energy shift)

Ĥ(t) = ∆E

∑
j

b̂†j b̂j − Ja
∑
〈i,j〉

â†i âj + Jb
∑
〈i,j〉

b̂†i b̂j + J ′b
∑
〈〈i,j〉〉

b̂†i b̂j + F (t)d
[∑

j

j(â†j âj + b̂†j b̂j) + αab
∑
j

â†j b̂j + b̂†j âj

]
+
Ua
2

∑
j

â†j â
†
j âj âj +

Ub
2

∑
j

b̂†j b̂
†
j b̂j b̂j + Uab

∑
j

â†j b̂
†
j b̂j âj +

Uab
4

∑
j

(â†j â
†
j b̂j b̂j + h.c.) , (S8)

where ∆E := εb − εa, εa,b are the average energies of the two bands, 〈i, j〉 denotes nearest neighbors, 〈〈i, j〉〉 denotes

next-nearest neighbors, and αab is the coupling amplitude between the two bands,

αab =
1

d

ˆ
dy yw1(y)w2(y) . (S9)

The tunneling and interaction energies can be calculated from the dispersion and Wannier functions of the energy

bands, which can be solved exactly in terms of Mathieu functions for a sinusoidal lattice [S3]. Note that the Wannier

functions can be taken to be real valued. The experiment is performed with 87Rb atoms with d = 363 nm and

V0 = 8.4Er where Er = 4.36 kHz is the recoil energy (we list all energies in units of frequency). The transverse

motion is frozen due to strong transverse lattice depths of 33Er and 49Er. These parameters give ∆E = 19.7 kHz,

Ja = 0.12 kHz, Jb = 1.29 kHz, J ′b = 0.17 kHz, Ua = 2.88 kHz, Ub = 1.73 kHz, Uab = 2.36 kHz, and αab = 0.15.

For a single-band Hubbard model, the Mott-superfluid transition is known to occur at J/U ≈ 0.3 [S4]. Thus, in

our setup, the ground state of the lower band is a Mott insulator (Ja/Ua ≈ 0.04), whereas that of the upper band is

a π-superfluid (Jb/Ub ≈ 0.74). The experiment starts with all atoms in the lower band and excites the upper band

by sweeping the shaking frequency through resonance. To simulate these sweeps, we evolve with the time-dependent

Hamiltonian in Eq. (S8) with 10 particles on 10 sites using an adaptive tDMRG routine [S5]. We use a fourth-order

Euler stepper with a time step of 0.05 µs, keeping singular values above 10−10, with a maximum bond dimension

of 100 and up to 4 particles per site, for which the results converge. The above approach can also be extended to

incorporate corrections from higher bands, e.g., see Sec. VIII for simulation of sweeps including the third (second
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excited) band.

For a constant periodic drive F (t) = mω2A cosωt, one can find a simpler description in the rotating frame via the

transformation R̂ = eiωt
∑

j b̂
†
j b̂j , which gives R̂b̂jR̂

† = e−iωtb̂j and R̂
(
i~∂t − Ĥ(t)

)
R̂† ≡ i~∂t − Ĥrot, where Ĥrot is the

rotating-frame Hamiltonian. Using Eq. (S8), one obtains

Ĥrot = Ĥ0 +
(
Ĥ1e

iωt + Ĥ2e
i2ωt + h.c.

)
, (S10)

with

Ĥ0 = ∆
∑
j

b̂†j b̂j − Ja
∑
〈i,j〉

â†i âj + Jb
∑
〈i,j〉

b̂†i b̂j + J ′b
∑
〈〈i,j〉〉

b̂†i b̂j +
Ω

2

∑
j

â†j b̂j + b̂†j âj (S11)

+
Ua
2

∑
j

â†j â
†
j âj âj +

Ub
2

∑
j

b̂†j b̂
†
j b̂j b̂j + Uab

∑
j

â†j b̂
†
j b̂j âj , (S12)

Ĥ1 =
F0d

2

∑
j

j(â†j âj + b̂†j b̂j) , (S13)

Ĥ2 =
Ω

2

∑
j

b̂†j âj +
Uab
4

∑
j

b̂†j b̂
†
j âj âj , (S14)

where ∆ := ∆E−~ω is the detuning from the averaged band gap, Ω := F0dαab is the Rabi frequency, and F0 := mω2A
is the maximum force. For a deep lattice, the terms within parentheses in Eq. (S10) represent fast oscillations, since ω

is close to the band gap. One can find an effective (Floquet) Hamiltonian that generates the time-averaged dynamics

by using a high-frequency Magnus expansion, as derived in Ref. [S6]. For ω →∞, this is simply Ĥ0. For finite ω, the

most significant correction comes from the linear potential gradient Ĥ1, which renormalizes the hopping amplitudes.

Retaining all other terms of order 1/ω, we find

Ĥeff =− JaJ0(η)
∑
〈i,j〉

â†i âj + JbJ0(η)
∑
〈i,j〉

b̂†i b̂j + J ′bJ0(2η)
∑
〈〈i,j〉〉

b̂†i b̂j +
∑
j

∆eff b̂
†
j b̂j +

Ω

2

(
â†j b̂j + b̂†j âj

)
+
∑
j

U eff
a

2
â†j â
†
j âj âj +

U eff
b

2
b̂†j b̂
†
j b̂j b̂j + Uab â

†
j b̂
†
j b̂j âj +

U2
ab

8~ω
n̂aj n̂

b
j(n̂

b
j − n̂aj ) +

ΩUab
8~ω

[
â†j(n̂

b
j − n̂aj )b̂j + h.c.

]
, (S15)

where η := F0d/(~ω), ∆eff := ∆ + Ω2/(4~ω), U eff
a := Ua −U2

ab/(8~ω), U eff
b := Ub +U2

ab/(8~ω), n̂aj := â†j âj , n̂
b
j := b̂†j b̂j ,

and J0 is the Bessel function of the first kind. For a typical shaking frequency ω = 2π × 18 kHz and amplitude

A = 5 nm, F0d = 5 kHz, η = 0.3, Ω = 0.75 kHz, Uab/(~ω) = 0.1, and Ω/(~ω) = 0.04. So the effect of the corrections

coming from Ĥ1 and Ĥ2 is small in the experiment. We calculate an effective phase diagram (Figs. 2 and S8) by

minimizing Ĥeff for system sizes L = 16, 32, 64, 128, 256 with unity filling using two-site DMRG with open boundary

conditions, singular value cutoff 10−8, maximum bond dimension 200, and up to 4 particles per site.

VII. PHASE DIAGRAM AND CRITICAL POINTS

To characterize the ground states of Ĥeff, we find the single-particle correlations in the bulk, e.g., 〈〈b̂†i b̂i+r〉〉, by

discarding L/4 sites from either end and averaging over all remaining pairs of sites with separation r (double brackets

in this section denote this bulk averaging). We find these correlations are well fitted by |〈〈b̂†i b̂i+r〉〉| ≈ Cr−1/(2K)e−r/ξ

(and similarly for 〈〈â†i âi+r〉〉), where ξ is the correlation length and K is an effective Luttinger parameter, as shown in

Fig. S6A. In the Mott phase, ξ is finite and the correlations decay exponentially at large distances. In the superfluid

phase, ξ becomes much larger than L and the correlations follow a power law set by the drive parameters. At weak

shaking amplitudes, both ξ and K jump discontinuously across a first-order transition (Fig. S6B), whereas at large
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amplitudes, they vary continuously across a Kosterlitz-Thouless (KT) transition (Fig. S6C). For very strong shaking

(A →∞), the KT transition occurs in a single hybridized band at K = 2 [S7].
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Figure S6. Single-particle correlations. (A) Average correlations 〈〈â†i âi+r〉〉 and |〈〈b̂†i b̂i+r〉〉| in the ground state with L = 64
sites, fitted with an exponential times a power law. (B-C) Correlation length (solid lines) and Luttinger parameter (dashed
lines) extracted from the fits across first-order and continuous transitions denoted by vertical lines (cf. Fig. S7).

To determine the phase boundary more robustly, we analyze the bipartite entanglement in the ground state which

shows universal scaling close to a critical point where the system maps onto a conformal field theory (CFT) [S8]. In

particular, the von Neumann entanglement entropy for a bipartition at site i is given by

SvN =
c

6
log

[
L

π
sin

(
πi

L

)]
+ c1 , (S16)

where c1 is a nonuniversal constant and c is called a central charge which determines how strongly the entanglement

entropy varies near i = L/2. As shown in Fig. S7A, the bulk entropy variation (for L = 64) is very well approximated
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Figure S7. Entanglement and central charge. (A) Von Neumann entanglement entropy across bipartitions of the ground
state for L = 64 and A = 3 nm with different shaking frequencies, fitted with the conformal field theory (CFT) prediction in
Eq. (S16). (B-F) Fitted central charge c as a function of the shaking frequency at increasing shaking amplitudes, exhibiting
discontinuous jumps and smooth peaks characteristic of discontinuous (first-order) and continuous phase transitions, respectively
(shown by the vertical dashed lines, with the same color convention as in Fig. S8).

by Eq. (S16) with c and c1 as fit parameters. The fitted charge c is 0 well inside the Mott phase and 1 well inside the

superfluid phase. For weak amplitudes (Fig. S7B), this change occurs discontinuously across a first-order transition

where c jumps from 0 to its maximum value, coinciding with the jump in the correlation lengths in Fig. S6B. On
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the other hand, the large-amplitude variation in Fig. S7F is continuous and exhibits a smooth peak, similar to what

happens for a Mott-superfluid transition in a single band [S4]. As argued in Ref. [S4], the critical point can be traced

to the location of this maximum. For intermediate amplitudes, the behavior is more complicated. In Fig. S7C, one

finds both a jump and a smooth peak, signaling two back-to-back phase transitions. As the amplitude is increased, the

first-order jump changes into a sharp peak (Fig. S7D) which then diminishes and eventually disappears [Figs. S7(E-

F)]. Tracing these peaks and jumps leads to the phase diagram in Fig. S8A. Between amplitudes A1 and A3, we find
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Figure S8. Phase boundaries. (A) Phase diagram obtained by tracing the location of the jumps and peaks in the fitted CFT
charge in Fig. S7. The Mott to π-superfluid transition is discontinuous (first-order) for amplitudes A < A1 (dashed yellow) and
continuous for A > A1 (solid blue). There is also a transition between non-staggered Mott and staggered Mott (alternating
phases) for A1 < A < A3 that is discontinuous for A < A2 and continuous (solid green) for A > A2. (B-C) The interval
A1-A3 shrinks as 1/L, indicating the non-staggered to staggered Mott transition could be a finite-size effect.

two closely-spaced phase transitions. The intermediate phase can be identified as a staggered Mott phase where the

phase correlations alternate in sign, 〈〈â†i âi+r〉〉 ∼ (−1)re−r/ξ. At the non-staggered to staggered Mott transition,

the band occupations are inverted (Fig. S9A), the nearest-neighbor correlation 〈〈â†i âi+1〉〉 flips sign (Fig. S9B), and

the density fluctuation in the lowest band reaches a maximum (Fig. S9E). For A2 < A < A3, this transition is

continuous and accompanied by a sharp peak in the density-density correlation length at the critical point (Fig. S9F).

Above A3, this transition between non-staggered and staggered Mott insulators becomes a crossover. Furthermore,

the ‘phase transition’ between different Mott states could be a finite-size effect, as the interval A1-A3 shrinks as 1/L,

see Figs. S8(B-C). This points to a simpler picture in the thermodynamic limit, where one only has a first-order

non-staggered Mott to π-superfluid transition below a critical amplitude A∗ ≈ 3.3 nm and a continuous staggered

Mott to π-superfluid transition for A > A∗.

VIII. THREE-BAND SIMULATIONS

So far we have considered only the lowest two bands and ignored the coupling to higher bands. In this section we

include the third band and show that it has a significant effect on the dynamics only for large-amplitude sweeps over

long periods of time. We extend the modeling in Sec. VI by writing the field operator as

ψ̂(y) =
∑
j

w1(y − yj) âj + w2(y − yj) b̂j + w3(y − yj) ĉj , (S17)
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Figure S9. Evolution of ground state across phase transitions. Ground-state properties for L = 64 and A = 3.3 nm as a
function of the shaking frequency across back-to-back transitions from a non-staggered to a staggered Mott and from a staggered
Mott to a π-superfluid (Fig. S8A). At the former, (A) band populations are inverted, (B) the nearest-neighbor correlation in
the lowest band flips sign, (C) populations at the band edge and (D) single-particle correlation lengths start growing rapidly,
(E) number fluctuations are maximized, and (F) density-density correlation length diverges (for A2 < A < A3). The density
correlation length is found by estimating where the correlation 〈〈n̂i, n̂i+r〉〉 decays to a hundredth of its maximum value, where
〈n̂i, n̂j〉 := 〈n̂in̂j〉 − 〈n̂i〉〈n̂j〉.

where ĉj annihilates a particle at site yj in the third (second exited) band and w3 is the corresponding Wannier

function. Substituting this expansion into Eq. (S6) and retaining the most significant terms for a deep lattice, we find

Ĥ(t) = T̂ + Û + Ŝ(t) , (S18)

where

T̂ :=
∑
j

(εa − εb) n̂aj + (εc − εb) n̂cj − Ja
∑
〈i,j〉

â†i âj + Jb
∑
〈i,j〉

b̂†i b̂j + J ′b
∑
〈〈i,j〉〉

b̂†i b̂j +

rmax∑
r=1

Jc(r)
(
ĉ†i ĉi+r + h.c.

)
, (S19)

Û :=
∑
j

Ua
2
â†j â
†
j âj âj +

Ub
2
b̂†j b̂
†
j b̂j b̂j +

Uc
2
ĉ†j ĉ
†
j ĉj ĉj + Uabn̂

a
j n̂

b
j + Ubcn̂

b
j n̂
c
j + Uacn̂

a
j n̂

c
j + Uacbb

(
â†j ĉ
†
j b̂j b̂j + h.c.

)
+

(
Uab
4
â†j â
†
j b̂j b̂j +

Ubc
4
b̂†j b̂
†
j ĉj ĉj +

Uac
4
â†j â
†
j ĉj ĉj + Uacaa â

†
j n̂
a
j ĉj + Uaccc â

†
j n̂
c
j ĉj + 2Uacbb â

†
j n̂
b
j ĉj + h.c.

)
, (S20)

Ŝ(t) := F (t)d
∑
j

j
(
n̂aj + n̂bj + n̂cj

)
+ αab

(
â†j b̂j + b̂†j âj

)
+ αbc

(
b̂†j ĉj + ĉ†j b̂j

)
, (S21)

where εc is the average energy of the third band, n̂xj ≡ x̂†j x̂j denotes the on-site occupation in each band, and

αbc =
1

d

ˆ
dy yw2(y)w3(y) (S22)

gives the coupling between the second and the third band. Note there is no direct coupling between the first and the

third band as those Wannier functions have the same parity and the shaking represents a linear potential in the lattice

frame. For the experimental lattice depth V0 = 8.4Er, the tunneling amplitudes Jc(r) fall off rapidly with separation

r and we take rmax = 3 in the simulations which accurately reproduces the band structure. As in Sec. VI, we find the

parameters εb − εa = 19.7 kHz, εc − εb = 17.1 kHz, Ja = 0.12 kHz, Jb = 1.29 kHz, J ′b = 0.17 kHz, Jc(1) = −3.71 kHz,
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Jc(2) = 0.45 kHz, Jc(3) = −0.31 kHz, Ua = 2.88 kHz, Ub = 1.73 kHz, Uc = 1.22 kHz, Uab = 2.36 kHz, Ubc = 1.90 kHz,

Uac = 1.49 kHz, Uacbb = −0.38 kHz, Uacaa = 0.91 kHz, Uaccc = −0.12 kHz, αab = 0.15, and αbc = −0.23. We simulate the

experimental sweeps using adaptive tDMRG with the same numerical parameters as in Sec. VI.

band 1
band 2
band 3

0.0

0.5

1.0

0.2

0.8

1.4

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

●

●

●
●

● ● ●
●

●

●

●

■

■

■

■ ■ ■ ■ ■

■

■

■

●
●

●
● ● ● ● ●

●

●
●

■

■

■
■ ■ ■ ■ ■

■

■

■

◆ ◆
◆

◆
◆ ◆ ◆

◆
◆

◆ ◆

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0
0

1

2

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

Figure S10. Simulation of an experimental sweep. tDMRG simulation of a two-step sweep sequence with L = 10, including
the lowest two bands (dotted lines) and the lowest three bands (solid lines). First, the shaking amplitude A is ramped linearly
from 0 to 5.8 nm over 0.125 ms (yellow grid line) with shaking frequency f = 15 kHz. Next, f is swept linearly from 15 kHz
to 21 kHz over τ = 0.8 ms. (A) Relative population of the bare bands, showing a small third-band excitation, and (B) the
resulting population Nπ. (C) Occupation of bare bands in the rotating frame at the end of the sweep, where the first band
is raised by hf and the third band is lowered by hf . Black arrows indicate the relative movement of these band during the
sweep, highlighting that the third band is always off-resonant at the edge of the Brillouin zone. (D) Final quasimomentum
occupations showing sharp peaks at ±~k0 and small peaks in the third band where it crosses the second band. These give rise
to satellite peaks in the normalized momentum distribution (F) absent in a two-band simulation (E).

Figure S10 shows the evolution during such a sweep at relatively strong shaking amplitude (A = 5.8 nm) where the

shaking frequency f is swept through resonance from 15 kHz to 21 kHz over 0.8 ms. Only about 10% of the particles

are excited to the third band toward the end of the sweep (Fig. S10A). As shown in Figs. S10(C-D), this excitation

occurs primarily at quasimomenta where the second and third bands are resonant. Note the particles migrate from

the first to the second band near the edge of the Brillouin zone, which remains off-resonant with the third band

throughout the sweep. The small third-band population leads to satellite peaks in the plane wave basis (Fig. S10F),

as observed in the experiment (Fig. S3A) but absent in a two-band simulation (Fig. S10E). Thus, the observable Nπ
is slightly reduced by the presence of the third band (Fig. S10B). It also exhibits stronger oscillations at frequency

2f . This frequency doubling arises because nπ is calculated by adding counter-propagating modes (see Fig. S3A).
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Figure S11. Three-band vs two-band simulations. Occupations and energies at the end of frequency sweeps with different
amplitudes A and sweep durations τ , from two-band (dotted) and three-band (solid) simulations. (A) Population of the third
band grows with both A and τ . (B) Nπ is reduced and oscillates more strongly due to population transfer to the third band.
(C) Third-band excitation causes more heating (relative to the undriven Hamiltonian). Vertical lines are spaced by the average
frequency f̄ = 18 kHz, showing that the fast oscillations occur at frequency 2f̄ due to micromotion (see Sec. II).
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Figure S11 shows that the third band is more significant at larger shaking amplitudes and longer sweep durations.

In particular, its population is less than 10% for amplitudes A < 5 nm and practically zero for A < 2.6 nm (Fig. S11A)

where the phase transition is discontinuous (Fig. S8A). Stronger shaking over a long period allows more particles to

be transferred from the second to the third band, decreasing Nπ (Fig. S11B) and causing more heating (Fig. S11C).

Note that the energy is bounded for a finite number of bands, so the heating eventually saturates as longer sweeps

become adiabatic. Figure S11B shows that as a function of the sweep duration, the final value of Nπ exhibits fast

oscillations at twice the average shaking frequency (for linear ramps from 15 to 21 kHz), which originates from the

fast oscillations in its time evolution (Fig. S10B).
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