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The existence of localization and mobility edges in one-dimensional lattices is commonly thought
to depend on disorder (or quasidisorder). We investigate localization properties of a disorder-free
lattice subject to an equally spaced electric field. We analytically show that, even though the model
has no quenched disorder, this system manifests an exact mobility edge and the localization regime
extends to weak fields, in contrast to gigantic field for the localization of a usual Stark lattice.
For strong fields, the Wannier-Stark ladder is recovered and the number of localized eigenstates
is inversely proportional to the spacing. Moreover, we study the time dependence of an initially
localized excitation and dynamically probe the existence of mobility edge.

Introduction.—Anderson localization [1], a universal
and extensively studied quantum phenomenon, reveals
that the single-particle eigenstates can become exponen-
tially localized in presence of random disorder. In sys-
tems beyond two dimensions, an energy-dependent lo-
calization transition may occur as a function of disorder
strength [2, 3], in which mobility edge (ME) appears as
an energy threshold EME separating the localized and
extended eigenstates.

In one dimension (1D), when the random disorder is re-
placed by a quasirandom incommensurate potential (the
Aubry-André-Harper model [4, 5]), the system manifests
the quantum phase transition, albeit with an energy inde-
pendent transition (no ME), i.e. all localized eigenstates
or all extended, depending on disorder strength. In in-
commensurate lattices, ME can be obtained by slowly
varying the on-site potential [6–9], introducing a long-
range hopping [10–13], deforming the on-site potential
[14], or by the so-called mosaic lattices [15, 16] where the
quasiperiodic potential is inlaid with equally spaced sites
of zero potential. The existence of ME in low-dimensional
open systems enables strong dephasing-assisted quantum
transport [17], which can be further enhanced by a pe-
riodic driving [18, 19], current rectification [20, 21], and
strong thermoelectric response [22, 23].

However, neither random disorder nor quasiperiodic
potential is essential for the rise of localized eigenstates.
We refer to the lattice in the absence of the random
or quasirandomness as disorder-free model. The no-
tion of disorder-free localization can be traced back to
the Wannier-Stark lattice [24–28], where a constant elec-
tric field applied to the lattice (resulting in a tilted po-
tential) may give rise to exponentially localized states.
These eigenstates can be determined exactly as |m〉 =∑
n Jn−m(2J/F )|n〉 [25], where Jν(z)’s are Bessel func-

tions of the first kind of hopping strength J and constant

force F . For F > 2J , all the eigenstates are localized
i.e. there is no energy-dependent ME. It took quarter of
a century for experimental evidence to emerge [29, 30],
proofing the equally-spaced energy spectrum (Wannier-
Stark ladder), and later in recent experiments involving
interaction [31–36]. Recent works show that in presence
of particle interaction, the Stark lattice exhibits robust
many-body localization [37–40], which may be destruc-
ted by dephasing noise [41] or coherent/incoherent drive
[42, 43]. However, the existence of ME in noninteracting
disorder-free systems is not well-established.

It is natural to ask whether random disorder or quasi-
disorder is at all an essential ingredient for a system
to manifest ME. In this Letter, we propose a tractable
disorder-free 1D Stark lattice in the equally-spaced mo-
saic model and analytically prove that it exhibits ex-
act ME. Remarkably, the Wannier-Stark ladder is recov-
ered in the localized regime, and the fraction of localized
eigenstates is inversely proportional to the lattice spacing
parameter. We also study the time-dependent survival
probability of an initially localized wave. The experimen-
tal realization of this model may follow from the origi-
nal proposal of mosaic model [15], which involves a spin-
dependent potential in a chain of ultracold atoms where
the odd (even) lattice sites experience nonzero (zero) po-
tential or, alternatively, in a superlattice superimposed
by an electric field where one of the layers is neutral.
Model.—We consider a 1D tight-binding Hamiltonian

with Stark effect in the so-called mosaic lattice [15] of
length L parameterized by an integer κ,

H = −J
∑
n

(c†ncn+1 + H.c.) +
∑
n

εnc
†
ncn, (1)

where

εn =

{
Fn cosφ, n = κl,

0, otherwise.
(2)
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Here cn is the annihilation operator at site n =
0, 1, 2, . . . , L−1; J is the nearest-neighbor hopping , F is
a constant force, and l = 0, 1, 2, . . . , N − 1. The on-site
potential εn is introduced so that the model has a well-
defined phase φ, which is needed to calculate the ME; it
has no physical significance.

This model has the Stark potential on every κ-th site
and zero otherwise. Since the potential occurs with inter-
val κ, we can introduce a supercell containing the nearest
κ sites. If the model contains N supercells, the lattice
length will be L = κN .
Mobility edge.—We will show that this model exhibits

exact ME for κ > 1. This can be performed by study-
ing the Lyapunov exponent (LE), which can be obtained
exactly by applying Avila’s global theory [44]. We first
represent the eigenequation Eun = un+1 + un−1 + εnun
(obtained by taking H|ψ〉 = E|ψ〉, |ψ〉 =

∑
n un|n〉) in

the form of (
un+1

un

)
= Tn

(
un
un−1

)
(3)

where the transfer matrix Tn is given by

Tn =

(
E − εn −1

1 0

)
=

(
E − Fκl cosφ −1

1 0

)(
E −1
1 0

)κ−1
. (4)

Using matrix eigendecomposition, we can express the
(κ− 1)-th power of the matrix as(

E −1
1 0

)κ−1
=

(
aκ −aκ−1
aκ−1 −aκ−2

)
, (5)

with the coefficients

aκ =
1√

E2 − 4

[(
E +

√
E2 − 4

2

)κ
−

(
E −

√
E2 − 4

2

)κ]
.

(6)
The LE is

γ(E) = lim
L→∞

1

2πL

∫
ln ‖TL(φ)‖dφ ≥ 0 (7)

where TL =
∏L=κN
n=1 Tn and ‖ · ‖ denotes a matrix norm.

Now, we are going to use Avila’s theory to find the LE.
Since Tn(φ) has a holomorphic extension to the neigh-
borhood of Imφ, we can define Tn,ε(φ) = Tn(φ+ iε). By
letting ε→∞, the transfer matrix becomes

Tl(φ+ iε) =
κ

2
le−iφe|ε|

(
−Faκ Faκ−1

0 0

)
. (8)

Thus, by a direct computation, we get ‖TL‖ =
N ! |F2 e

εκaκ|N . Within the Stirling’s approximation,
lnN ! ≈ N lnN −N , we have

κγε→∞(E) = ln

∣∣∣∣F2 aκ
∣∣∣∣+ |ε|+ ln(κN)− 1. (9)

According to Avila’s global theory, as well as in Refs. [45–
48], the energy E belongs to a point-like spectrum of
H, i.e. localized states, iff κγε(E) > 0. Hence, for
κγε(E) = 0 it is either critical or delocalized (continu-
ous spectrum). The theory also shows that as a function
of ε, the Lyapunov exponent is a convex, piecewise linear
function, with integer slopes. As we can see in the above,
the slope of γε(E) with respect to ε for ε→∞ is exactly
1. However, in the neighborhood of ε → 0+, the slope
might be 1 (when E is in the spectrum) or 0 (when E is
not). Thus, if E lies in the spectrum of the Hamiltonian
H, we have κγε(E) = max{ln |F2 aκ|+ ln(κN)− 1, 0}.

The solution of Eq. (4) for F = 0 behaves like un ∼
exp(±γ0(E)n) [49], which has the localization length of

ξ(E) =
1

γ0(E)
=

κ

ln |Faκ/2|
. (10)

Note that we have excluded ln(κN) − 1 since it is just
a constant, due to the unbounded nature of the poten-
tial, and can be absorbed by wavefunction normalization.
Reference [49] also shows that the Lyapunov exponent
is proportional to ln(FN). When |Faκ| < 2, ξ →∞ and
thus the corresponding eigenstate is delocalized. Hence,
the MEs are determined by

|Faκ| = 2. (11)

This is the central result of this Letter. For instance, for
κ = 1 case (the Stark lattice; no ME) the localization
transition occurs at F = 2, whereas for κ = 2 the MEs
are EME = ±2/F and for κ = 3, EME = ±

√
1± 2/F .

In our model, each case only possesses a single ME, which
is the ones with the highest EME. This is because in this
model the energy of localized states is always higher than
the extended ones for all κ [see Fig. 1].

The ME can also be obtained more simply by using
a self-consistent theory [50]. That is, by studying the
imaginary part of the self-energy obtained from the local
Green’s function, Gn(t) = −iΘ(t)〈n|e−iHt|n〉. To the
first order of the self-energy expansion, EME obeys [50]

〈〈ln[(EME − εn)2]〉〉 − ln J2 = 0 (12)

where 〈〈 · 〉〉 = 1
N0

∑
i0

1
2π

∫
· dφ denotes the average over

φ and all the possible end sites i0 (the number of which
is N0), e.g. if κ = Q then there are Q kinds of end sites:
one with the Stark potential, and the Q− 1 others with
zero potential. For κ = 2, we get the same result as
the previous method from Avila’s theory, EME = 2/F .
Note that for κ > 2, the mosaic model has repeating
zero potential of length more than two. This typically
demands a higher order theory which can be obtained in
a recursive manner from the self-consistent theory [51].
However, for our model the first-order approximation,
which results in ẼME = (2/F )1/(κ−1) for any κ > 1,
performs relatively well for small κ’s. This is particularly
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FIG. 1. IPR and energy spectra for φ = 0 and L = 100 (open
boundary conditions) with (a) κ = 2 and (b) κ = 6. The black
solid curves represent the exact ME from Eq. (11) while yellow

dashed curves are the approximate ME, ẼME = (2/F )1/(κ−1).
The exact and approximate MEs coincide for κ = 2.

useful since the exact result [Eq. (11)] may require solving
a high-order polynomial equation.

Localization properties.—We numerically diagonalize
the model defined in Eq. (1) for L = 100 sites with open
boundary conditions; φ = 0 is set hereafter. The degree
of localization of an eigenstate can be quantified using
the Inverse Participation Ratio (IPR). The IPR for a k-
th normalized eigenstate ψk is given from the moment

I(k)q =
∑
n

|u(k)n |2q ∝ L−Dq(q−1) (13)

by choosing q = 2, whereas Dq is the fractal dimension.
For localized eigenstates, Iq = 1 or Dq = 0, for an ergodic
state, Iq = 0 (order of 1/L) or Dq = 1, and 0 < Dq < 1
for fractal states [52–55]. The IPR and energy spectra
for κ = 2 and κ = 6 are shown in Figs. 1(a) and (b), re-
spectively. We superimpose the IPR with the analytical
result from Eq. (11) and the approximate one, ẼME. It
can be seen that the exact EME are in excellent agree-
ment with the numerical IPR map, whereas ẼME match
qualitatively for all κ and always underestimate the lo-
calization edge for F/J � 1. For κ = 6, Fig. 1(b), ẼME

slightly deviates from EME, but is still accurate, partic-
ularly, for large F/J .

The important feature of the energy spectra is that
localized states appears even with weak forces, F � J ,
as opposed to a gigantic electric field corresponding to
F > 2J in the Stark lattice, and the Wannier-Stark lad-
der, i.e. equally spaced energy levels and position of the
eigenstates, is recovered in high F/J limit, as can be
seen clearly in Fig. 1(b). In this limit, we numerically
find that the localized eigenstates form a Wannier-Stark
ladder with Eloc

k = κFk − (1 − 1/κ)κLF , whereas the
extended states are nearly degenerate with |Ek|/F → 0.
The maximum energy of the localized regime grows un-
bounded in thermodynamic limit since max(Ek) = LF ,
independent of κ. There are the highest dL/κe− 1 expo-
nentially localized eigenstates, each occupies a nonzero
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FIG. 2. (a) and (b)Level spacing so−e (blue O) and se−o

(orange ◦), and (c) and (d) eigenstate D2 (orange ♦), for
L = 2500 and a large force (F = 10J). Columns (a) and
()c): κ = 2 and columns (b) and (d): κ = 4. Vertical dashed
lines divide the levels into κ equal partitions, in which the
rightmost partition contains localized eigenstates. The left
κ− 1 partitions, containing L(1 − 1/κ) states, are extended.

part of the potential εn (one per supercell except for an
edge site, n = 0), with energies matching the potential
heights. The lower spectrum contains extended eigen-
states, the number of which is b(1 − 1/κ)Lc, and there
are κ − 1 gaps [see also the partitions in Figs. 2(a) and
(b)].

A way to discriminate among localized, fractal, and er-
godic eigenstates is by analyzing the level spacings of the
eigenenergies Ek (arranged in increasing order), which
are the odd-even (even-odd) spacings so−ek = E2k+1−E2k

(se−ok = E2k − E2k−1). Localized levels will have over-
lapping so−ek and se−ok values, whereas the ergodic levels
are doubly degenerate with a gap [4]; fractal states have
strongly scattered levels. Figures 2(a) and (b), and the
corresponding D2 in Fig. 2(c) and (d), highlight the ap-
pearance of κ equal partitions of the eigenstates in the
level spacings for every case. The localized states are lo-
cated at the rightmost partition. All the extended eigen-
states are degenerate except at partition edges. Every
partitions edges corresponds to the spectral gaps in Fig.
1. In addition, numerical study indicates that in thermo-
dynamic limit, L→∞, these gaps are persistent.

The extended states, with energies Ek≤b(1−1/κ)Lc, are
nonergodic since 0 < D2 < 1; particularly the ones at
partition edges. The level spacing is neither gapped nor
scattered, which indicates the absence of fractality that
typically occurs in disordered or an incommensurate lat-
tice. This pecularity is related to the continuity of Bessel
function, Jn−m(F/2J), as the solution for κ = 1. There
are no sharp transition as F → 2J and become localized
to one site. For our mosaic lattice, one can regard the
low energy wavefunction as a combination of Bessel-like
amplitude and solution of a regular lattice with a Dirac
comb potential, although the exact solution is not found
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FIG. 3. Survival probability f(t) (L = 100, F/J = 10, and
κ = 2) for the wave packet centered at (a) k0 = kloc − L/4
(extended), (b) k0 = kloc + L/4 (localized), (c) k0 = kloc
(crosses ME), and (d) analytical approximation for (c). Here
kloc = 50.

at present. We numerically find κ − 1 blocklike transi-
tions ofD2 in Figs. 2(c) and 2(d). Every eigenstate in the
partition edges is localized within the leftmost supercell
(not shown). States with higher energies are increasingly
spread out until they fills the entire lattice (D2 = 1) for
the state just before the next partition edge. Note that
another model with nonergodic extended states do exist,
such as the generalized Rosenzweig-Porter (GRP) model
[56]. In contrast to the nearest-neighbor hopping used in
our model, GRP contains random long-range hopping.

Excitation dynamics.—To dynamically probe the exis-
tence of ME, we study the time dependence of a Gaus-
sian wave packet centered at Ek0 , that is, |Ψ(0)〉 ∝∑
k exp

[
−i(k − k0)2/2σ2

]
|ψk〉 up to a normalization

constant. We calculate the survival probability [57],

f(t) = |〈Ψ(t)|Ψ(0)〉|2 =

∣∣∣∣∣∑
k

|〈ψk|Ψ(0)〉|2 e−iEkt

∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (14)

which is the probability of finding the initial state after
time t. We can analytically calculate f(t) by considering
the thermodynamic limit and dividing the summation
into extended (k ≤ kloc) and localized (k > kloc) states
where kloc = b(1− 1/κ)Lc. For localized wave packets
Ψ(0), we assume that k0 is deep in the Wannier-Stark lad-
der, with Eloc

k , so that the summation extends to infinity,
and small σ2. To see the effect of ME, we allow the tail to
cross ME,

∑
k≤kloc |〈ψk|Ψ(0)〉|2 ≈ ∆, and with a common

energy ε � F . This approximation is possible because
the extended spectrum is effectively degenerate (average
energy |E|/F ∼ 10−3 for F = 10J and κ = 2) except
for the states near the partition edges (|E|/F ∼ 0.1 at

maximum). Thus, we get f(t) proportional to

∆2 + ϑ3

(
κFt

2
, e−α

)2

+ 2∆ϑ3

(
κFt

2
, e−α

)
cos (θ + ε)t,

(15)
where α = 1/σ2, θ(k0) = (k0 − kloc)κF , and

ϑ3(z, q) = ϑ3(z + π, q) =

∞∑
s=−∞

qs
2

e2isz

is the Jacobi theta function [58] with s = k−k0. For ∆ =
0 (no ME crossing; localized), f(t) becomes periodic with
T = 2π/κF , independent of k0, and Eq. (15) becomes
exact.

Figures 3(a)-3(c) show f(t) for the wave packet in ex-
tended, localized, and ME crossing regimes, respectively.
Clearly the extended and localized cases oscillate with
separate timescales. For the wave packet crossing the ME
[Fig. 3(c)], we choose k0 = kloc, resulting in an oscillation
with the same frequency as in localized case, but bounded
between multiple envelopes. This can be approached an-
alytically by taking ∆ = 0.5 and ε = Ekloc ≈ 0.1F since
it is significantly larger than the rest of nearby extended
spectrum. The result is in Fig. 3(d), which shares quali-
tative features with Fig. 3(c).
Conclusions.—In this Letter, we have analytically

demonstrated the existence of ME in a disorder-free lat-
tice. We show that the analytical ME is in excellent
agreement with the numerical localization properties.
For κ > 1, localized states exist even with weak fields.
The existence of the mobility edge may also probed by
the time evolution of an initial wave packet. The sur-
vival probability oscillates with separate timescales for
extended and localized regimes. Our Letter suggests the
possible existence of the disorder-free mobility edge in
the many-body localized Stark lattice [37] with mosaic
spacings.
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