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Emergent strong zero mode through local Floquet engineering
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Periodically driven quantum systems host exotic phenomena that often do not have any analog in undriven
systems. Floquet prethermalization and dynamical freezing of certain observables, via the emergence of con-
servation laws, are realized by controlling the drive frequency. Recent experimental developments in synthetic
quantum matter, such as superconducting qubits and cold atoms, have opened avenues for implementing local
Floquet engineering which can achieve spatially modulated quantum control of states. Here, we uncover the
novel memory effects of local periodic driving in a nonintegrable spin-half staggered Heisenberg chain. For a
boundary-driven protocol at the dynamical freezing frequency, we show the formation of an approximate strong
zero mode, a prethermal quasilocal operator, due to the emergence of a discrete global Z2 symmetry. This is
captured by constructing an accurate effective Floquet Hamiltonian using a higher-order partially resummed
Floquet-Magnus expansion. The lifetime of the boundary spin can be exponentially enhanced by enlarging the
set of suitably chosen driven sites. We demonstrate that in the asymptotic limit, achieved by increasing the
number of driven sites, a strong zero mode emerges, where the lifetime of the boundary spin grows exponentially
with system size. The nonlocal processes in the Floquet Hamiltonian play a pivotal role in the total freezing of
the boundary spin in the thermodynamic limit. The novel dynamics of the boundary spin is accompanied by a
rich structure of entanglement in the Floquet eigenstates where specific bipartitions yield an area-law scaling
while the entanglement for random bipartitions scales as a volume-law. Our work addresses the long-standing
question of the existence of a strong zero mode in a nonintegrable model and elucidates the complex nature of
thermalization in locally driven systems.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Protection of quantum information in many-body systems
in the presence of decoherence is vital for quantum infor-
mation processing [1–3]. Realizations in physical systems of
qubits are routinely subjected to periodic drives using optical
and microwave resonators for quantum control [4–6]. Driving
systems away from equilibrium is an experimental prescrip-
tion for lengthening the lifetime of qubits. The potential of
periodic driving to produce novel phases of matter charac-
terized by dynamical localization [7,8], topology [9–13], and
time crystallinity [14–21] (which often does not have any
equilibrium counterpart) has been explored in detail both
theoretically and experimentally. Realizing exotic dynamical
states through Floquet engineering has witnessed a surge in
theoretical interest [22–26] in recent years. In interacting,
driven systems thermalization to infinite temperature pro-
vides a major roadblock to the protection of entanglement
and correlations [27,28]. In the absence of disorder, quantum
many-body scars (QMBS) [29–37], Hilbert-space fragmen-
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tation [38–43], and disorder-free localization [44,45] have
provided instances where local thermalization can be avoided
due to constraints in the interaction.

Certain one-dimensional many-body Hamiltonians are en-
dowed with a quasilocal operator called a strong zero mode
(SZM), which exists on the boundary of the system and is
conserved for long times [46,47]. This operator can be utilized
to encode stable quantum information away from the ground
state and does not require low temperatures. The existence of
SZM can be proven in integrable models while in the presence
of weak integrability-breaking perturbations, these quasilocal
operators are expected to exhibit prethermal behavior [48–50].
Models with Hilbert space fragmentation can host a statis-
tically localized SZM, without the presence of integrability
[51]. The connection between integrability and SZMs is of
significant interest for the breakdown of thermalization. In
this context, symmetries play a crucial role in fragmenting
the Hilbert space and forming quantum scars, which stabi-
lize SZM. This class of phenomena falls under the rubric of
partially integrable models, where local dynamical properties
exhibit nonthermal behavior. Under a global periodic drive
that breaks integrability while preserving the global symme-
try, the SZM destabilizes and has a finite lifetime [52,53].
These boundary observables take a parametrically long time
to thermalize while the bulk of the system thermalizes quickly.
These approximate zero modes are continuously connected to
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exact zero modes in the integrable limit of the models. Indeed,
in most cases, the presence of a global drive appears to be
crucial for realizing prethermal or athermal behavior due to
the emergence of conservation laws.

Generically, an interacting Floquet system heats up to
an infinite temperature state, however, prethermal or slow
dynamics can be induced due to the separation of scales
between the frequency of the drive and the system’s internal
energy scales [17,54–58]. The distinct stroboscopic dynami-
cal regimes of a periodically driven system are governed by
the Floquet Hamiltonian HF , defined through the propagator
U (τ ) as

U (τ ) = T exp

(
−i
∫ τ

0
H (t ′)dt ′

)
= exp(−iHF τ ), (1)

where H (t ) = H (t + τ ). HF plays a central role in under-
standing the slow dynamics or heating to infinite tempera-
ture [59–61]. A perturbative description of the prethermal
timescales can be developed in terms of an expansion of HF

in τ , where τ is the time-period of the Floquet drive. In
general, the perturbative corrections in a periodically driven
nonintegrable system become nonlocal and the series diverges
in the thermodynamic limit, signaling rapid thermalization.
However, through appropriate Floquet engineering, one can
prolong the prethermal behavior to experimentally observable
times enhancing the radius of convergence of such perturba-
tion series. For example, in the presence of a high-frequency
drive, nonintegrable systems can exhibit prethermal behavior
where emergent conservation laws are applicable for expo-
nentially long times. In another class of phenomena, global
drives can result in the formation of Floquet quantum scars
[62–67] and dynamical many-body freezing [68–70], where
local observables remain athermal under unitary evolution for
a specific choice of drive protocols—an exclusively drive-
induced nonthermal phenomenon at intermediate frequencies.
The frozen states are characterized by local conservation laws
and lead to scarring of the Floquet spectrum.

A question naturally emerges, what happens when a system
is driven locally? Unlike the global drive which can preserve
translational symmetry, a local drive explicitly breaks it. Re-
cently, the real-space profile of thermalization for local or
spatially modulated drives has been shown to exhibit rich
behavior where the drive can disentangle spins leading to
large variations in thermalization times and even steady-state
properties [71,72]. The disentangling effect of the drive can
generate cold spots which persist for significantly longer than
thermalization times in the rest of the system.

In this work, we consider the fate of thermalization for a
boundary-driven nonintegrable spin chain. In the absence of
driving, the model hosts a set of scarred eigenstates that act as
a large spin given by the SU(2) symmetry of the model, show-
ing persistent oscillations for certain unentangled initial states.
In the presence of a local drive, this manifold is destroyed by
a novel form of dynamical disentangling of the spin due to the
emergence of a discrete symmetry at the dynamical freezing
frequency. We unravel a new mechanism for local ergodicity
breaking due to the formation of an approximate SZM at a
certain discrete set of frequencies. Furthermore, using Flo-
quet engineering of a cluster of sites (see the illustration in

FIG. 1. A schematic figure showing the model interaction and
drive protocol adapted in this work. Red (blue) color is used to
denote ferro- (antiferro-) magnetic exchange in consecutive links.
A stationary global field is applied in the z direction, whereas a
time-periodic field in the x direction is applied at a few specific sites.

Fig. 1), we are able to control the exponential time scales
of boundary relaxation characterized by the emergence of an
asymptotically exact SZM. The athermal dynamics is accom-
panied by a rich entanglement structure of Floquet eigenstates
which exhibit both thermal and athermal properties.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. In Sec. II,
we introduce our model, and discuss its symmetries and non-
integrable nature. This is followed by the definition of the
local Floquet protocol. In Sec. III, we discuss the boundary-
driven protocol where the drive acts on a single site. Using
higher-order Floquet-Magnus (F-M) expansion, we demon-
strate the slow dynamics of the edge spin and the resulting
properties of the approximate SZM. In Sec. IV, we give the
full phenomenology of two and multi-site driving, discovering
the optimal drive protocol which leads to the freezing of the
boundary spin. We discuss how this novel dynamical property
is accompanied by the emergence of a SZM in Sec. IV C. In
order to interpret our results on the dynamics, we analyze the
entanglement structures of the Floquet eigenstates in Sec. V,
and show their thermal and athermal properties for specific
bipartitions. Section VI summarises the salient results and
their implications for athermal behavior in Floquet systems.

II. MODEL HAMILTONIAN, DRIVE PROTOCOL, AND
PRELIMINARIES

A. Undriven Hamiltonian

We consider the one-dimensional “staggered” (alternating
ferro-antiferromagnetic exchange interaction) nearest neigh-
bor spin-1/2 Heisenberg model with a globally applied
homogeneous magnetic field, as the undriven part of our sys-
tem. Its Hamiltonian is

H0 =
N−1∑
i=1

(−1)iSi · Si+1 − h
N∑

i=1

Sz
i , (2)

where i refers to a site index and Si ≡ (Sx
i , Sy

i , Sz
i ) is the

vector comprised of the usual spin-1/2 operators, and h is
the magnetic field strength. N is the number of spins and
we always consider open boundary conditions (OBC). As
previously mentioned elsewhere by some of us [71], the model
in Eq. (2) has a long history partly due to its relevance to the
Haldane spin-1 chain [73–76], which can be experimentally
realized in the limit of the ferromagnetic bonds being much
stronger than the antiferromagnetic ones [76,77].
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For h �= 0, the magnetic field term reduces the symmetry
of the Hamiltonian from SU(2) to U(1), thus the total magne-
tization along the z axis (Sz

tot = ∑
i Sz

i ) is conserved. A subset
of U(1) is the Z2 symmetry, i.e. H0 commutes with the Dz

operator, where

Dα =
N∏

i=1

2Sα
i (3)

with α = x, y, z. In terms of spatial symmetries, H0 is reflec-
tion symmetric (with respect to the central bond) only for even
N . For odd N , H0 is found to anticommute with the operators

Aα ≡ DαR, (4)

for α = x, y, where we have defined,

R ≡
(N−1)/2∏

i=1

SWAP(i, N − i + 1). (5)

R is the reflection operator with respect to the cen-
tral site and SWAP(i, j) is the SWAP gate, defined
as SWAP ≡ |↑↑〉〈↑↑| + |↑↓〉〈↓↑| + |↓↑〉〈↑↓| + |↓↓〉〈↓↓|.
Consequently, H0 has a spectral reflection symmetry (i.e., if
there is an eigenstate |ψ〉 of energy E , then there is also an
eigenstate A|ψ〉 with energy −E ) for odd N .

We find that there are exponentially many (with system
size) exact zero energy states at h = 0 for odd N , intriguingly
such a feature has also been reported in other models that har-
bor a superspin structure, which translates to the existence of
QMBS [29,78–82]. For any eigenstate |ψ〉 with magnetization
mz, there is always an eigenstate R|ψ〉 (Dα|ψ〉, for α = x, y)
with magnetization mz (−mz). For even N , both the spectral
reflection (E → −E ) symmetry and exact zero energy states
are lost but the latter property still remain valid.

Despite its superficial resemblance to the integrable uni-
form Heisenberg chain, the staggered model is nonintegrable.
Focusing on even N , here N = 16, we work in the zero-
magnetization sector (Sz

tot = 0) and switch off the magnetic
field at the last site to remove the presence of conventional
symmetries (e.g., S2 conservation, inversion symmetry) [83],
which must otherwise be accounted for in the determination of
level statistics. The middle 60% of the many-body spectrum
is used for the purpose of computing level statistics, this is
done to focus on properties at infinite temperature. Due to
the limited statistics of eigenvalue spacings available for every
bin, it is instead useful to monitor the integrated level spacing
distribution,

I (s) =
∫ s

0
P(s′)ds′, (6)

where P(s′) is the probability density of the unfolded energy
level spacings (spacings divided by their mean). Note that I (s)
is simply the cumulative distribution function of the unfolded
spacings s.

In Fig. 2, we plot I (s) for the case of h = 1, and find
that it closely resembles the results of a Gaussian orthogonal
ensemble (GOE) of the random matrix theory [84], a signature

FIG. 2. Integrated level spacing distribution I (s) for H0 (in blue)
and H0 without staggering (in yellow), both with h = 1, N = 16.
Black lines show a comparison with Poisson statistics, the signa-
ture of integrability (dashed), and GOE, valid for chaotic systems
(dotted).

of chaotic, nonintegrable systems,1 In comparison, when the
bonds are made uniform (instead of staggered), we find that
I (s) follows the Poisson distribution, as expected for inte-
grable models.

B. Strong zero mode

Our work here is inspired by the aim of engineering a
strong zero mode, a quasilocal conserved operator, localized
at the edge of a one-dimensional quantum system which gives
rise to long coherence times of the edge spin [46–48,51,85].
The emergence of SZM is closely related to the existence of
a discrete symmetry which can lead to a local conservation
law on the edge of a system. Therefore characterization of
the SZM operator Ôszm in a spin-1/2 system, described by the
Hamiltonian H , requires certain algebraic properties to be sat-
isfied which have an impact on the spectrum and dynamics of
local observable [46,47]. These properties are the following.

(1) There exists a discrete symmetry operator D in the
system, i.e., [D, H] = 0, implying the eigenstates are split into
two sectors, labeled by the eigenvalues of D.

(2) Ôszm anticommutes with D, {Ôszm, D} = 0, and there-
fore pairs the eigenstates between the sectors of D.

(3) Ôszm must be normalizable, Ô2
szm ∝ I.

(4) Ôszm asymptotically commutes with H , i.e.,
||[H, Ôszm]|| ∼ exp(−aN ) with a > 0. A consequence of
this is that Ôszm is a conserved quantity in the thermodynamic
limit and that the gap falls off exponentially in the system
size.

We, therefore, expect that a system endowed with a SZM
is characterized by a spectrum-wide (quasi)-degeneracy and
relaxation of the edge that can be slowed down by increas-
ing the system size. It is also important to satisfy all these
conditions simultaneously to have SZM in a system, for ex-
ample, one can construct an operator which satisfies the last

1We find similar results for h → 0 i.e., even the staggered Heisen-
berg model without a field is nonintegrable, consistent with previous
integrability tests of Ref. [118].
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condition but does not correspond to a SZM. The undriven
staggered Heisenberg chain (H0) is not expected to possess
a normalizable SZM and, consequently, expectation value of
any edge spin operator should quickly relax to zero starting
from any randomly chosen ordered state. In a bid to effectively
decouple the edge spin from the rest of the system, we adopt
the strategy of driving it locally with a protocol we describe
next.

C. Drive protocol

Throughout this work, we adopt a Floquet drive protocol
that involves applying a time-periodic magnetic field in the x
direction on a subsystem that includes the boundary spin. The
total time-dependent Hamiltonian is given by

H (t ) = H0 + f (t )V,

f (t ) = γ sgn[sin(ωt )], and V =
∑
i∈sd

Sx
i , (7)

where sgn(x) is the sign function, and thus its profile is that of
a “square pulse,” and sd is the set of driven sites (see Fig. 1). γ
and ω are the drive amplitude and frequency, respectively and
τ ≡ 2π/ω is the time duration of one drive cycle. The time-
averaged field in the x-direction is zero at stroboscopic times
(integer number of drive cycles). We note that some aspects
were previously considered for the special case of a single
driven bulk site [86–88].

The time evolution operator over one drive cycle can be
written as

U (τ ) = e−i(H0−γV ) τ
2 e−i(H0+γV ) τ

2 = e−iHF τ . (8)

Since we focus on stroboscopic dynamics, t = nτ where n is
an integer, analyzing the properties of U (τ ) or equivalently
HF is adequate for long time dynamics. A key contribution of
our work is to explicitly derive HF , to some approximation,
in a bid to understand the exact stroboscopic dynamics seen
in our numerical calculations. The explicit form of HF was
computed to the lowest order in the F-M expansion for the
case of a single driven site in the bulk [71], a result we revisit
in the next section for the boundary driven case.

D. Observables

Both from an experimental and theoretical point of view
it is advantageous to monitor the time dependence of local
operators, here we focus on 〈ψ (nτ )|Sx

i |ψ (nτ )〉, where

|ψ (nτ )〉 = U (nτ )|ψ0〉 = U n(τ )|ψ0〉 (9)

is the time-dependent state starting from an initial state |ψ0〉.
The initial state is typically chosen to be “simple,” for exam-
ple, a product state in the x basis, with the hope that it can be
easily realized in experiments [18,89–91].

Further theoretical insights can be obtained from the time-
dependent von Neumann entanglement entropy,

SvN
A (nτ ) = Tr[ρA(nτ ) ln ρA(nτ )], (10)

where A refers to a single site or collection of sites. The
reduced density matrix of this collection of sites, ρA, is com-
puted by tracing out all degrees of freedom not part of A

(labeled by Ā) in the full density matrix

ρA(nτ ) = TrĀ[|ψ (nτ )〉〈ψ (nτ )|]. (11)

In this work, we choose A to include either a single site,
or a collection of driven sites. While local observables can
be routinely measured in quantum simulation experiments,
accessing the Rényi entanglement entropy is also feasible
[92–94]. Entanglement entropy is a useful metric for distin-
guishing between low-entangled states (area law or lower) or
those with high entanglement (typically, volume law). Thus it
reveals the existence or absence of (Floquet) ETH and is also
useful for the detection of QMBS [29,34].

III. BOUNDARY-DRIVEN APPROXIMATELY CONSERVED
STRONG ZERO MODE

A. Overview of salient features of dynamics

Given the setup in the previous section, we study the stro-
boscopic relaxation of the spins when only the left boundary
spin is driven, i.e., sd = {1}. The main purpose is to explore
the existence of parameters that freeze the dynamics of the
edge spin via the emergence of a local conserved quantity
(for example, Sx

1) which can lead to realizing a strong SZM.
Instead, we find an approximate SZM for the boundary-driven
protocol, i.e., no operator satisfies the criteria outlined previ-
ously. However, the lessons learned from understanding this
case facilitate a series of drive protocols that lead us to a SZM,
demonstrated in the following sections.

We summarize our key physical findings in this section,
which relies on constructing HF using a resummed F-M ex-
pansion to different levels of accuracy. First, we revisit the
result for HF to zeroth order (l = 0) in the F-M expansion, by
transforming to the rotating frame. We show that this approx-
imation, while qualitatively correct for many situations, fails
to capture the dynamics evaluated from exact numerics near
certain special drive frequencies which we dub as “freezing
frequencies” [69]. This failure motivates the technically chal-
lenging computation of HF to second order which contains
multiple terms, we classify as “local” and “nonlocal.” We find
that the local terms, treated accurately to high order in the
inverse drive strength, renormalize the freezing frequency in
excellent agreement with the exact results. Finally, we demon-
strate that describing the slowdown of the boundary spin at
and near the freezing frequencies requires the incorporation
of additional nonlocal terms.

We initialize our system to a simple product state with all
spins pointing along the −x axis,

|ψ0〉 = |−X 〉 ≡
N⊗

i=1

|←〉i. (12)

In the absence of an applied magnetic field (h = 0), this state,
being the maximally polarized ferromagnet along the −x di-
rection, is an exact eigenstate of H0 with energy E = 0 for
odd N and E = 1/4 for even N . When decomposed in terms
of Sz

tot projected eigenstates, we get

|ψ0〉 = 1

2N/2

N∑
r=0

√
NCr

∣∣∣∣Sz
tot = 2r − N

2

〉
. (13)
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When a nonzero z field (h �= 0) is turned on, the projected
Sz

tot states (on the right-hand side) remain eigenstates of H0,
but their degeneracy is split. Thus |ψ0〉 no longer remains an
eigenstate of H0. These projected states were shown to have
low entanglement [34], in violation of the expected volume
law at infinite temperature. Thus this state serves as perhaps
the simplest example of an embedded superspin (at high en-
ergy) in an otherwise chaotic spectrum, this is the basic idea
at the core of perfect QMBS [34,95].

Though the system initialized with |−X 〉 exhibits perfect
oscillations (in the Loschmidt echo and various observables)
under the action of H0, the situation is starkly different when
the system is subject to a local periodic drive [Eq. (7)]. In
previous work [71], we found that there are at least two para-
metric regimes depending on the kick strength and frequency.
Typically, the driven spin thermalizes collectively with the
rest, however, when a freezing condition involving the drive
strength and frequency is satisfied, the driven spin is almost
(but not strongly) decoupled from the rest of the system. We
will elaborate on this in the next subsection.

In what follows, we have worked primarily with the |−X 〉
initial state, however, we emphasize that all our results remain
insensitive to this choice and are valid for any product state in
the Sx basis.

B. Failure of the zeroth order Floquet Hamiltonian

We perturbatively construct and analyze the Floquet
Hamiltonian, HF , using a resummed F-M expansion (as
charted out in detail in Appendix A). In this scheme, HF =∑∞

l=0 H (l )
F where the various orders are denoted by H (l )

F and,
in principle, can be calculated for each l .

A computation of the l = 0 term gives

H (0)
F = −Sx

1Sx
2 − sin λ

λ

(
Sy

1Sy
2 + Sz

1Sz
2

)
+ 1 − cos λ

λ

(
Sz

1Sy
2 − Sy

1Sz
2

)
− h

λ

[
sin λSz

1 + (1 − cos λ)Sy
1

]

+
N−1∑
i=2

(−1)iSi · Si+1 − h
N∑

i=2

Sz
i , (14)

where λ ≡ γ τ/2 = πγ /ω. Additionally, the calculation for
l = 1 shows that H (1)

F vanishes for all drive parameters.
When λ = 2πk, where k is an integer, the only nonzero

term involving the driven boundary site in HF (calculated up
to l = 1) is −Sx

1Sx
2. This suggests that the edge spin can be

completely frozen if one tunes the drive frequency to ωk
c =

γ /(2k) since the following commutation relation[
Sx

1, H (0)
F + H (1)

F

] = 0 (15)

is exactly satisfied.
We focus on the k = 1 case, though all the discussions

remain valid for any k. Figure 3(a) presents the stroboscopic
dynamics of SvN

i , for all i with sd = {1}. We find that the re-
laxation rate of the boundary spin is indeed very small at ω ∼
ωk

c (compared to other sites which thermalize very quickly
in spite of being undriven), however, it is always nonzero.

(a)

(b)

FIG. 3. Stroboscopic dynamics of (a) single site entanglement
entropy SvN

i for all the sites (i) for N = 14. The red (dashed) line is
used to denote the maximum single-site entropy (ln 2). SvN

1 (averaged
SvN

1 over first 2000 cycles) is plotted with ω in the inset showing
the absence of dynamic freezing of the edge spin even for the most
appropriate choice of the drive frequency. A vertical dashed line is
also drawn at ω1

c = 7.5 to clearly show the minima in SvN
1 (ω1

m) is
shifted from ω1

c . (b) entanglement entropy of the boundary site (SvN
1 )

for different system sizes (N). h = 1, γ = 15, and ω = ω1
m = 7.53

for both the panels. The N = 16 and N = 18 calculations were done
with matrix-product-state-based TEBD calculations for a time step
of δt = τ/100 and a maximum bound dimension of 2N/2.

This can be seen in the inset of Fig. 3(a), where we plot
SvN

1 averaged over the first 2000 cycles with ω near ω1
c . The

frequency which gives the slowest relaxation (ω = ωk
m) shifts

to a somewhat higher value compared to ωk
c (i.e. ωk

m > ωk
c ).

This result can not be explained by the lowest-order (l = 0)
Floquet Hamiltonian.

We also monitor the size dependence of the relaxation
rate of SvN

1 in Fig. 3(b) using a combination of exact di-
agonalization for N � 14, and matrix product state based
time-evolving block decimation (TEBD) technique [96,97]
for N > 14, setting the bond dimension to its maximal value
of 2N/2. A second-order Trotter decomposition with a time
step of δt = τ/100 was used for the TEBD calculations [98],
we checked there was almost no difference in our results
in the range δt = τ/30 to δt = τ/100. While increasing the
system size, we find that the relaxation of the edge spin slows
down, but not exponentially in system size. Moreover, the
relaxation dynamics tends to be saturated beyond a threshold
system size [≈16 as can be seen in Fig. 3(b)], an observation
that is consistent with the phenomenology of an approximate
SZM [47].

C. Higher order corrections and freezing condition

To explain our numerical observations, we need to go
to higher terms in the F-M expansion. However, before
we dive into this calculation, we note that the F-M ex-
pansion to obtain the Floquet Hamiltonian for interacting
systems is plagued by various convergence issues [56].
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Though these issues can be circumvented to some extent
by systematic resummations in certain parameters (e.g. drive
frequency) [59,99,100], the calculation of the resummed ex-
pansion becomes increasingly difficult in higher order in other
parameters (e.g., drive amplitude) due to the presence of
nested commutators of many-body terms. In spite of this, the
calculation of higher-order terms in F-M has been fruitful, as
it can reveal physical effects not accessible in the lower order
expansion.

As anticipated, the calculation of H (2)
F is somewhat com-

plicated by the existence of multiple terms, for completeness
the various contributions have been described in Appendix A.
Here we categorize the resulting expression into “local” and
“nonlocal” parts,

H (2)
F = H (2)

F, loc + H (2)
F, nonloc. (16)

The “local” part, consisting of only one- and two-body (n.n.)
operators (including the boundary site), can be written as

H (2)
F, loc = a1(p)Sz

1 + a2(p)Sy
1 + a3(p)Sz

1Sz
2 + a4(p)Sy

1Sy
2 + a5(p)Sz

1Sy
2 + a6(p)Sy

1Sz
2 + · · · , (17)

where p ≡ (h, γ , τ ) represents the set of drive parameters (see Appendix A for the full expression of all the ai coeffi-
cients). The ellipsis denotes terms, which commute with Sx

1. It is important to note that our classification of “local” is
based on the fact that the terms have the same functional forms as those appearing in H (0)

F , hence only renormalizing their
strength.

Interestingly, we find that ais contain terms with similar magnitude as the zeroth (l = 0) term [i.e. O(1/γ )], some of which
can be nonzero even at the special freezing frequencies ωk

c . Collecting only the O(1/γ ) terms from H (2)
F, loc, we rewrite HF as

HF,loc

[
O
(

1

γ

)]
= H (0)

F + H (1)
F + H (2)

F, loc[O(1/γ )]

= −Sx
1Sx

2 − 2 sin λ

γ τ

[(
1 + (1 + 4h2)τ 2

48

)
Sy

1Sy
2 +

(
1 + τ 2

48

)
Sz

1Sz
2

]

+ 2

γ τ

[(
1 − cos λ − (1 + 4h2)τ 2(2 + cos λ)

48

)
Sz

1Sy
2 −

(
1 − cos λ − τ 2(2 + cos λ)

48

)
Sy

1Sz
2

]

− 2h

γ τ

[
sin λ

(
1 + τ 2

48

)
Sz

1 +
(

1 − cos λ − τ 2(2 + cos λ)

48

)
Sy

1

]
+

N−1∑
i=2

(−1)iSi · Si+1 − h
N∑

i=2

Sz
i . (18)

With this expression it becomes clear that [Sx
1, HF ] �= 0 at

ω = ωk
c . In fact, there is not a single p for which all Sx

1
noncommuting terms in Eq. (18) simultaneously go to zero.
In other words, it is impossible to dynamically freeze the edge
spin via the emergence of a corresponding local conserved
quantity. This result must be contrasted with the case of global
driving with a square pulse [69], where the terms in H (2)

F are
expected to be at least O(1/γ 2) or smaller (see Appendix C).

The local terms, to order 1/γ , do not significantly affect the
freezing condition obtained from H (0)

F , they alone are quan-
titatively inadequate for explaining the observed shift in the
freezing frequency. Thus we retain higher order local terms in
H (2)

F,loc and define

HF,loc

[
O
(

1

γ 3

)]
≡ H (0)

F + H (1)
F + H (2)

F,loc

[
O
(

1

γ 3

)]
. (19)

To demonstrate that the Hamiltonian in Eq. (19) captures
the shift of the point of minimum relaxation to a frequency
slightly higher than ωk

c , we calculate a matrix element of HF in
the Sx-basis, HF (2, 1) where |1〉 = |ψ0〉 and |2〉 = σ z

1 |1〉. Fig-
ure 4 shows a comparison of different levels of approximation
for HF (2, 1) with the exact numerical calculation. One can see
that |HF (2, 1)| obtained from Eq. (18), though always nonzero
(supporting the absence of freezing of the edge spin), does not
match the exact results, particularly it still shows the minimum
at a frequency which is extremely close to ωk

c , rather than the
shifted value. In comparison, including the local O(1/γ 2) and

O(1/γ 3) terms in H (2)
F yields substantially good agreement

with the exact numerics, in particular the location of the min-
ima of matrix elements [like HF (2, 1)] which determines the
freezing frequency.

Going beyond individual matrix elements, we compare
the exact stroboscopic dynamics with that generated by the
HF,loc[O(1/γ 3)] in Fig. 5. This approximation is excellent for
capturing the dynamics of all spins away from the freezing
frequency. At and near the freezing frequency, it captures the
dynamics of all, but the boundary spin, accurately. Thus the
local HF approximation can capture not only the individual
matrix elements but also the stroboscopic dynamics quite
accurately at least for short times.

D. Role of nonlocal terms to slowdown the edge spin

Interestingly, the failure of the local H (2)
F only for the

dynamics of the boundary spin at and near ωk
m reveals the

importance of the nonlocal terms, that we have ignored up to
this point. We have numerically checked that near the freezing
frequency many matrix elements of HF , generated by long-
range and multi-spin interaction terms involving the boundary
spin are significant relative to the local matrix elements [like
HF (2, 1) which shows a minimum at this parameter regime].
We find that such nonlocal terms, appearing in H (2)

F , can at
most be four-body operators having support on sites 1–4.
We have calculated all such terms (dubbed as H (2)

F,nonloc) with
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(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 4. Comparison of (a) real, (b) imaginary, and (c) absolute
values of HF (2, 1) between exact numerics (black dots) and expres-
sions obtained from F-M expansions. Blue (green) curve is obtained
from Eq. (18) [Eq. (19)]. A vertical red (dashed) line is used in (c) to
guide the eye to the minima of HF (2, 1) which is clearly shifted from
ω1

c = 7.5. h = 1, γ = 15, and N = 8.

their respective strengths in terms of the drive parameters (see
Appendix A). Such terms when included in HF are found to
improve the agreement with exact numerics for the boundary
spin [see Fig. 5(b)].

The nonlocal terms, though very weak, will proliferate in
further higher orders; a careful inclusion of them may increase
the timescale of the agreement with exact numerics. In fact,

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 5. Comparison of stroboscopic dynamics from exact nu-
merics and analytical HF obtained from the resummed F-M
expansion at (a) ω = 5 (b) ω = 7.53 (c) ω = 10. γ = 15, h = 1, and
N = 8. Away from the freezing frequency the stroboscopic dynamics
is well captured for all spins within a “local” approximation for HF ,
in comparison to exact numerics. At or near the freezing frequency,
nonlocal terms are required to accurately capture the behavior of the
driven boundary spin.

we find that the nonlocal and multispin terms already present
in H (2)

F,nonloc are sufficient to capture the slow dynamics of the
edge spin accurately up to n ∼ 200. The strength of the nonlo-
cal terms calculated in second order (l = 2) is renormalized in
higher order in the F-M expansion which in turn extends the
agreement with exact dynamics to longer times. This is quite
nontrivial for two reasons. First, any nonthermal (or prether-
mal) phenomenon in a Floquet system is naively expected to
be linked with the existence of a local HF whereas a nonlocal
HF usually promotes heating. But here we observe the exact
opposite, the thermalizing dynamics of the bulk sites is well
captured by a local HF (even at ωk

m as shown in Fig. 5) but not
the freezing dynamics of the boundary site which necessitates
the presence of certain long-range terms for its onset. Here
we also note that H (2)

F,nonloc is completely off-diagonal in the
x basis and the proliferation of these terms is expected to
dephase the initial state |ψ0〉. Second, from a practical point of
view, it establishes the freezing phenomenon reported in this
work as a genuine drive-induced many-body effect, which is
challenging to engineer with fine-tuned long-range terms in a
time-independent Hamiltonian.

As noted previously, the rate of relaxation of the boundary
spin at the special frequencies (ωk

m) decreases further with
increasing system size, as can be seen in Fig. 3(b). This is at
odds with the usual expectation that increasing the system size
generically increases the phase space available for thermal-
ization and should thus speed up the process. This apparent
anomalous behavior already suggests that boundary driving
alone can be enough to trigger the onset of an approximate
SZM [47,50] in the system. However, the relaxation time of
the boundary spin is significantly shorter than the time asso-
ciated with a SZM, in which case it is exponentially large in
system size.

The inability of boundary-site driving to fully freeze the
boundary spin and the presence of nonlocal terms motivates
the next natural question: what happens when multiple sites
(including the boundary one) are driven together? Is there
any requirement on the number of driven sites as well as
the specific locations where the drive should be applied to
maximize the lifetime of the edge spin? We address these
questions in the next section.

IV. EMERGENCE OF THE STRONG ZERO MODE VIA
MULTISITE DRIVING

A. Optimal drive protocol

We now consider a situation when multiple spins in the
bulk are driven simultaneously, in addition to the boundary.
Intuitively, the increase in the number of driven sites would
lead to more rapid thermalization of all the spins. As discussed
in Sec. III D, each driven site generates a larger collection
of nonlocal terms which slow down the edge spin near the
freezing frequency. In this section, we first explore the land-
scape of few-site protocols and investigate their effects on the
edge spin. This subsequently leads us to the development of a
multi-site driving protocol, resulting in the further slowdown
of the edge spin.

When the boundary and a generic bulk site are driven to-
gether, our results indicate that the relaxation of the boundary
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 6. Stroboscopic SvN
i (top) and 〈Sx

i 〉 (bottom) for different
two-site driving. Locations of the driven sites (sd ) are mentioned at
the top of each column. h = 1, γ = 15, ω=ω1

m=7.53, and N=14.

spin gets faster. We demonstrate this behavior with an exam-
ple for sd = {1, 3} in Figs. 6(a) and 6(c), where we observe
that the relaxation of the boundary site is faster than the case of
sd = {1}. The undriven sites are found to thermalize quickly,
with the exception of the intermediate spins, which exhibit
slower relaxation to thermal equilibrium. However, remark-
ably we find that a particular two-site driving protocol results
in strong freezing of the edge spin: when in addition to the
boundary site the fifth site is also driven (sd = {1, 5}). Indeed,
the first site shows almost no relaxation of (〈Sx

1〉) for the drive
cycles plotted in Figs. 6(b) and 6(d). The intermediate sites
assume a different character now, showing a strong tempo-
ral oscillation before eventually decaying out to zero. This
particular driving protocol also causes a widened frequency
window which admits slow (but nonzero) relaxation of the
edge spin. Moreover, we find that the relaxation of the edge
spin, analogous to the boundary-driven case, slows down with
increasing the system size (see the inset in Fig. 7).

FIG. 7. Long time stroboscopic dynamics of SvN
1 for different

multi-site driving showing the optimal choice of drive locations
(every fourth site) to freeze the boundary spin. Inset shows SvN

1 vs
n for sd = {1, 5} for different system sizes. All parameters are the
same as in Fig. 6.

This freezing behavior is necessarily a high-order many-
body effect, as the drive itself only produces interactions with
a range of three sites away from the driven one (in the sec-
ond term in F-M). Therefore driving site 5 does not change
the structure of the effective Hamiltonian from Eq. (18),
only adding terms supported on sites 2–8. This implies that
the origin of the suppression of the boundary relaxation is
a higher-order many-body process, where the driven site 5
impacts sites 2–4, which in turn impact the boundary. This
complex collective behavior seems to be a unique property of
only this particular two-site protocol (sd = {1, 5}), and will
become the key ingredient in our subsequent proposal for the
Floquet engineering of the SZM.

We also note that the additional driven site is itself not
frozen. This can be understood by noticing that the Hamil-
tonian now includes newly generated three-body interaction
terms (e.g., Sx

4Sz
5Sx

6, see Appendix B), which renormalizes the
field strength at site 5. Note that such a term cannot occur for
the boundary-driven case. To illustrate this one can, for ex-
ample, compare the aforementioned matrix element HF (2, 1)
with the matrix element representing single spin-flip events at
site 5, 〈ψ0|HF σ z

5 |ψ0〉. Indeed, we find the latter to be larger in
magnitude, contributing to a much faster dephasing of site 5
as compared to site 1.

B. Freezing of edge spin on increasing the number of driven sites

Motivated by our observation of the slowdown of the edge
due to the two-site protocol, we consider the driving of ad-
ditional sites. Increasing the number of driven sites further,
we find that generically there is a rapid relaxation of all
sites, including the boundary. However, when the driving se-
quence is specifically chosen as sd = {1, 5, 9}, the freezing of
the boundary site is significantly enhanced compared to the
two-site protocol with sd = {1, 5}. We can conclude that the
further slowdown has a similar origin to the two-site protocol:
a high-order many-body process, this time involving site 9.
Based on the spatial periodicity of the few-site protocols, we
propose the following Floquet engineering protocol to further
slowdown the edge spin, where the driving sequence is com-
posed of the cluster sd = {1, 5, 9, . . . , 4k + 1}. Subsequently,
we will use the term “every fourth site” to describe this cluster,
and designate the total number of driven sites as n4th

d . The
existence of this protocol does not preclude other protocols
which can stabilize a SZM, and we consider this as a particular
case in a general class of locally driven protocols.

In Fig. 7, we show how the growth of entanglement entropy
of the boundary site decreases while increasing the size of the
cluster sd : we find a hierarchy of freezing behaviors with the
growing number of driven spins. This conclusion is supported
by the exact diagonalization results allowing us to reach large
number of drive cycles, see Fig. 7. Furthermore, the inset in
Fig. 7 shows that although increasing the system size alone
improves the freezing behavior, the slowdown can be most
effectively achieved by also increasing the number of driven
sites.

Intuitively, the extremely slow dynamics in the proposed
protocol is directly related to the gaps between quasienergy
levels in the Floquet spectrum. This can be seen by con-
sidering thermalization of the expectation value of a local
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observable for a driven state |ψ (nτ )〉 [101–103]:

〈ψ (nτ )|Sx
1|ψ (nτ )〉 =

∑
q �=r

c∗
r cqei(εr−εq )nτ 〈r |Sx

1|q〉

+
∑

r

|cr |2〈r |Sx
1|r〉, (20)

where εr and |r〉 are the rth quasienergy and eigenstate
in the first Floquet Brillouin zone (BZ). The first sum in
the equation controls the relaxation speed, while the second
sum gives the long-time expectation value in the thermal-
ized state (diagonal ensemble average). For our protocol, the
zeroth-order effective Floquet Hamiltonian H (0)

F along with
the second-order corrections, are invariant under Sx → −Sx

transformation, which constraint the diagonal ensemble av-
erage of Sx

1 to be zero. Since our exact calculation of the
expectation values of Sx

1 in Floquet eigenstates also yield zero
up to machine precision for a wide range of parameters, the
invariance is expected to exist at all orders of HF . In fact, for
the general case of sd = {1, 5, 9, · · · , 4k + 1}, correlations
involving odd number of spins from the sites 4k + 1, such as
〈Sx

1〉, 〈Sx
1Sx

5Sx
9〉, etc., are all zero.

For generic nonintegrable systems the off-diagonal contri-
bution decays to zero quite rapidly. However here, we find
that the energy gaps between the states (say r and q) which
dominate the matrix elements are extremely small. For those
states |εr − εq| ranges from ∼10−5 for sd = {1, 5} dropping
to ∼10−8 for sd = {1, 5, 9, 13}. This is further supported by
the level statistics of the Floquet Hamiltonian, which shows
a strong Poisson distribution and the absence of level repul-
sion, putatively indicating the emergence of a symmetry or
fragmentation of the Hilbert space (see Appendix D). We
provide a coherent analysis of this extensive quasidegeneracy
throughout the entire Floquet spectrum, which shows that the
freezing ultimately has its origin in the emergence of the SZM.

C. Emergence of the strong zero mode

In this section, we elucidate the step-by-step emergence of
the strong zero mode which is the crux of the exponentially
slow dynamics of the edge mode operator. We expect that a
system endowed with a SZM, as defined in Sec. II B, is charac-
terized by a spectrum-wide (quasi)-degeneracy and relaxation
of the edge that can be slowed down by increasing the system
size.

First, let us consider the existence of a discrete symmetry
operator. The undriven system has a Z2 symmetry of Dz =∏

i σ
z
i = ∏

i(2Sz
i ), yet the drive in the x direction generally

destroys it. However, we can exploit the freedom in the driving
parameters and note that near the special frequencies ωk

m the
terms in Eq. (18) that do not commute with Dz vanish. We test
this for the full Floquet Hamiltonian numerically in Fig. 8(a),
where we plot |〈Dz〉| = ∑2N

r=1 |〈r |Dz|r〉|/2N ; this quantity
approaches 1 when each Floquet eigenstate is simultaneously
an eigenstate of the proposed symmetry operator. We find that
although Dz is not an exact symmetry, it is nearly conserved
at the special freezing frequencies. The formation of SZM
requires a special pairing structure of the Floquet eigenstates
and quasidegenerate eigenvalues, along with the global dis-
crete symmetry Dz.

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 8. Emergence of strong zero-mode: (a) |〈Dz〉| vs ω showing
the emergence of a discrete symmetry, Dz = ∏

i(2Sz
i ), at ω ∼ ω1

m. (b)
|〈+|Sx

1|−〉| vs ω. Inset shows that the condition Sx
1|±〉 = 1

2 |∓〉
is satisfied better for sd = {1, 5} and sd = {1, 5, 9} compared to
sd = {1}. (c) |�| vs ω showing a deep at ω ∼ ω1

m which implies the
emergence of SZM induced quasidegeneracy between the Floquet
eigenvalues from different Dz sectors. N = 10, γ = 15 for all the
plots. We have performed a moving average over the raw data (in an
ω interval of 0.008) for panel (b). The vertical dashed line is a guide
to the eye to the position of strongest freezing.

We now label the Floquet eigenstates by the eigenvalues of
the symmetry operator Dz as HF |±

r 〉 = ε±
r |±

r 〉. We show
that the eigenstates occur in pairs in the Floquet spectrum
where the operator which toggles between the states |+

r 〉
and |−

r 〉 is localized at the edge. This operator anticom-
mutes with the global symmetry operator Dz. We propose that
an approximate operator, which satisfies these properties, is
Oszm ≈ Sx

1. This is shown by the numerical calculation of the
matrix elements of Sx

1 between |+
r 〉 and |−

r 〉. In Fig. 8(b),
the average matrix element over all pairs of eigenstates

∣∣〈−|Sx
1|+〉∣∣ =

2N−1∑
r=1

∣∣〈−
r |Sx

1|+
r 〉∣∣/2N−1, (21)

is plotted as a function of ω. This quantity measures how Sx
1

connects the two symmetry sectors, and should approach 1/2
when the pairing is exact. Indeed, we find that increasing the
number of driven sites leads to a more accurate pairing of the
states. We propose an ansatz for the Floquet eigenstates with
the following structure:

|±
r 〉 = 1√

2
(|→〉 ⊗ |ξ±

r 〉 ± |←〉 ⊗ |ξ̄±
r 〉), (22)

where states |ξ±
r 〉 and |ξ̄±

r 〉 obey conditions 〈ξ±
r |ξ±

q 〉 +
〈ξ̄±

r |ξ̄±
q 〉 = 2δrq, 〈ξ±

r |ξ±
r 〉 = 〈ξ̄±

r |ξ̄±
r 〉 = 1, and 〈ξ−

r |ξ+
r 〉 =

〈ξ̄−
r |ξ̄+

r 〉 = Rreiθr with Rr � 1 and θr ∈ [0, 2π ). This is a
general ansatz of entangled states between the edge spin and
the rest of the system with the edge spin constrained to satisfy
〈Sx

1〉 = 0. The structure of entanglement between them is en-
coded in the overlap properties of |ξ±

r 〉 and |ξ̄±
r 〉, which will

be highlighted in Sec V.
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(a) (b)

FIG. 9. Scaling of averaged pairing gaps (|�|) (a) with system
size (N) for a fixed number of driven sites and (b) with increasing
the size of the driven cluster n4th

d for a fixed system size (N = 14).
All other parameters are the same as in Fig. 6. The dashed green line
in subfigure (b) is a best-fit curve to an exponential ansatz, |�| ∼
exp(−2.9n4th

d ).

These states can be utilized to encode the SZM operator
with Sx

1 as the leading order term.

Ôszm =
∑

r

eiθr

2
|+

r 〉〈−
r | + h.c. ∝ Sx

1 + corrections, (23)

The corrections to the leading order term are controlled by
the extent of deviation from the complete overlap between
|ξ+

r 〉 and |ξ−
r 〉 states. Despite the rapid thermalization in

the bulk, on increasing the cluster of driven sites we find a
proliferation of the number of Floquet eigenpairs satisfying
the condition Rr ≈ 1, ∀r (see Appendix E). Therefore the
form of the strong zero mode is indeed well-approximated by
Eq. (23). The existence of this normalizable operator explains
the quasidegeneracy present in the spectrum and relates it
directly to the pairing of Floquet eigenstates.

Finally, we turn our attention to the commutation proper-
ties of Ôszm with the Floquet Hamiltonian. The commutator
assumes the following form in terms of eigenstates and eigen-
values of HF ,

[HF , Ôszm] =
∑

r

(ε+
r − ε−

r )
eiθr

2
|+

r 〉〈−
r | − H.c., (24)

which implies that all spectral gaps must simultaneously van-
ish exponentially with N for the SZM to be a quasiconserved
operator. In Fig. 8(c), we present results for the average pair-
ing gap

|�| =
2N−1∑
r=1

|ε+
r − ε−

r |/2N−1, (25)

where indeed the gap decreases significantly with increasing
size of the driven cluster (n4th

d ) in the proximity of the freezing
frequency. Interestingly, when we fix n4th

d and start increas-
ing the system size, the gap decreases weakly with N [see
Fig. 9(a)]. We associate this slow decay of �(N, n4th

d ) with N
to the convergence properties of the corrections in Eq. (23),
which appear to converge for smaller N , with ||[HF , Ôszm]||
decreasing in magnitude. Subsequently for larger N the cor-

rections dominate Ôszm with the norm of the commutator
saturating to a finite value signaling the presence of an ap-
proximate SZM (as witnessed previously for the boundary
driven case in Sec.III). On the other hand, if the system size
is fixed, the gap exhibits an exponential fall with n4th

d as
shown in Fig. 9(b) (see Appendix F for more details). This
leads to an exponential enhancement of the finite radius of
convergence of an approximate SZM, making it an exact SZM
in the thermodynamic limit. This behavior of the pairing gap
explains our results for the freezing dynamics of the boundary
site in Fig. 7, where we found a similar dependence of the
relaxation times on the system size and the driven cluster size.
Therefore we conclude that increasing both N and n4th

d leads to
an asymptotic exponential decrease of the average pairing gap
and hence the commutator of Ôszm with the Floquet Hamilto-
nian when n4th

d scales linearly with N .
In summary, we have demonstrated that the protocol in-

volving driving every fourth site in the chain leads to the
emergence of a SZM. We have proposed an approximate form
of an operator that satisfies all the features of SZM which
is directly related to the spectrum-wide quasidegeneracy and
slow relaxation rate of the boundary spin. We note that any
bulk site can not be frozen in this manner which suggests that
a strictly convergent SZM, localized in the bulk, can not be
constructed.

V. ENTANGLEMENT STRUCTURE OF FLOQUET
EIGENSTATES

In this section, we discuss the nonequilibrium properties
of the system through the lens of the entanglement entropy
of Floquet eigenstates. The athermal and thermal behavior
represented in the dynamics and spectral properties of the
boundary and bulk degrees of freedom respectively, have an
imprint on the entanglement features of the eigenstates as
well. In fully thermal eigenstates at infinite temperature, the
reduced density matrix of any subsystem exhibits maximal
entanglement. The disentangling nature of the periodic drive
introduces several novel features in entanglement which we
categorize between thermal and athermal depending on the
partitioning of subsystems.

The von Neumann entanglement entropy of the boundary
site with the rest of the system in the Floquet eigenstates (22)
can be written as

SvN,±
1 = −1 + |δ±|

2
ln

1 + |δ±|
2

− 1 − |δ±|
2

ln
1 − |δ±|

2
,

(26)
where δ±

r = 〈ξ±
r |ξ̄±

r 〉. In the protocol with sd = {1}, |δ±
r | is

found to be large for many eigenstates, thus giving rise to
many weakly entangled states, nonetheless in a large ma-
jority of states the edge spin remain maximally entangled
with the bulk as shown in Fig. 10(a). In the other limit, for
sd = {1, 5, 9, 13} the boundary spin is maximally entangled in
all the Floquet eigenstates [see Fig. 10(b)] which also implies
|δ±

r | is vanishingly small. This is counterintuitive since, the
enhanced freezing of the boundary spin is expected to lead
to disentangling of the edge spin in the Floquet eigenstates,
which instead appears fully ergodic for single-site observ-
ables. This means that though the boundary spin takes an
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 10. Entanglement entropy of the boundary site with the rest
of the system (SvN

1 ) in the upper panels, and sites {1,5,9,13} with
the rest of the system (SvN

1,5,9,13) in the lower panels for N = 14.
The driven sites are mentioned at the top of each column. All other
parameters are the same as in Fig. 6. Page values of entanglement
entropies are shown by the red dashed line. The bipartition used to
calculate the entanglement entropy in (c) and (d) is shown in (e).

exponentially long time in N to dephase, it should finally
reach a featureless state for any finite system size. Therefore
the dynamics of the boundary spin, however slow it may be
for finite systems, is a type of prethermal phenomenon with
anomalously long (exponential in system size instead of some
large but fixed parameter strength) thermalization time.

However, the scaling of the averaged gap between the
Floquet eigenpairs in Fig. 9 suggests that it should vanish
in the thermodynamic limit. Consequently, the decoherence
time of the boundary spin diverges as well as the states
|+

r 〉 and |−
r 〉 become degenerate. This will allow us to

choose (|+
r 〉 ± |−

r 〉)/
√

2 as the Floquet eigenstates, where
the boundary spin is disentangled from the rest of the system.
Thus the apparent paradox between the stroboscopic dynam-
ics of the edge spin and the ergodic properties of the Floquet
eigenstates gets resolved in the thermodynamic limit making
the phenomenon truly athermal.

Interestingly, we do find athermal entanglement signatures
also in the finite size Floquet eigenstates when every fourth
site is driven and the system is bipartitioned into driven and
undriven sites [see Fig. 10(e)]. For many eigenstates, the en-
tanglement remains close to ln 2, as can be seen in Fig. 10(d).
Note that typical states in general should satisfy volume-law
scaling for such bipartitions, an example being the proto-
col sd = {1} as shown in Fig. 10(c). Therefore our most
efficient protocol (sd = {1, 5, 9, 13}) generates exponentially
many Floquet eigenstates with subextensive (athermal) entan-
glement, for a bipartition separating the driven and undriven
sites. However, any random bipartition such as half-chain en-
tanglement appears to produce a volume law scaling which is
reminiscent of the behavior of rainbow states [104,105]. Our
entanglement results showcase a rich and complex structure
based on the geometry of the partitioning, where we observe
signatures of both prethermal and athermal behaviors.

VI. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

The phenomena of SZM where a quasilocal conservation
law localized on the boundary, is proven to exist in one-
dimensional integrable models with a discrete symmetry. In
nonintegrable models, this operator usually develops a finite
lifetime and ceases to be a conserved quantity in the thermo-
dynamic limit. In this paper, we have shown the emergence
of SZM in a nonintegrable spin chain through local Floquet
engineering. We begin with a time-independent nonintegrable
Hamiltonian with a continuous U(1) symmetry which is bro-
ken by the periodic drive. We consider two classes of protocol,
one where only the boundary spin is driven while the multisite
drive also includes a subset of spins in the bulk. Through a
second-order F-M expansion of the Floquet Hamiltonian, we
show that the edge spin can undergo a significant slowdown
for the boundary drive at certain freezing frequencies, which
arise due to the nonlocal corrections in the Floquet Hamilto-
nian. In contrast, such higher-order processes were previously
reported to destroy the dynamic localization in interacting
systems [106]. At the freezing frequency, we argue that the
system develops an approximate global discrete Z2 symmetry
which is responsible for the boundary slowdown because of
the formation of an approximate SZM. We find the boundary
relaxation slows down with increasing system size but the
relaxation time scale does not appear to grow exponentially.

We propose a multi-site drive protocol that further slows
down the boundary relaxation. A special sequence of driven
sites leads to the slowdown which scales exponentially with
the number of driven sites. The emergence of a SZM is shown
through signatures in spectral properties and eigenstate over-
laps. The significantly enhanced slowdown of the boundary
spin coexists with the rapid thermalization of the bulk degrees
of freedom which realizes a novel regime that exhibits both
thermal and athermal behavior. The intermediate athermal
behavior also leaves an imprint in the entanglement structure
of the Floquet eigenstates. Although the dynamics of the
boundary spin relaxes on a time scale exponentially large in
system size, the entanglement of the boundary spin is maximal
in the Floquet eigenstates. Along with maximal single-site
entanglement, random bipartitions also exhibit volume law
scaling. Perhaps not surprisingly the bipartition involving the
driven sites is significantly athermal. We leave the complete
description of the entanglement structure as an interesting
future problem. Expectation values of local observables in
the Floquet eigenstates also exhibit hybrid thermal and ather-
mal behavior reflecting the nontrivial consequences on the
thermalization of the driven system. Our description provides
a novel realization of an emergent SZM in a nonintegrable
system realized through local Floquet engineering.

The stability of local athermal dynamics on a background
of a thermalizing environment is of relevance for protecting
quantum information. The emergence of quasilocal conser-
vation laws with exponentially long relaxation times could
potentially play a role near the many-body localization tran-
sition [107,108]. The interplay between the local Floquet
drive and emergent symmetries can provide a path towards
realizing novel states with a rich entanglement structure far
from the ground state. A general understanding of the entan-
glement structure of states which are generically volume-law
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entangled, yet contain elements of athermal character are
potentially important for stabilizing nonequilibrium quantum
orders away from the ground state. Our prescription for real-
izing local athermal dynamics utilizes the nonlocal multi-spin
interactions generated by local Floquet engineering. This can
be a valuable tool for engineering models with novel athermal
character including QMBS [37]. We note that measurement
of entanglement [92–94] in quantum simulation, preparation
and characterization of genuinely entangled states [109] are
within reach. The use of optical tweezers to hold the indi-
vidual Rydberg atom opens the opportunity for implementing
local drives (using an additional spatial laser pattern which ad-
dresses an arbitrary subset of atoms[110]) where the physics
of SZM can be investigated [18,111]. Majorana zero modes
in the ground state have been studied experimentally on solid
state platforms [3,112,113]. Floquet driving provides another
means of preparing such zero modes which can be robust
to noise [114]. Recently, a periodically driven XXZ model
has been implemented in a 24-qubit quantum simulator [115]
and was found to host long-lived bound states even away
from integrability [116]. Our model and protocol can also be
implemented in the same setup with feasible modifications.

All relevant data present in this publication can be accessed
at Ref. [117].
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APPENDIX A: CALCULATION OF THE FLOQUET
HAMILTONIAN FOR SINGLE (EDGE) SITE DRIVING

Here we calculate the Floquet Hamiltonian HF for a
boundary-driven protocol, where a single site at the edge is
driven. We first define the Hamiltonian and the drive protocol

H (t ) = H0 + f (t )V, (A1)

where H0 = ∑N−1
i=1 (−1)iSi · Si+1 − h

∑N
i=1 Sz

i , f (t ) =
γ sgn(sin(ωt )), and V = Sx

1, and we are using open boundary
conditions.

We first apply a rotating-wave transformation to the time-
dependent Hamiltonian,

Hrot(t ) = W †H (t )W − iW †∂tW, (A2)

where

W (t ) = e−i
∫ t

0 dt ′ f (t ′ )V = e−iθ (t )Sx
1 , (A3)

with θ (t ) = γ t
∑

n[�(nτ + τ/2 − t ) �(t − nτ )] + γ (τ −
t )
∑

n[�((n + 1)τ − t ) �(t − (nτ + τ/2))], where �

is a Heviside step function. Firstly, this eliminates the
explicit presence of the driving term in the time-dependent
Hamiltonian, and secondly, HF obtained in this way yields
a resummed expression in ω (which increases the radius
of convergence of the series) and can be considered as
a perturbative expansion in 1/γ only. This allows us to
consider all possible ω but restrict ourselves to a high drive
amplitude regime. We obtain

Hrot(t ) = W †H0W

= −Sx
1Sx

2 − cos θ
(
Sy

1Sy
2 + Sz

1Sz
2

)
+ sin θ

(
Sz

1Sy
2 − Sy

1Sz
2

)− h
(

cos θSz
1 + sin θSy

1

)
+

N−1∑
i=2

(−1)iSi.Si+1 − h
N∑

i=2

Sz
i , (A4)

where we have used W †Sz
1W = cos(θ )Sz

1 + sin(θ )Sy
1 and

W †Sy
1W = − sin(θ )Sz

1 + cos(θ )Sy
1. For brevity, we replace

θ (t ) by θ .
The stroboscopic Floquet Hamiltonian in the F-M expan-

sion is given by

HF =
∞∑

l=0

H (l )
F . (A5)

We calculate this expression analytically up to the second term
(l = 2) in the sections below.

1. l = 0 term in F-M

The l = 0 Floquet Hamiltonian is just the time-averaged
Hrot(t ) over one time period,

H (0)
F = 1

τ

∫ τ

0
Hrot(t )dt

= −Sx
1Sx

2 − h

λ

[
sin(λ)Sz

1 + (1 − cos λ)Sy
1

]
− sin λ

λ

(
Sy

1Sy
2 + Sz

1Sz
2

)+ 1− cos λ

λ

(
Sz

1Sy
2 − Sy

1Sz
2

)

+
N−1∑
i=2

(−1)i Si · Si+1 − h
N∑

i=2

Sz
i . (A6)

We have used the following integrals: I1[cos θ ] = 2 sin(λ)/γ ,
I1[sin θ ] = 2(1 − cos λ)/γ , where I1[x] ≡ ∫ τ

0 x dt and λ =
γ τ/2. The form of this Hamiltonian suggests that if we choose
the drive parameters accordingly (γ τ = 4kπ ) then Sx

1 is stro-
boscopically conserved, as [Sx

1, H (0)
F ] = 0 in this case.
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2. l = 1 term in F-M

The first term in F-M is given by

H (1)
F = 1

2!iτ

∫ τ

0
dt1

∫ t1

0
dt2[Hrot(t1), Hrot(t2)]. (A7)

We obtain

[Hrot(t1), Hrot(t2)]

= is12
{
Sx

1

(
2h2 + 4hSz

2 + 1
)
c12 − 2Sy

1

[
2hSx

2s12

− Sx
2Sy

3c12 − Sx
2Sz

3s12 + Sx
3Sy

2c12 + Sx
3Sz

2s12
]

− 2Sz
1

[
2hSx

2c12 + Sx
2Sy

3s12 − Sx
2Sz

3c12 − Sx
3Sy

2s12

+ Sx
3Sz

2c12
]− Sx

2c12
}
, (A8)

where we denote θ (t1) = θ1, θ (t2) = θ2, and use a short-hand
notation s12 ≡ sin[(θ1 − θ2)/2] and c12 ≡ cos[(θ1 − θ2)/2].
By performing the integrals, we find

H (1)
F = 0. (A9)

Here we have used I2[sin(θ1 − θ2)] = 0, I2[cos θ1] =
I2[cos θ2] = τ sin(λ)/γ , I2[sin θ1] = I2[sin θ2] = τ (1 −
cos λ)/γ where I2[x] = ∫ τ

0 dt1
∫ t1

0 dt2x. Thus we find that
the first term in F-M is zero.

3. l = 2 term in F-M

The second term in F-M is given by

H (2)
F = 1

3!τ i2

∫ τ

0
dt1

∫ t1

0
dt2

∫ t2

0
dt3

× ([Hrot(t1), [Hrot(t2), Hrot(t3)]] + (1 ↔ 3)). (A10)

Calculation of these higher-order nested commutators is
straightforward but unwieldy. In this section, we will consider
only the renormalization of H (0)

F , i.e., only the one- and the
two-site terms which involve spin operators at the driven
(boundary) site, more specifically only Sy

1 and Sz
1 which does

not commute with Sx
1. We designate this part H (2)

F, loc, and show
that even the O(1/γ ) terms present in it is sufficient to demon-
strate the absence of dynamic freezing of the edge spin. Later
we will also consider the other terms which are mostly long-
range in nature (H (2)

F, nonloc) and responsible for the enhanced

freezing of the boundary spin. So, H (2)
F = H (2)

F, loc + H (2)
F, nonloc.

Now, we have

{[Hrot(t1), [Hrot(t2), Hrot(t3)]] + (1 ↔ 3)}loc

= A1(θ)Sz
1 + A2(θ)Sy

1 + A3(θ)Sz
1Sz

2 + A4(θ)Sy
1Sy

2

+ A5(θ)Sz
1Sy

2 + A6(θ)Sy
1Sz

2 + · · · , (A11)

where θ ≡ (θ1, θ2, θ3). As one can see, these terms are exactly
the same as appearing in the l = 0 term, thus only renormal-
izing their strength.

The coefficients are

A1(θ) = −h

2
[c1 + c3 − 2c2 + 2(1 + h2)(s1s2c3 + c1s2s3

− 2s1c2s3)], (A12)

A2(θ) = −h

2
[s1 + s3 − 2s2 + 2(1 + h2)(s1c2c3 + c1c2s3

− 2c1s2c3)], (A13)

A3(θ) = −1

2
[c1 + c3 − 2c2 + 2(1 + 3h2)(s1s2c3 + c1s2s3

− 2s1c2s3)], (A14)

A4(θ) = −1

2
[(1 + 4h2)(c1 + c3 − 2c2)

+ 2(1 + h2)(s1s2c3 + c1s2s3 − 2s1c2s3)], (A15)

A5(θ) = 1

2
[(1 + 4h2)(s1 + s3 − 2s2)

+ 2(1 + h2)(s1c2c3 + c1c2s3 − 2c1s2c3)], (A16)

A6(θ) = −1

2
[s1 + s3 − 2s2 + 2(1 + 3h2)(s1c2c3

+ c1c2s3 − 2c1s2c3)], (A17)

where we use a short-hand notation si ≡ sin θi, ci ≡
cos θi. This yields the following integrals (I3[x] ≡∫ τ

0 dt1
∫ t1

0 dt2
∫ t2

0 dt3x):

I3[A1(θ)] = 12hγ τ (h2 + 1) cos λ+ h(τ 2γ 2− 8h2 + 16) sin λ

4γ 3
− 8h(h2 + 1) sin 2λ + 12hγ τ

4γ 3
, (A18)

I3[A2(θ)] = 8h(2h2 − 1) cos λ + 8h(h2 + 1) cos 2λ − 24h3

4γ 3
+ 12hγ τ (h2 + 1) sin λ − hγ 2τ 2(cos λ + 2)

4γ 3
, (A19)

I3[A3(θ)] = (−24h2 + τ 2γ 2 + 16) sin λ − 8(3h2 + 1) sin 2λ

4γ 3
+ 12(3h2 + 1)γ τ cos λ − 12γ τ

4γ 3
, (A20)

I3[A4(θ)] = [(4h2 + 1)τ 2γ 2 + 88h2 + 16] sin λ + 12(h2 + 1)γ τ cos λ

4γ 3
− 12(4h2 + 1)γ τ + 8(h2 + 1) sin 2λ

4γ 3
, (A21)

I3[A5(θ)] = 8(10h2 + 1) cos λ − 8(h2 + 1) cos 2λ − 72h2

4γ 3
+ (4h2 + 1)γ 2τ 2(cos λ + 2) − 12γ τ (h2 + 1) sin λ

4γ 3
, (A22)

I3[A6(θ)] = 12γ τ (3h2 + 1) sin λ − γ 2τ 2(cos λ + 2)

4γ 3
− 16 sin2( λ

2 )[2(3h2 + 1) cos λ + 12h2 + 1]

4γ 3
, (A23)
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TABLE I. Analytical expressions of the matrix element HF (2, 1) from F-M expansion.

H (0)
F + H (1)

F + H (2)
F,loc

[
O
(

1
γ

)]
H (0)

F + H (1)
F + H (2)

F, loc

[
O
(

1
γ 3

)]
Re[HF (2, 1)] − h sin λ

γ τ

(
1 + τ2

48

)
8(h+h3 ) sin 2λ+12hγ τ−12γ τ (h+h3 ) cos λ+h sin λ[8(h2−2)−(τ2+48)γ 2]

48τγ 3

Im[HF (2, 1)] − h
γ τ

(1 − cos λ) + hτ (2+cos λ)
48γ

24h3+2hγ 2 (τ2−24)−8(h+h3 ) cos 2λ−12γ τ (h+h3 ) sin λ+h cos λ[8−16h2+(τ2+48)γ 2]
48τγ 3

where we have used the values of the integrals,

I3[c1] = I3[c3] = 1

4γ 3
[4γ τ + (sin λ)(γ 2τ 2 − 8)], I3[c2] = 1

2γ 3
[−4γ τ + (sin λ)(γ 2τ 2 + 8)],

I3[s1] = I3[s3] = 1

4γ 3
[2γ 2τ 2 − (cos λ)(γ 2τ 2 − 8) − 8], I3[s2] = 1

2γ 3

[
8 sin2 λ

2
− (cos λ)(γ 2τ 2 + 4) + 4

]
, (A24)

and

I3[s1c2c3] = 10 − 6 cos λ − 6 cos 2λ + 2 cos 3λ − 6λ sin λ

6γ 3
, I3[c1s2c3] = −4 + 3 cos λ + cos 3λ + 6λ sin λ

3γ 3
,

I3[c1c2s3] = 10 − 6 cos λ − 6 cos 2λ + 2 cos 3λ − 6λ sin λ

6γ 3
, I3[s1c2s3] = 3 sin λ − 6 sin 2λ + sin 3λ + 6λ cos λ

3γ 3
,

I3[s1s2c3] = 12 sin λ − 6 sin 2λ + 2 sin 3λ − 6λ cos λ

6γ 3
, I3[c1s2s3] = 12 sin λ − 6 sin 2λ + 2 sin 3λ − 6λ cos λ

6γ 3
. (A25)

Values of these integrals substituted in Eq. (A10) directly give the H (2)
F,loc. The interesting fact is that even H (2)

F,loc contains terms
which are O(1/γ ). This modifies the freezing conditions which were believed to be true at least in O(1/γ ).

4. Full HF (local)

As mentioned before, the resummed HF is a series expansion in 1/γ and for many purposes, we can neglect the higher order
(which are at least 1/γ 2 or smaller) terms. Therefore, summing up all the one and two site terms up to the second order in F-M
expansion which are O(1/γ ), we get the local Floquet effective Hamiltonian [Eq. (18) in the main text]

HF,loc

[
O
(

1

γ

)]
= H (0)

F + H (1)
F + H (2)

F,loc[O(1/γ )] + · · ·

= −Sx
1Sx

2 − 2 sin λ

γ τ

[(
1 + (1 + 4h2)τ 2

48

)
Sy

1Sy
2 +

(
1 + τ 2

48

)
Sz

1Sz
2

]

+ 2

γ τ

[(
1 − cos λ − (1 + 4h2)τ 2(2 + cos λ)

48

)
Sz

1Sy
2 −

(
1 − cos λ − τ 2(2 + cos λ)

48

)
Sy

1Sz
2

]

− 2h

γ τ

[
(sin λ)

(
1 + τ 2

48

)
Sz

1 +
(

1 − cos λ − τ 2(2 + cos λ)

48

)
Sy

1

]
+

N−1∑
i=2

(−1)iSi · Si+1 − h
N∑

i=2

Sz
i . (A26)

For concreteness, we also write the full local HF (considering the full contribution from the l = 2 term in F-M expansion)

HF,loc

[
O
(

1

γ 3

)]
= H (0)

F + H (1)
F + H (2)

F, loc

[
O
(

1

γ 3

)]

= −Sx
1Sx

2 −
[(

sin λ

λ
− a4(p)

)
Sy

1Sy
2 +

(
sin λ

λ
− a3(p)

)
Sz

1Sz
2

]
+
[(

1 − cos λ

λ
+ a5(p)

)
Sz

1Sy
2

−
(

1 − cos λ

λ
− a6(p)

)
Sy

1Sz
2

]
−
[(

h sin λ

λ
− a1(p)

)
Sz

1 +
(

h(1 − cos λ)

λ
− a2(p)

)
Sy

1

]

+
N−1∑
i=2

(−1)iSi · Si+1 − h
N∑

i=2

Sz
i , (A27)

where ai(p) = −I3[Ai(θ)]/(6τ ).

To demonstrate the accuracy of the resummed F-
M expansion, we compute the matrix element HF (2, 1)
using Eq. (A26), Eq. (A27) and summarize the con-

solidated expression in Table I. We compare these ex-
pressions with exact numerics in Fig. 4 in the main
text.
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5. Additional (long range) terms in H (2)
F : H (2)

F, nonloc

Here we consider additional terms in H (2)
F which are long-

range (i.e., beyond nearest neighbor) and multispin in nature
which enhances the freezing of the boundary site. These terms
are expected to be perturbatively suppressed for global driv-
ing, keeping the quasilocal nature of HF intact. Here, we
will show that for local driving these terms can be similar in
strength to the zeroth order terms.

{[Hrot(t1), [Hrot(t2), Hrot(t3)]] + (1 ↔ 3)}nonloc

= β(θ)
(
3Sz

1Sz
3 + 4Sz

1Sy
2Sy

3Sz
4 − 4Sz

1Sy
2Sz

3Sy
4

− 4Sz
1Sx

2Sz
3Sx

4 + 4Sz
1Sx

2Sx
3Sz

4 + 3Sy
1Sy

3

+ 12hSy
1Sy

2Sz
3Sy

4 − 4Sy
1Sz

2Sz
3Sy

4 − 12hSy
1Sz

2Sy
3

− 4Sy
1Sz

2Sy
3Sz

4 − 4Sy
1Sx

2Sy
3Sx

4 + 4Sy
1Sx

2Sx
3Sy

4

)
+ η(θ)

(
3Sz

1Sy
3 − 12hSz

1Sy
2Sz

3 − 4Sz
1Sz

2Sz
3Sy

4

+ 12hSz
1Sz

2Sy
3 + 4Sz

1Sz
2Sy

3Sz
4 + 4Sz

1Sx
2Sy

3Sx
4

− 4Sz
1Sx

2Sx
3Sy

4 + 3Sy
1Sz

3 + 4Sy
1Sy

2Sy
3Sz

4

+ 4Sy
1Sy

2Sz
3Sy

4 + 4Sy
1Sx

2Sz
3Sx

4 − 4Sy
1Sx

2Sx
3Sz

4

)+ · · · ,

(A28)

where the “· · · ” represents some terms which commute with
Sx

1. The coefficients and their integrals are given by

β(θ) = 1

4
[cos θ1 + cos θ3 − 2 cos θ2],

I3[β(θ)] = 12τγ − (τ 2γ 2 + 24) sin λ

8γ 3
,

η(θ) = 1

4
[sin θ1 + sin θ3 − 2 sin θ2],

I3[η(θ)] = τ 2γ 2(cos λ + 2) − 48 sin2 λ
2

8γ 3
. (A29)

Substituting Eq. (A28) and the values of the integrals in
Eq. (A29) to Eq. (A10), we directly get the nonlocal part of
H (2)

F . The crucial thing to note here is that, even at the special
frequencies (γ τ = 4nπ ), some of the integrals in Eq. (A29)
(which determines the strength of the long-range terms) are
not only nonzero, but similar in magnitude to the zeroth order
terms, i.e., O(1/γ ). Counterintuitively, as shown in the main
text, these terms take part in enhancing the freezing of the
boundary spin at ωk

m.

APPENDIX B: CALCULATION OF HF FOR TWO-SITE
DRIVING

Here we give a detailed derivation of the Floquet Hamilto-
nian for two-site driving, i.e., when a second site (say, site j)

is driven in addition to the boundary site (site 1) following the
same drive protocol. The time-dependent part of the Hamil-
tonian is γ sgn(sin(ωt ))(Sx

1 + Sx
j ) and we follow the same

prescription of calculating HF as charted out in the previous
section for single site driving. The rotating wave transforma-
tion is generated by the operator: W (t ) = e−iθ (t )(Sx

1+Sx
j ) which

gives for j > 2

H j>2
rot (t ) = W †H0W

= −Sx
1Sx

2 − cos θ
(
Sy

1Sy
2+ Sz

1Sz
2

)+ sin θ
(
Sz

1Sy
2 − Sy

1Sz
2

)
+ (−1) j−1

[
Sx

j−1Sx
j + cos θ

(
Sy

j−1Sy
j + Sz

j−1Sz
j

)
− sin θ

(
Sz

j−1Sy
j − Sy

j−1Sz
j

)]
+ (−1) j

[
Sx

j S
x
j+1 + cos θ

(
Sy

j S
y
j+1 + Sz

jS
z
j+1

)
− sin θ

(
Sz

jS
y
j+1 − Sy

j S
z
j+1

)]
− h

[
cos θ

(
Sz

1 + Sz
j

)+ sin θ
(
Sy

1 + Sy
j

)]
+

j−2∑
i=2

(−1)iSi · Si+1 +
N−1∑

i= j+1

(−1)iSi · Si+1

− h

⎛
⎝ j−1∑

i=2

Sz
i +

N∑
i= j+1

Sz
i

⎞
⎠, (B1)

and for j = 2

H j=2
rot (t ) = W †H0W

= −S1 · S2 + Sx
2Sx

3

+ cos θ
(
Sy

2Sy
3 + Sz

2Sz
3

)− sin θ
(
Sz

2Sy
3 − Sy

2Sz
3

)
− h

[
cos θ

(
Sz

1 + Sz
2

)+ sin θ
(
Sy

1 + Sy
2

)]
+

N−1∑
i=3

(−1)iSi · Si+1 − h
N∑

i=3

Sz
i . (B2)

Note that SU(2) symmetry is locally restored for the j = 2
case as the interaction term S1 · S2 is fully rotationally invari-
ant. This reduces the number of additional terms generated
by the drive and leads to a significant suppression of the
matrix element HF (4, 1) (where |4〉 = σ z

1σ z
2 |1〉) which in turn

reduces the rate of relaxation of the spins at sites 1 and 2.
We focus on calculating HF for sd = {1, 5} in the rest of this
Appendix.

Proceeding in the same manner as before, we get the l = 0
term in F-M,

H (0)
F = 1

τ

∫ τ

0
H j=5

rot (t )dt = −Sx
1Sx

2 − sin λ

λ

(
Sy

1Sy
2 + Sz

1Sz
2

)+ 1 − cos λ

λ

(
Sz

1Sy
2 − Sy

1Sz
2

)− h

λ

[
sin λSz

1 + (1 − cos λ)Sy
1

]
+ Sx

4Sx
5 + sin λ

λ

(
Sy

4Sy
5 + Sz

4Sz
5

)− 1 − cos λ

λ

(
Sz

4Sy
5 − Sy

4Sz
5

)− h

λ

[
sin λSz

5 + (1 − cos λ)Sy
5

]
− Sx

5Sx
6 − sin λ

λ

(
Sy

5Sy
6 + Sz

5Sz
6

)+ 1 − cos λ

λ

(
Sz

5Sy
6 − Sy

5Sz
6

)
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+ S2 · S3 − S3 · S4 +
N−1∑
i=6

(−1)iSi · Si+1 − h

(
Sz

2 + Sz
3 + Sz

4 +
N∑

i=6

Sz
i

)
. (B3)

We again find, H (1)
F = 0.

We notice that all local terms (one and two-body operators)
in H (2)

F involving the spin operators at site 1 (Sx
1, Sy

1, Sz
1) are

the same as for the case of boundary driving (sd = {1}) given
in Eq. (A11)–(A26) which means they are not affected by
the drive at site 5. We do not attempt to calculate the full
H (2)

F in this case as we find that it is not sufficient to have
good matching with exact numerical data even for very simple
events like a single spin flip at site 5 from the state |ψ0〉
determined by the matrix element HF (17, 1) (|1〉 = |ψ0〉 and
|17〉 = σ z

5 |ψ0〉). To this end, we find the following terms in
H (2)

F which contribute to HF (17, 1),{[
H j=5

rot (t1),
[
H j=5

rot (t2), H j=5
rot (t3)

]]+ (1 ↔ 3)
}

local

= · · · + A(θ)Sz
5 + B(θ)Sx

4Sz
5Sx

6

+ C(θ)Sy
5 + D(θ)Sx

4Sy
5Sx

6 + · · · , (B4)

where the first “· · · ” in right-hand side stands for the same
terms as in Eq. (A11) and the last “· · · ” represent additional
terms generated due to the driving of site 5. Note that unlike
the driven boundary site, three body interaction terms are also
contributing to flip the spin at the driven site 5 in addition to
the local field terms (Sz

5, Sy
5). The coefficients of the terms in

Eq. (B4) are given by

A(θ) = −h

2
[2(c1 + c3 − 2c2)

+ (1 + 2h2)(s1s2c3 + c1s2s3 − 2s1c2s3)],

B(θ) = 6h(c1 + c3 − 2c2),

C(θ) = −h

2
[s1 + s3 − 2s2

+ (1 + 2h2)(s1c2c3 + c1c2s3 − 2c1s2c3)],

D(θ) = 2h(s1 + s3 − 2s2), (B5)

where we again used notation si ≡ sin θi and ci ≡ cos θi. The
corresponding integrals are given by

I3[A(θ)] = h(−4h2 + τ 2γ 2 + 22) sin λ − 12hτγ

2γ 3

+ 3(2h3 + h)τγ cos λ − 2h(2h2 + 1) sin(2λ)

2γ 3
,

I3[B(θ)] = 3h[12τγ − (τ 2γ 2 + 24) sin λ]

γ 3
,

I3[C(θ)] = τγ (6(2h3 + h) sin λ − hτγ (cos λ + 2))

4γ 3

− 16h sin2 λ
2 [(2h2 + 1) cos λ + 4h2 − 1]

4γ 3
,

I3[D(θ)] = h
[
τ 2γ 2(cos λ + 2) − 48 sin2 λ

2

]
γ 3

. (B6)

We find that the new three-body terms improve the agree-
ment with exact numerics in this case but they are not
sufficient and one needs to go to higher order. We leave this
as a future problem.

APPENDIX C: GLOBAL DRIVING

In this section, we demonstrate a distinguishing feature of
the perturbative structure of HF for local and global driving.
The time-independent part (H0) remains the same as before,
we only make the driving part spatially uniform by choosing
V = γ sgn(sin(ωt ))

∑N
i=1 Sx

i . The rotating-frame Hamiltonian
is now given by

Hrot(t ) = W †H0W =
N−1∑
i=1

(−1)iSi · Si+1

− h

(
cos θ

N∑
i=1

Sz
1 + sin θ

N∑
i=1

Sy
1

)
.

(C1)

W (t ) gives a global rotation of all the terms about the x axis.
Consequently, the Heisenberg part remains intact because of
the SU(2) symmetry. The zeroth term (l = 0) in the F-M is
given by

H (0)
F =

N−1∑
i=1

(−1)iSi · Si+1

− h

λ

[
sin λ

N∑
i=1

Sz
i + (1 − cos λ)

N∑
i=1

Sy
i

]
, (C2)

where λ = γ τ/2. We get H (1)
F = 0 as before.

To calculate the 2nd term (l = 2) in F-M, we find

{[Hrot(t1), [Hrot(t2), Hrot(t3)]] + (1 ↔ 3)}

= −h3

[
A(θ)

N∑
i=1

Sz
i + B(θ)

N∑
i=1

Sy
i

]
, (C3)

where

A(θ) = sin θ2 sin(θ1 + θ3) − 2 sin θ1 cos θ2 sin θ3,

B(θ) = cos θ2 sin(θ1 + θ3) − 2 cos θ1 sin θ2 cos θ3. (C4)

Thus, using the integrals in Eq. (A25), we get

H (2)
F = a(p)

N∑
i=1

Sz
i + b(p)

N∑
i=1

Sy
i , (C5)
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(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 11. The matrix element HF (2, 1) vs ω for global driv-
ing comparing H (2)

F with exact numerical data. γ = 15, h = 1,
and N = 8.

where

a(p) = h3

6τγ 3
[2(sin λ + sin 2λ) − 3γ τ cos λ],

b(p) = h3

6τγ 3
[6 − 2(2 cos λ + cos 2λ) − 3γ τ sin λ]. (C6)

Note that, unlike the local driving, the l = 2 terms here are
at least O(1/γ 2) or smaller. Finally, the full HF can be ob-
tained by adding all these contributions : HF [O(1/γ 3)] =
H (0)

F + H (1)
F + H (2)

F . Thus we see, only the field terms are
renormalized but no additional interacting term is generated.
Therefore, in this case, the global driving only induces a fully
coherent oscillation from the initial x-polarized (ψ0) state at
any drive parameter regime. The driven state being a globally
rotated version of ψ0 always remains an eigenstate of the
SU(2) symmetric Heisenberg interaction part and hence does
not suffer any dephasing. In this case, the field terms can get
completely canceled at fine-tuned drive frequencies resulting
in true freezing of the wave function. The exact numerical
data including the shift of the freezing frequencies (from ωk

c
to ωk

m) can be accurately captured by HF [O(1/γ 3)] as shown
in Fig. 11.

APPENDIX D: LEVEL STATISTICS OF THE FLOQUET
HAMILTONIAN

In this Appendix, we study the level statistics of the Floquet
Hamiltonian (HF ). At generic drive frequencies (ω � γ ) HF

hardly has any symmetry and hence we increasingly order
the Floquet eigenvalues (εi) in the entire first Floquet BZ.
At the freezing frequencies, Dz is an emergent conserved
quantity and we confine ourselves in a specific Dz sector.
We then calculate the gap between consecutive eigenvalues:
gi = εi+1 − εi (we are using a different symbol for the gap to
distinguish it from the spectral gap defined in the main text)

FIG. 12. Level statistics of the Floquet eigenvalues, (a) at a
generic drive frequency ω = 5.6 (b) at the freezing frequency ω =
ω1

m = 7.53. The blue line corresponds to the Wigner surmise (an
approximation to the GOE statistics of chaotic systems), while the
red line is the Poisson distribution (integrable systems). N = 14,
γ = 15.

and their ratios defined as

ri = min(gi, gi+1)

max(gi, gi+1)
. (D1)

The distribution of ri gives important information about the in-
tegrability of the system. For example, chaotic (nonintegrable)
systems exhibit a GOE distribution, whereas integrable
systems admit Poisson level statistics. In our case, we find
the distribution to be more like Poissonian at generic drive
frequencies [see Fig. 12(a)]. Here we note that in addition to
integrability (an unlikely possibility in our case), Poissonian
statistics can appear in several other situations, for example,
if there is some hidden unresolved symmetry or if the Hilbert
space is fragmented. We find the following operator to be a
good candidate of an approximate discrete symmetry at any
frequency

M = 2N
∏
i∈sd

[∣∣∣∣cos
λ

2

∣∣∣∣
(

Sz
1 + tan

λ

2
Sy

1

)]∏
i/∈sd

Sz
i , (D2)
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

(e) (f) (g) (h)

FIG. 13. The behavior of |〈−
r |Sx

1|+
r 〉| in the upper panels (a-d) in parallel with the behaviors of Rr in the lower panels (e)–(h). The driven

sites are mentioned on top of the upper panels (valid for both panels in each column). The values of |〈−|Sx
1|+〉| are (a) 0.4275, (b) 0.4942,

(c) 0.4996, (d) 0.4998 and the values of R are (e) 0.8550, (f) 0.9883, (g) 0.9991, (h) 0.9996. γ = 15, ω = 7.53, N = 14 for all the plots.

with eigenvalues ±1. In fact, M is conserved exactly at
the level of H (0)

F for sd = {1}, i.e. [M, H (0)
F ] = 0 for any

λ. Note that M converts to Dz when λ = 2πk. We also
numerically find that for any driving protocol with every
fourth site driven, 〈r |M|r〉 ≈ ±1 on a broad range of λ.
The existence of such operators, which may remain weakly
conserved, is most likely the origin of the Poissonian nature
of the level statistics at generic drive frequencies. At the
freezing frequency, after resolving Dz, we find the distribution
to resemble GOE for sd = {1} but again Poissonian for pro-
tocols sd = {1, 5}, {1, 5, 9}, {1, 5, 9, 13}. This suggests that
additional symmetries may emerge when increasing number
of suitably chosen (every fourth) sites are driven with the
freezing frequency.

APPENDIX E: MORE RESULTS ON THE EMERGENCE OF
SZM AND ENTANGLEMENT OF THE FLOQUET

EIGENSTATES

Here we corroborate the emergence of SZM (presented
in the main text) with more numerical results. If a Floquet
system described by the Floquet Hamiltonian HF possesses
a SZM with Sx

1 as the leading part, then the whole Floquet
spectrum can be decomposed into quasidegenerate eigenpairs
|±

r 〉 (with Dz|±
r 〉 = ±|±

r 〉 and HF |±
r 〉 = ε±

r |±
r 〉) where

|±
r 〉 can be obtained from |∓

r 〉 under the action of Sx
1 up to

a global phase. We increasingly order both ε+
r and ε−

r s within
the first Floquet-BZ. Such labeling of eigenpairs may lead
to some subtleties in some cases which we clarify now. We
find that some Floquet eigenpairs (say, ε±

p ), obtained in this
way, may yield a super low value of |〈−

p |Sx
1|+

p 〉| instead
of ∼0.5. Such ghost eigenpairs are found to appear always
in pairs (say, p, p + 1) and a cross pairing may restore the
value of the matrix element i.e. |〈−

p(p+1)|Sx
1|+

p+1(p)〉| ∼ 0.5.
Such cross-pairing may also reduce one of the pairing gaps but
then the other one will definitely increase. This kind of ghost
pairs get rarer with the emergence of SZM. However, when
one of the Floquet eigenvalues of a normal pair crosses the
Floquet BZ boundary, that results in a cascade of mismatch
between the increasingly ordered ε±

r which generates ghost
pairs throughout the spectrum. This leads to a sharp drop in
|〈−|Sx

1|+〉| at some ω which are mostly away from the
special frequencies (ωk

m) where even the conservation of Dz,
the first criteria of having a SZM, does not satisfy. We discard
such rare pathological points from our consideration while
plotting Fig. 8(b) in the main text. Thus the correspondence
between the increasingly ordered ε±

r may get ill-defined at
drive frequencies away from the slowest relaxation points
(ωk

m). But as we increase the number of optimally chosen
driven sites (n4th

d ) and tune the drive frequency towards ωm, the
correspondence gradually becomes more and more accurate
signaling the emergence of SZM.
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

(e) (f) (g) (h)

FIG. 14. The behavior of SvN
1 in all the Floquet eigenstates in the upper panels in parallel with the behavior of |δ±| (not distinguished) in

the lower panels. The average deviations of SvN
1 from the maximal value ln 2 (shown in red dashed line) are (a) 1.21 × 10−2, (b) 1.42 × 10−4,

(c) 8.89 × 10−5, (d) 8.34 × 10−5, and the average values of |δ±| are (e) 0.11, (f) 1.38 × 10−2, (g) 1.09 × 10−2, and (h) 1.05 × 10−2. All other
parameters are the same as in Fig. 13.

We demonstrate this in Fig. 13 where we show the behavior
of |〈−

r |Sx
1|+

r 〉| in parallel with the behaviors of Rr (as
defined in the main text) with increasing n4th

d . One can see that
there are many pairs with |〈−

r |Sx
1|+

r 〉| < 0.5 including the
ghost pairs with |〈−

r |Sx
1|+

r 〉| ∼ 0 for sd = {1}. The number
of such pairs decreases with increasing n4th

d and totally disap-
pears when every fourth site is driven in a chain of fixed length
N [as shown in Figs. 13(d) and 13(h)]. This follows from
the consistent behavior of R [as shown in Figs. 13(e)–13(h)]
which was conjectured in the main text as a requirement for
the emergence of SZM. We note here that the lower value of
|〈−|Sx

1|+〉| for sd = {1} compared to the value for other
higher n4th

d is not an artifact of just the presence of ghost pairs.
There are many pairs with |〈−|Sx

1|+〉| a bit less than 0.5
for direct pairing albeit much higher than the corresponding
value for cross pairing. Such pairs also reduce in number
and disappear with increasing n4th

d , ramping up the value of
|〈−|Sx

1|+〉| towards 0.5. The parallel approach of all the
Rr towards one enable us to arrive at the condition: Sx

1|±
r 〉 =

1
2 e±iθr |∓

r 〉 via the ansatz used in Eq. (22) in the main text.
In Fig. 14, we show the behavior of SvN

1 for all the Floquet
eigenstates in parallel with the behaviors of δ±

r = 〈ξ±
r |ξ̄±

r 〉.
There are lots of low-entangled Floquet eigenstates for sd =
{1} but all of them get strongly entangled for sd = {1, 5}. This
is accompanied by a huge reduction in the average value of
|δ±|, we denote by |δ±|. Further increase of driven sites (n4th

d )

is found to reduce |δ±| only a little bit. Consequently, the
entanglement spectrum also becomes only slightly narrower,
though by now they are already saturated at their maximal
value to a good extent. Thus in the asymptotic limit, when
every fourth site is driven, the boundary spin forms Bell like
pairing with the rest of the system in all the Floquet eigen-
states.

APPENDIX F: SEMIANALYTICAL STUDY
OF THE PAIRING-GAP

We now seek to have some more understanding of the
vanishing of the pairing gap which is given by

�r = 〈+
r |HF |+

r 〉 − 〈−
r |HF |−

r 〉
= 1

2 [(〈→, ξ+
r |HF |→, ξ+

r 〉 − 〈→, ξ−
r |HF |→, ξ−

r 〉)

+ (〈←, ξ̄+
r |HF |←, ξ̄+

r 〉 − 〈←, ξ̄−
r |HF |←, ξ̄−

r 〉)]

+ Re[〈→, ξ+
r |HF |←, ξ̄+

r 〉] + Re[〈→, ξ−
r |HF |←, ξ̄−

r 〉],
(F1)

The quantities inside the first parenthesis in the second
and third line of Eq. (F1) get canceled with the emergence
of SZM due to the condition Rr ≈ 1, which we have verified
numerically. The vanishing of the quantities in the last line of
Eq. (F1) (let us call it �′

r) is less straightforward to see and
here we will adapt a semi-analytical approach to understand
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FIG. 15. Comparison of the scaling of |�| and |�′|. The latter
is calculated from exact numerics as well as using a semianalyti-
cal expression [Eq. (F3)]. Parameters: h = 1, γ = 15, ω = ω1

m =
7.53, and N = 14.

this. To this end, we first decompose HF into three parts:
HF = hF

A + hF
A,B + hF

B , where the subscripts denote part of
the chain (sites) on which each term is supported: A and B
represent site 1 and rest of the chain respectively, whereas hF

A,B
represent terms that connect these two parts,

hF
A,B = −Sx

1Sx
2

−
[(

sin λ

λ
− a4(p)

)
Sy

1Sy
2 +

(
sin λ

λ
− a3(p)

)
Sz

1Sz
2

]

+
[(

1 − cos λ

λ
+ a5(p)

)
Sz

1Sy
2

−
(

1 − cos λ

λ
− a6(p)

)
Sy

1Sz
2

]
+ H (2)

F,nonloc. (F2)

The purpose of such decomposition of the Floquet Hamilto-
nian together with the eigenstates as in Eq. (22) will be clear
now. We first note that 〈→|hF

A |←〉 is nothing but HF (2, 1) as
discussed in Sec. III. Secondly, note that though we have quite
accurate knowledge of hF

A and hF
A,B, the analytical structure of

hF
B is not very well known particularly for multisite driving.

The former also remain almost unchanged as we increase
n4th

d but the latter must change drastically with it. However,
〈→, ξ±

r |hF
B |←, ξ̄±

r 〉 = 0 and hence hF
B has zero contribution in

�′
r . This enables us to write down a semianalytical expression

of �′
r ,

�′
r = Re

[〈→|hF
A |←〉(δ+

r + δ−
r ) + 〈→, ξ+

r |hF
A,B| ←, ξ̄+

r 〉
+ 〈→, ξ−

r |hF
A,B| ←, ξ̄−

r 〉]. (F3)

〈→|hF
A |←〉 becomes very small at ω ≈ ωm whereas |δ±|

get smaller with increasing n4th
d . We found in Appendix E that

|δ±| reduces strongly when we go from n4th
d = 1 (sd = {1})

to n4th
d = 2 (sd = {1, 5}) but further increase in n4th

d does not
reduce the value of |δ±| much (Fig. 14). Interestingly, the
contribution to the gap (�) which comes only from the real
part of these complex numbers, gets significantly smaller due
to some cancellations between δ±. We compare |�′| from
Eq. (F3) with fully exact numerics [using the final line of
Eq. (F1)] in Fig. 15 and find very good agreement. Moreover,
we find, |�′| itself is not much different than |�|. This again
implies that our understanding of the structure of the Floquet
Hamiltonian is quite accurate.
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Žnidarič, Charge and spin transport in strongly correlated one-
dimensional quantum systems driven far from equilibrium,
Phys. Rev. B 80, 035110 (2009).

[84] F. Haake, Quantum Signatures of Chaos, 3rd ed., Springer
Series in Synergetics (Springer, Berlin, Germany, 2010).

[85] J. Kemp, N. Y. Yao, and C. R. Laumann, Symmetry-enhanced
boundary qubits at infinite temperature, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125,
200506 (2020).

[86] D. Thuberg, S. A. Reyes, and S. Eggert, Quantum resonance
catastrophe for conductance through a periodically driven bar-
rier, Phys. Rev. B 93, 180301(R) (2016).

[87] A. Agarwala and D. Sen, Effects of local periodic driving on
transport and generation of bound states, Phys. Rev. B 96,
104309 (2017).

[88] F. Hübner, C. Dauer, S. Eggert, C. Kollath, and A. Sheikhan,
Floquet-engineered pair and single-particle filters in the fermi-
hubbard model, Phys. Rev. A 106, 043303 (2022).

064303-22

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.125126
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.205419
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.195121
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-017-2930-x
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.256803
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2016.01.012
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.10.021044
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.080602
https://doi.org/10.1080/00018732.2015.1055918
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.144307
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/17/9/093039
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.245107
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.136401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.075123
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.106.104302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.022065
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.106.184304
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.172402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.11.021008
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.94.075130
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.13790
https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.00040
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.45.2207
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.45.304
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.46.8268
https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.66.564
https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.66.1908
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.155134
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.035139
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.220601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.3.033201
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.054413
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.80.035110
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.200506
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.180301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.104309
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.106.043303


EMERGENT STRONG ZERO MODE THROUGH LOCAL … PHYSICAL REVIEW B 109, 064303 (2024)

[89] H. Bernien, S. Schwartz, A. Keesling, H. Levine, A. Omran,
H. Pichler, S. Choi, A. S. Zibrov, M. Endres, M. Greiner,
V. Vuletic, and M. D. Lukin, Probing many-body dynamics
on a 51-atom quantum simulator, Nature (London) 551, 579
(2017).

[90] W. L. Tan, P. Becker, F. Liu, G. Pagano, K. S. Collins, A.
De, L. Feng, H. B. Kaplan, A. Kyprianidis, R. Lundgren
et al., Domain-wall confinement and dynamics in a quantum
simulator, Nat. Phys. 17, 742 (2021).

[91] P. N. Jepsen, Y. K. E. Lee, H. Lin, I. Dimitrova, Y. Margalit,
W. W. Ho, and W. Ketterle, Long-lived phantom helix states in
Heisenberg quantum magnets, Nat. Phys. 18, 899 (2022).

[92] R. Islam, R. Ma, P. M. Preiss, M. Eric Tai, A. Lukin, M.
Rispoli, and M. Greiner, Measuring entanglement entropy in a
quantum many-body system, Nature (London) 528, 77 (2015).

[93] T. Brydges, A. Elben, P. Jurcevic, B. Vermersch, C. Maier,
B. P. Lanyon, P. Zoller, R. Blatt, and C. F. Roos, Probing rényi
entanglement entropy via randomized measurements, Science
364, 260 (2019).

[94] D. Bluvstein, H. Levine, G. Semeghini, T. T. Wang, S. Ebadi,
M. Kalinowski et al., A quantum processor based on coherent
transport of entangled atom arrays, Nature (London) 604, 451
(2022).

[95] N. O’Dea, F. Burnell, A. Chandran, and V. Khemani, From
tunnels to towers: Quantum scars from lie algebras and q-
deformed lie algebras, Phys. Rev. Res. 2, 043305 (2020).

[96] G. Vidal, Efficient simulation of one-dimensional quantum
many-body systems, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 040502 (2004).

[97] S. R. White and A. E. Feiguin, Real-time evolution using
the density matrix renormalization group, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93,
076401 (2004).

[98] M. Fishman, S. R. White, and E. M. Stoudenmire, The ITensor
software library for tensor network calculations, SciPost Phys.
Codebases, 4 (2022).

[99] S. Vajna, K. Klobas, T. Prosen, and A. Polkovnikov, Replica
resummation of the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff series, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 120, 200607 (2018).

[100] L. D’Alessio and A. Polkovnikov, Many-body energy local-
ization transition in periodically driven systems, Ann. Phys.
333, 19 (2013).

[101] J. M. Deutsch, Quantum statistical mechanics in a closed sys-
tem, Phys. Rev. A 43, 2046 (1991).

[102] M. Srednicki, Chaos and quantum thermalization, Phys. Rev.
E 50, 888 (1994).

[103] M. Rigol, V. Dunjko, and M. Olshanii, Thermalization and
its mechanism for generic isolated quantum systems, Nature
(London) 452, 854 (2008).

[104] G. Ramírez, J. Rodríguez-Laguna, and G. Sierra, Entangle-
ment over the rainbow, J. Stat. Mech.: Theory Exp. (2015)
P06002.

[105] C. M. Langlett, Z.-C. Yang, J. Wildeboer, A. V. Gorshkov, T.
Iadecola, and S. Xu, Rainbow scars: From area to volume law,
Phys. Rev. B 105, L060301 (2022).

[106] A. Verdeny, A. Mielke, and F. Mintert, Accurate effective
hamiltonians via unitary flow in floquet space, Phys. Rev. Lett.
111, 175301 (2013).

[107] A. Chandran, A. Pal, C. R. Laumann, and A. Scardicchio,
Many-body localization beyond eigenstates in all dimensions,
Phys. Rev. B 94, 144203 (2016).

[108] A. K. Kulshreshtha, A. Pal, T. B. Wahl, and S. H. Simon,
Behavior of l-bits near the many-body localization transition,
Phys. Rev. B 98, 184201 (2018).

[109] T. M. Graham, Y. Song, J. Scott, C. Poole, L. Phuttitarn, K.
Jooya, P. Eichler, X. Jiang et al., Multi-qubit entanglement
and algorithms on a neutral-atom quantum computer, Nature
(London) 604, 457 (2022).

[110] D. Bluvstein, S. J. Evered, A. A. Geim, S. H. Li, H. Zhou, T.
Manovitz, S. Ebadi, M. Cain, M. Kalinowski, D. Hangleiter,
J. P. B. Ataides, N. Maskara, I. Cong, X. Gao, P. S. Rodriguez,
T. Karolyshyn, G. Semeghini, M. J. Gullans, M. Greiner, V.
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