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Periodically driven systems often exhibit behavior distinct from static systems. In single-particle,
static systems, any amount of disorder generically localizes all eigenstates in one dimension. In
contrast, we show that in topologically non-trivial, single-particle Floquet loop drives with chiral
symmetry in one dimension, a localization-delocalization transition occurs as the time t is varied
within the driving period (0 ≤ t ≤ Tdrive). We find that the time-dependent localization length
Lloc(t) diverges with a universal exponent as t approaches the midpoint of the drive: Lloc(t) ∼
(t − Tdrive/2)

−ν with ν = 2. We provide analytical and numerical evidence for the universality of
this exponent within the AIII symmetry class.

I. INTRODUCTION

The interplay of disorder and topology can produce
localization-delocalization transitions in both undriven
(static) and driven (Floquet) systems. This phenomenon
is particularly prominent in low-dimensional systems, in
which the tendency of disorder to lead to localization is
strongest.

The most-studied example of a topological
localization-delocalization transition is the plateau
transition in the integer quantum Hall effect [1]. The
basic idea is that there is a conflict between disorder,
which favors localization, and a non-trivial value of
a topological index, which prevents localization at a
particular value of a parameter. Within each Landau
band, topology prevents localization at the band center
E = Ec, while disorder localizes the remaining states. As
E approaches Ec, the localization length Lloc diverges
as Lloc ∼ 1/|E−Ec|ν with a universal exponent ν whose
precise value remains controversial [2].

In the periodic table of static topological insula-
tors and superconductors [3], localization-delocalization
transitions have been studied in various Altland-
Zirnbauer symmetry classes [4–7]. In the case of the
chirally-symmetric class (AIII) in one spatial dimen-
sion, a localization-delocalization transition at zero en-
ergy has been shown to accompany a topological phase
transition [8]. Furthermore, broader theoretical ap-
proaches to localization-delocalization transitions have
been proposed, including a nonperturbative transfer-
matrix method for quasi-one-dimensional systems in sev-
eral symmetry classes [9] and a random Dirac Hamilto-
nian method for the full periodic table [10].

Localization-delocalization transitions have also been
studied in Floquet systems. Examples include the Flo-
quet topological Anderson insulator [11–13], discrete-
time quantum walks [14–18] (which are closely related to
Floquet systems, and which have also been proposed as
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a means to realize static topological phases [19]), and an
effective Hamiltonian theory for disorder-induced transi-
tions from topologically non-trivial to trivial phases pre-
sented in Ref. [20]. Let us also mention the work of
Ref. [21], which finds in the one-dimensional driven Rice-
Mele model a transition similar to the plateau transition
in the integer quantum Hall effect. Indeed, Ref. [21]
finds a localization-delocalization transition from a topo-
logically non-trivial phase to a trivial phase at a crit-
ical value of disorder strength W = Wc; furthermore,
the localization length of the Floquet states diverges as
Lloc ∼ (W −Wc)

−β with β ≃ 2.

When prior work on localization-delocalization tran-
sitions in the Floquet (or quantum walk) case has con-
sidered symmetries [14–17, 22], the focus has generally
been on the symmetries of the effective Hamiltonian HF ,
which determines the time evolution operator for a single
driving period. For instance, chiral symmetry C imposes
the requirement CHFC−1 = −HF . However, a full ac-
count of topological possibilities in Floquet systems re-
quires consideration of further details of the drive be-
yond HF ; indeed, a topologically non-trivial drive can
occur even if HF acts as the identity operator in the
bulk (see Ref. [23] and references therein). In the pe-
riodic table of Floquet topological insulators [24], the
symmetries used in the classification relate the time-
dependent Hamiltonian H(t) to itself at another time,
e.g., CH(t)C−1 = −H(Tdrive − t) for chiral symmetry
(where Tdrive is the driving period). We therefore propose
to study, in one particular entry in the periodic table, the
interplay of topology and of disorder that respects the
appropriate time-dependent symmetry constraint.

The main result of this paper is a univer-
sal localization-delocalization transition for disordered,
topologically-nontrivial, single-particle Floquet drives in
the chirally-symmetric class (AIII) in one spatial dimen-
sion. We consider the time-dependent localization length
Lloc(t) of a time evolution operator that represents the
“intrinsically Floquet” part of the time evolution op-
erator for the drive (see next paragraph), and we find
that Lloc(t) diverges with a universal exponent at a par-
ticular t within the driving period. As in the integer
quantum Hall plateau transition, we have in this case a

ar
X

iv
:2

31
0.

20
69

6v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.d

is
-n

n]
  3

1 
O

ct
 2

02
3

mailto:adrianculver@physics.ucla.edu
mailto:rroy@physics.ucla.edu


2

topological obstruction to localization at a critical value
of some parameter, which then leads to a localization-
delocalization transition as that parameter is varied. Un-
like the quantum Hall case or the one-dimensional class
AIII static case (Ref. [8] mentioned above), here the
parameter is time and the transition occurs throughout
the (quasienergy) spectrum. It is also important to em-
phasize that the transition we find does not change the
topological index.

To give a more detailed statement of our result, we
recall first that any drive can be decomposed (uniquely
up to homotopy) into two component drives: a static
drive and an intrinsically Floquet or “loop” drive Uloop(t)
(0 ≤ t ≤ Tdrive), where the latter by definition is a drive
whose time evolution operator is the identity at both the
beginning and the end of the driving period [24] (see main
text for details). The decomposition can be done such
that the loop component Uloop inherits the symmetries
of the originally-given drive, in this case chiral symmetry.
Our focus is entirely on the loop component Uloop, which
we emphasize contains the intrinsically Floquet possibil-
ities for topology. Assuming Uloop to realize the sim-
plest possibility for topological non-triviality – a value of
1 for the appropriate topological index [25] – we study
the time-dependent localization length Lloc(t) of Uloop(t)
[26]. We argue that the chiral symmetry and topologi-
cal non-triviality require delocalization at the midpoint
of the drive (t = Tdrive/2). Since we are considering one
spatial dimension, we can expect complete localization
at all other times t, since there is no topological protec-
tion there. Our main claim is that there is a universal
exponent for the transition that occurs as t approaches
Tdrive/2 from either side: Lloc(t) ∼ |t − Tdrive/2|−ν with
ν = 2. The localization length generally depends on the
quasienergy and on the disorder, but we claim that gener-
ically these only appear in the prefactor and not the ex-
ponent.

Our work is not directly motivated by experiment, and
indeed it may be expected that both the loop decom-
position and the requirement for the disorder to obey
a time-dependent symmetry would present challenges to
detecting the diverging localization length in a real sys-
tem. One possibility for experimental realization is the
close connection between Floquet drives and discrete-
time quantum walks. Also, the transition we find here
could serve as a theoretical toy model for other transi-
tions with known experimental realizations.

The particular disordered Floquet drive that we use
as an example for our calculations has been studied in
an equivalent form in the context of discrete-time quan-
tum walks [17, 18], as we discuss in more detail in the
main text. Our claim of the universal transition for a
class of drives goes beyond prior work to our knowledge.
Preliminary work towards the results of this paper was
reported previously by some of the present authors in
Refs. [27, 28].

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we re-
view the topological classification of non-interacting Flo-

quet drives and the symmetry class AIII that is our main
focus. We then state our main result, clarify the role of
chirally-symmetric disorder, and discuss a possible wider
scope for the universal exponent (as well as some “fine-
tuned” exceptions). In Sec. III, we present analytical
and numerical calculations illustrating the universal ex-
ponent of in several examples of class AIII drives. In Sec.
IV, we present a more general argument for the universal
exponent. We conclude in Sec. V with some ideas for
investigating many-body localization in class AIII drives
that include interactions.

II. DISORDERED, CHIRAL-SYMMETRIC
DRIVES IN ONE DIMENSION

A. Preliminary discussion

Periodically driven (Floquet) systems are described by
a time-periodic Hamiltonian H(t) with a period Tdrive,
so that H(t + Tdrive) = H(t). Throughout, we assume
local Hamiltonians. The unitary time evolution opera-
tor U(t) is given by the usual time-ordered expression

U(t) = T̂ exp
[
−i
∫ t

0
dt′ H(t′)

]
. Note that U(t) need not

be periodic, even though H(t) is.
Non-interacting Floquet topological insulators have

been classified into a periodic table [24] (see [23] for a
review) using the Altland–Zirnbauer symmetry classifi-
cation. In particular, Floquet drives are separated into
10 symmetry classes based on the presence or absence of
time-reversal, particle-hole, and chiral symmetry, and the
full topological classification depends both on the sym-
metry class and on the number of spatial dimensions.
We focus on 1d class AIII systems, i.e., those with chi-
ral symmetry only. This is the simplest case in which a
topologically non-trivial Floquet phase can occur.

By definition, class AIII drives satisfy

CH(t)C−1 = −H(Tdrive − t), (2.1)

where C denotes the chiral symmetry operator, which
satisfies C2 = CC† = C†C = 1 and Tr C = 0. The cor-
responding unitary evolution U(t) inherits a symmetry
property (see Appendix A of Ref. [24]):

CU(t)C−1 = U(Tdrive − t)U†(Tdrive). (2.2)

We suppose that our Floquet drive acts on a one-
dimensional lattice with basis states |n, c, s⟩, where n is
a site index taking on integer values, c = A or B is a
sublattice index on which the chiral symmetry acts (see
below), and s stands for any other discrete quantum num-
bers. The chiral symmetry operator can be written as

C = τz, (2.3)

where τz is the Pauli matrix acting on the sublattice
indices (and acting as the identity on other indices).
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Our focus in this work is on topological properties that
are uniquely Floquet, i.e., not simply inherited from a
static Hamiltonian. For this reason, we find it convenient
to use the technique introduced in Ref. [24] (see also
Ref. [25]) of decomposing a generic drive into a particular
combination of time evolution by a static Hamiltonian
and time evolution by a “loop” drive (see below), which
is the intrinsically Floquet part.

To present the loop decomposition, we first recall the
definition of composition of two drives. Consider two
chirally-symmetric drives U1(t) and U2(t) (0 ≤ t ≤ Tdrive)
which are generated by time-dependent Hamiltonians
H1(t) and H2(t). The composition operation [24], de-
noted ∗, produces a new chirally-symmetric drive U(t)
with the same period; suppressing t, we write U ≡
U1 ∗ U2. By definition, the drive U is generated by a
time-dependent Hamiltonian H ≡ H1 ∗ H2 given by

H(t) =


2H1(2t) 0 ≤ t < Tdrive/4,

2H2(2t− Tdrive/2) Tdrive/4 ≤ t < 3Tdrive/4,

2H1(2t) 3Tdrive/4 ≤ t ≤ Tdrive.

(2.4)
It is readily verified that H(t) satisfies the chiral symme-
try property (2.1) [since H1(t) and H2(t) do, by assump-
tion].

A loop drive is one that begins and ends at the identity:
Uloop(t = 0) = Uloop(t = Tdrive) = 1. A static drive
is one generated by some time-independent Hamiltonian
Hstatic:

Ustatic(t) = e−iHstatict. (2.5)

As shown in Ref. [24], an arbitrary chirally-symmetric
drive U(t) is homotopic to the composition of some
chirally-symmetric loop drive Uloop(t) and some static
drive Ustatic(t):

U ≈ Uloop ∗ Ustatic, (2.6)

where Uloop and Ustatic are unique up to homotopic equiv-
alence. We will focus on a canonical choice defined by
taking Uloop(t) to be generated by Hloop(t) and Ustatic(t)
to be as in Eq. (2.5), with

Hloop = H ∗ (−HF ), (2.7a)

Hstatic = HF , (2.7b)

where HF is the Floquet Hamiltonian for the drive
[U(Tdrive) = e−iHFTdrive ].
We note here that U(t) must satisfy a certain techni-

cal requirement in order for the decomposition (2.6) to
be shown. In the translation-invariant case, this require-
ment is that the quasienergy spectrum of U(Tdrive) has
a gap at ϵ = π. However, it should suffice to have no
extended states at ϵ = π, and this can be generically ex-
pected since we are interested in the disordered case. The
essential point is that we need to be able to take the log-
arithm of U(Tdrive) in order for the Floquet Hamiltonian
HF (which appears in the loop construction) to exist.

The decomposition (2.6) is essential to this work, as
our focus throughout is on the localization properties of
the loop component of the given drive U(t). From now on
we simplify the notation by writing the loop component
as Uloop(t) ≡ U(t).
We are interested in drives for which the loop com-

ponent is topologically-nontrivial. In order to state this
condition precisely, we now review the chiral flow, the
topological index introduced in Ref. [25] for the loop
component of class AIII drives in one dimension. We
first recall the flow index (the topological index for uni-
tary operators without symmetry in one dimension [29]),
which is used in the definition of the chiral flow.
Given a unitary matrix U acting on an infinite one-

dimensional lattice with matrix elements Unn′ , the flow
index of U is defined as

ν(U) =
∑
n≥a

∑
n′<a

(
|Unn′ |2 − |Un′n|2

)
, (2.8)

where the site a is arbitrary [and ν(U) is in fact inde-
pendent of a]. The flow index is quantized to integer val-
ues and may be understood as the net “current” passing
through any site a. The identity operator, for example,
has a flow index of zero, while the translation operator
(i.e., the mapping |n⟩ → |n+ 1⟩) has a flow index of 1.
To apply the flow index to a class AIII drive, we note

that the loop component of the drive inherits the same
chiral symmetry property (2.2), which simplifies due to
the loop property to

CU(t)C−1 = U(Tdrive − t). (2.9)

Due to this symmetry, the midpoint of the loop part of
the drive is a special point; in particular, we have the
following useful relation [25]:

CU(Tdrive/2)C−1 = U(Tdrive/2). (2.10)

Recalling the form (2.3) of the chiral symmetry operator,
we see that Eq. (2.10) constrains the time evolution at
the midpoint to a block diagonal form:

U(Tdrive/2) =

(
UAA 0
0 UBB

)
. (2.11)

We may then consider the flow index of the two com-
ponents UAA and UBB . Since the time evolution oper-
ator at the midpoint is generated (by assumption) by
a local Hamiltonian, it follows that ν[U(Tdrive/2)] = 0
[30]; from the additivity of the flow index, we then see
that the flow indices of the two components sum to zero:
ν(UAA) + ν(UBB) = 0. Either of the two may be taken
as the definition of the chiral flow of the loop drive U(t).
We follow the convention that the chiral flow is the flow
index of the A component:

νchiral[{U(t)}] = ν[UAA]. (2.12)

We are interested in topologically non-trivial drives, so
we assume that the chiral flow is non-zero. More specif-
ically, our numerics and analytical arguments focus on
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the case of νchiral[{U(t)}] = 1. Let us note here that a
drive with unit chiral flow can be generated by a local
Hamiltonian, as shown by the explicit model introduced
in Ref. [25] (and reviewed in Sec. III of this paper);
in contrast, no local Hamiltonian can generate a unitary
with non-zero flow index in one dimension [30].

B. Universal localization-delocalization transition

It is well-known that in one dimension, the eigenstates
of a disordered static Hamiltonian are generically local-
ized. We can expect the same to be true for eigenstates of
U(t) for a generic value of the time t. However, we argue
that the midpoint of the drive (t = Tdrive/2) is topologi-
cally protected from localization by our assumption that
the chiral flow is non-vanishing. (We do not yet make
the more specific assumption that the chiral flow is equal
to one.)

In particular, we present two independent arguments
for the following claim: at almost any quasienergy ϵ in
the spectrum of U(Tdrive/2), there must exist a delocal-
ized eigenstate. We have checked this claim, sometimes
analytically and sometimes numerically, in a variety of
cases (see below).

Due to the diagonal structure of Eq. (2.11), our claim
reduces to the statement that a local unitary operator
U ′ (which represents either UAA or UBB) with non-zero
flow index must have delocalized states throughout its
quasienergy spectrum. To sketch our first argument [31],
we start by recalling that all U ′ with the same non-
vanishing flow index are homotopic to a translation op-
erator (which translates by a number of sites equal to
the value of the flow index) [30]. A translation operator
indeed has delocalized eigenstates throughout its spec-
trum, and furthermore these states are “chiral,” so they
are perturbatively robust, similar to the edge states in a
quantum Hall system.

For our second argument, we appeal to the general ex-
pectation that mobility edges are not found in one dimen-
sion (except for correlated disorder and quasi-periodic
systems [32], which we ignore because our focus is on the
generic case). Thus, it should suffice to show that U ′

must have a delocalized state at some quasienergy. To
show this, we write U ′ in its eigenbasis:

U ′ =
∑
ϵ

e−iϵTdrive/2 |Ψϵ⟩ ⟨Ψϵ| . (2.13)

If every eigenvector |Ψϵ⟩ is localized, then we can take the
logarithm of Eq. (2.13) to obtain a local Hamiltonian HF

that generates U ′ (via U ′ = e−iHFTdrive/2). But, a unitary
operator that is generated by a local Hamiltonian must
have zero flow index [30], in contradiction to our starting
assumption. Thus, we conclude that some eigenvector
|Ψϵ⟩ must be delocalized.
To set up the statement of our main claim, let us write

the eigenstate equation for U(t) explicitly:

U(t) |Ψϵ(t)⟩ = e−iϵt |Ψϵ(t)⟩ , (2.14)

where ϵ is the quasienergy and where the t dependence
in |Ψϵ(t)⟩ is a label associating this state to U(t) (not
an indication of time evolution by the time-dependent
Schrodinger equation). Since we are considering an in-
finitely large, disordered system, the quasienergy spec-
trum of U(t) is gapless for all t.
Let us emphasize that we are focusing on the time evo-

lution operator U(t) with arbitrary t, not necessarily the
full period (t = Tdrive). One perspective on this is to con-
sider a discrete-time process in which U(t) is the operator
for implementing a single time step; in other words, any
given t is considered to be the full period. The properties
of the eigenstates of U(t) would have implications for this
discrete-time process.

We write the localization length of |Ψϵ(t)⟩ as Lloc(t),
suppressing the dependence on ϵ. According to our argu-
ments above, Lloc(t) is infinite for t = Tdrive/2 and finite
otherwise. The main claim of this paper is: for a drive
with νchiral[{U(t)}] = 1, the localization length diverges
with a universal exponent as t approaches the midpoint:

Lloc(t) ∼
1

(t− Tdrive/2)
ν (ν = 2). (2.15)

The constant of proportionality is non-universal and gen-
erally depends on the quasienergy; however, the exponent
ν = 2 holds throughout the quasienergy spectrum. We
emphasize that the localization length we are considering
corresponds to the instantaneous eigenstates of the loop
part U(t) ≡ Uloop(t) of the original drive.
We argue that the exponent of ν = 2 is generic for

loop drives in class AIII with νchiral[{U(t)}] = 1, albeit
with certain fine-tuned exceptions that we discuss below
in Sec. IID.

C. Chiral-symmetric disorder in loop drives

In this section, we clarify the role of disorder in our
setup. Our main claim (2.15) is meant to apply to any
particular drive, i.e., the thermodynamic limit of a single
disorder realization (as long as the realization is suitably
“generic.”). For calculations, we find it convenient to use
the idea of self-averaging from the theory of disordered
systems, which refers to the fact that for appropriately-
chosen physical quantities, the relative fluctuations over
an ensemble of disorder realizations vanish in the ther-
modynamic limit. For these quantities, the value in any
particular system can also be obtained by averaging over
an ensemble of disorder realizations. Note that the lo-
calization length that we have discussed above is really
the thermodynamic limit of a size-dependent localization
length, and furthermore, this quantity may be expected
to be self-averaging.
Our basic assumption is that the given drive U(t) is in

some sense a disordering of an underlying translationally-
invariant (or “clean”) drive Uclean(t). According to self-
averaging, we could determine properties of a particu-
lar, generic U(t) by averaging over an ensemble of dis-
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order realizations (each chirally-symmetric) of Uclean(t);
however, this is inconvenient for calculations because we
would then need to do the decomposition (2.6) on each
member of the ensemble.

We instead proceed as follows: we do the decomposi-
tion (2.6) on U(t) and on Uclean(t) to yield loop drives
U(t) and Uclean(t), respectively. We then regard U(t),
which is a particular drive, as a member of an ensemble
of disorderings of Uclean(t). Each member of the ensem-
ble is a chirally-symmetric loop drive. By considering
a range of possible disorder distributions in such an en-
semble, we expect that properties of a “generic” starting
drive U(t) are being probed.

We now present, for use in our subsequent calcula-
tions in specific example models, one particular way
of adding disorder to a given translationally-invariant,
chiral-symmetric loop drive Uclean(t). We provide this
construction because it not immediately obvious how to
include disorder that respects the required properties,
even if one is given the explicit Hamiltonian Hclean(t)

that generates Uclean(t); disordering the parameters of
Hclean(t) generally results in a drive that fails to satisfy
the chiral symmetry requirement, the loop condition, or
both. After presenting this particular construction for
including disorder, we discuss some general properties of
a disordered drive that hold regardless of the precise way
the disorder is included.
Our construction takes as given, in addition to

the chiral-symmetric Hamiltonian Hclean(t) with period
Tdrive that generates Uclean(t), a static disordered Hamil-
tonian Hd that commutes with the chiral symmetry op-
erator:

C−1HdC = Hd. (2.16)

Note that this condition is equivalent to Hd being block
diagonal in the A-B basis, with vanishing matrix elements
connecting A to B sites. We further assume that Hd → 0
in the limit of no disorder.
We choose an arbitrary constant time T0 > 0 and de-

fine a new drive H(t) with a period of Tdrive + T0:

H(t) =


Hd 0 < t < T0/2,

Hclean(t− T0/2) T0/2 < t < Tdrive + T0/2,

−Hd T0/2 + Tdrive < t < Tdrive + T0,

(2.17)

with H(t+ Tdrive + T0) = H(t). The time evolution operator from t = 0 to any t ∈ [0, Tdrive + T0] expressed in terms
of Uclean(t) and Hd is

U(t) ≡ T̂ exp

(
−i

∫ t

0

dt′ H(t′)

)
=


e−iHdt 0 < t < T0/2,

Uclean(t− T0/2)e
−iHdT0/2 T0/2 < t < T0/2 + Tdrive,

eiHd(t−Tdrive−T0) T0/2 + Tdrive < t < Tdrive + T0,

(2.18)

where we have used the loop condition Uclean(Tdrive) = 1.
It is readily verified that U(t) is a chirally-symmetric loop
drive; in particular, H(t) satisfies (2.1) (with the period
increased from Tdrive to Tdrive+T0) and U(Tdrive+T0) = I.
For convenience, we now take a limit so that the dis-

ordered drive has the same period as the clean drive. To
do this, we send T0 → 0 with Hd scaling with T0 so that
HdT0 remains fixed. We thus obtain a disordered unitary
operator

Ud = lim
T0→0

HdT0 fixed

e−iHdT0/2, (2.19)

and we may write the disordered drive with a period of
Tdrive:

U(t) = Uclean(t)Ud (0 ≤ t < Tdrive). (2.20)

Eq. (2.20) is to be understood a shorthand for the limit
of Eq. (2.18). In particular, it is understood that if t

is set exactly to Tdrive, then an additional factor of U†
d

appears multiplying Uclean(Tdrive) = I on the left, which

restores the loop condition [U(Tdrive) = 1]. Then the
chiral symmetry relation (2.1) holds due to CUdC−1 = Ud,
which follows from the assumption that Hd commutes
with C.
We next present an alternate approach in which the

disordered drive is not explicitly constructed, but instead
expanded about the midpoint of the drive (which is the
regime of interest for the universal exponent). This ap-
proach clarifies the assumption we make that the drive
is “generic”; indeed, we show that if a certain fine-tuned
condition is satisfied, then the localization length may
diverge with an exponent greater than 2.
A general drive may be expanded about the midpoint

(t = Tdrive/2) in powers of ∆t:

U(Tdrive/2 + ∆t) =
[
1− iH(Tdrive/2)∆t+O((∆t)2)

]
× U(Tdrive/2). (2.21)

If H(t) is piecewise smooth with a discontinuity at
Tdrive/2, then H(Tdrive/2) here is replaced by its right
(left) limit as t → Tdrive/2 when ∆t is positive (nega-
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tive).
The expansion (2.21) provides an alternate way to

probe the ensemble of allowed disorderings of a given
translation-invariant loop drive Uclean(t). The disordered
drive U(t) must at least respect the chiral symmetry and
the loop property, in addition to reducing to Uclean(t) in
the absence of disorder. It may be difficult to find ex-
plicit examples [aside from the construction (2.20) that
we have already provided] of U(t) that satisfy these prop-
erties; however, we know that any valid U(t) has some
U(Tdrive/2) and H(Tdrive/2) [with U(Tdrive/2) satisfying
the symmetry relation (2.10)] which reduce to the corre-
sponding terms for Uclean(t) in the absence of disorder.
We expect, then, that for t near the midpoint, we can
probe the ensemble of allowed disorderings of the drive
Uclean(t) by specifying various disordered operators that
act on the same Hilbert space as Uclean(t) and then as-
suming these operators to be U(Tdrive/2) andH(Tdrive/2)
of some U(t). We can then use the expansion (2.21) with-
out knowing the full form of U(t).

We do not pursue the problem of “completing” the
drive, i.e., constructing a chiral-symmetric loop drive
U(t) for all t that recovers the given U(Tdrive/2) and
H(Tdrive/2). However, we expect that some chiral-
symmetric loop drive completion can always be found.

D. Exceptions to the universal exponent, and
further generality

Here we identify a necessary condition for the expo-
nent to be ν = 2. We argue that this condition should
hold for a generic drive (with possible “fine-tuned” ex-
ceptions). This discussion naturally leads us to a wider
setting, not necessarily connected to chirally-symmetric
drives, in which we claim that our main result (2.15)
holds.

Note first that we can decompose any operator O into
parts that commute and anticommute with the chiral
symmetry operator:

O = O− +O+, (2.22)

where [O−, C] = {O+, C} = 0. Applying this to O =
H(t), we see that the anticommuting part of the chiral
symmetry equation (2.1) for t = Tdrive/2 + ∆t yields

H+(Tdrive/2 + ∆t) = H+(Tdrive/2−∆t), (2.23)

where ∆t is arbitrary. In particular, H+(t) is continuous
at t = Tdrive/2, so we can consider H+(Tdrive/2) without
need to distinguish left and right limits.

We will assume, as part of the definition of a drive be-
ing “generic,” that the anticommuting part of the Hamil-
tonian at the midpoint is non-vanishing:

H+(Tdrive/2) ̸= 0. (2.24)

Note that no symmetry that requires this term to van-
ish. If instead H+(Tdrive/2) = 0, then the ∆t correction

term in the expansion (2.21) commutes with C; then,
U(Tdrive/2 + ∆t) remains block-diagonal in the A-B ba-
sis up to corrections of order (∆t)2. The block-diagonal
structure preserves the topological protection to another
order, and hence the localization length exponent ν can
be larger than 2 in this case.
More generally, we expect the exponent ν = 2 to hold

whenever we have a family of drives that can be expanded
in the form of Eq. (2.21). In particular: let Ũ be any
local unitary operator (not drive) that takes the block-
diagonal form of (2.11) in some basis. Suppose that the
flow indices of the diagonal components satisfy ν(UAA) =
−ν(UBB) = 1. Consider the family of time-evolutions
defined by

Ũ(∆t) = T exp

[
−i

∫ ∆t

0

dt′ H(t′)

]
U0, (2.25)

where H̃(t) is some local Hamiltonian with no symme-
tries assumed. Then we have the following expansion for
small ∆t:

Ũ(∆t) =
[
1− iH(Tdrive = 0)∆t+O((∆t)2)

]
Ũ0. (2.26)

We claim that the localization length Lloc of Ũ(∆t) fol-
lows the same exponent (2.15) provided that the condi-
tion analogous to (2.24) holds, i.e.,

{H(∆t = 0), τz} ≠ 0, (2.27)

where τz is the Pauli matrix acting on the space in which
Ũ0 is block diagonal.

III. EXAMPLE DRIVES WITH THE
UNIVERSAL EXPONENT

We now provide several example class AIII drives in
which we find that the delocalization exponent is 2. The
starting point in these examples is a clean drive previ-
ously introduced in Ref. [25]. With on-site disorder in-
cluded, we demonstrate rigorously that the exponent is
ν = 2 by using a result from the mathematics litera-
ture on products of random matrices [33]. In the special
case of full phase disorder, we obtain an analytical re-
sult for the localization length at any time t in the drive,
which agrees with results found in similar models that
have been studied in the context of discrete-time quan-
tum walks. We then allow disorder that couples neigh-
boring sites within “dimers,” and we find that our predic-
tion of ν = 2 is consistent with transfer matrix numerics.
Finally, we introduce disorder with exponential decay in
position space, and we find that our prediction of ν = 2
is consistent with exact diagonalization numerics. For
further numerical checks, see Ref. [27].

We begin by recalling the drive introduced in Ref.
[25]. The model is a Floquet version of the Su-Schrieffer-
Heeger (SSH) model [34], and will be referred hereafter
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as the “SSH-type” drive. The drive occurs on an infi-
nite one-dimensional bipartitate lattice with sublattice
degrees of freedom labelled “A” and “B.” The drive con-
sists of piecewise-constant evolution by two Hamiltoni-
ans: H1, which is an SSH Hamiltonian in the trivial
phase, and H2, which is an SSH Hamiltonian in the topo-
logical phase. In particular, we define

H1 =
2π

Tdrive

∑
n

(|n,A⟩ ⟨n,B|+H.c.), (3.1a)

H2 = − 2π

Tdrive

∑
n

(|n+ 1, A⟩ ⟨n,B|+H.c.), (3.1b)

where n is the site index and Tdrive is the period of the
drive. The time-dependent Hamiltonian is given by

H(t) =


H1 if 0 ≤ t ≤ Tdrive

4 ,

H2 if Tdrive

4 < t ≤ 3Tdrive

4 ,

H1 if 3Tdrive

4 < t ≤ Tdrive.

(3.2)

The time evolution operator for the drive is then given by

the usual expression Uclean(t) = T exp
[
−i
∫ t

0
dt′ H(t)

]
.

As discussed in [25], the one-dimensional AIII topological
index (the chiral flow) for this drive is equal to 1. This
can be seen by noting that the time evolution operator at
t = Tdrive/2 acts separately on the A and B sublattices,
and is given by:

Uclean(t = Tdrive/2) =

(
T̂A 0

0 T̂ †
B

)
, (3.3)

where T̂α (α = A,B) translates the corresponding sub-
lattice by one unit cell to the right. Thus, the effect of
the time evolution operator at the midpoint of the drive
is the translation of all the A orbital amplitudes by one
unit cell to the right, and the translation of all the B
orbital amplitudes by one unit cell to the left.

The quasienergy spectrum of Uclean(t) is gapless at
t = Tdrive/2 and gapped elsewhere (Fig. 1). We present
the explicit calculation in Appendix A 2 for completeness.
Alternatively, we can read off the solution by noting that
the eigenstate problem for U(t) [Eq. (2.14)] is equivalent
to a type of discrete-time quantum walk considered in
Ref. [17]. Our parameter ∆t corresponds to the “coin”
parameter of the quantum coin (see Appendix A 1 for
details).

We note here that if the model is considered with open
boundary conditions (by restricting the sums over n to
1, . . . , N), then the time evolution operator for a full pe-
riod acts as the identity in the bulk but not at the edges.
Indeed, sites at the edges (B at n = 1 and A a t n = N)
gain a phase of π under evolution by a full period [25].
This micromotion at the edges is similar to the anomalous
edge transport that occurs in the Rudner-Lindner-Berg-
Levin model in two spatial dimensions [35].

In accordance with the general arguments of Sec. II B,
we find that for a variety of disorderings of this drive,

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
-6
-4
-2
0

2

4

6

k

ϵTdrive
ϵ+ (Δt=Tdrive/10)ϵ- (Δt=Tdrive/10)ϵ+ (Δt=0)ϵ- (Δt=0)

FIG. 1: The two quasienergy bands ϵ±(k) of the clean
SSH-type drive. For any |∆t| < Tdrive/4, there is a gap,

except at the midpoint of the drive (∆t = 0,
ϵ±(k) = ±2|k|/Tdrive). Here we have included the

dimensionful factor Tdrive that we usually set to 2π.

the localization length follows the behavior (2.15). Let
us note here that the localization length can be defined
in various ways depending on the boundary conditions
imposed on the model; the different definitions can be ex-
pected to become equivalent in the thermodynamic limit.
We present explicit definitions below.
Throughout the calculations below, we set Tdrive = 2π

for convenience. We write an eigenstate |Ψϵ(t)⟩ of U(t)
[c.f. Eq. (2.14)] as

|Ψϵ(t)⟩ =
∑
n

(Ψn,A |n,A⟩+Ψn,B |n,B⟩), (3.4)

suppressing the ϵ and t dependence of Ψn,A and Ψn,B ,
and we define

Ψn =

(
Ψn,A

Ψn,B

)
. (3.5)

A. On-site disorder

1. Setup

We introduce two types of disorder into the SSH-type
drive: phase disorder and bond disorder. In the case
of phase disorder, we define a disordered loop drive by
extending the clean drive at the beginning and end to in-
clude evolutions by a Hamiltonian with disordered on-site
energies (exponentiating this Hamiltonian yields phase
disorder). In the case of bond disorder, we follow the
approach described by Eq. (2.21) and the discussion be-
low there, in which we do not explicitly construct the
full loop drive but instead expand about the midpoint.
(We in fact consider the general combination of bond
and phase disorder as an expansion about the midpoint.)
Bond disorder may loosely be thought of as disorder in
the hopping amplitudes of the topologically non-trivial
Hamiltonian H2 in Eq. (3.1b).
We introduce phase disorder using the explicit con-

struction from Sec. II C. In particular, we construct a
disordered unitary operator Ud and consider the drive
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U(t) = Uclean(t)Ud [see Eq. (2.20)]. To implement phase
disorder, we choose

Ud =
∑
n

(
eiϕn,A |n,A⟩ ⟨n,A|+ eiϕn,B |n,B⟩ ⟨n,B|

)
,

(3.6)
where ϕn,A and ϕn+1,B are arbitrary phases which we
later take to be disordered.

To verify that Ud satisfies the required properties, we
recall from the discussion above Eq. (2.20) that we must
have Ud = e−iHdT0/2, where Hd is a disordered Hamilto-
nian that commutes with the chiral operator C and T0 is
an arbitrary time interval that is sent to zero (with Ud

fixed). We may take Hd to consist of disordered on-site
energies:

Hd =
2

T0

∑
n

(ϕn,A |n,A⟩ ⟨n,A|+ ϕn,B |n,B⟩ ⟨n,B|).

(3.7)
Then it is clear then that Hd commutes with C.
We proceed to study the drive U(t) with on-site phase

disorder. It is straightforward to show that the eigenstate
equation (2.14) is equivalent to [27]

e−iϵtΨn,A = cos (∆t) eiϕn−1,AΨn−1,A

+ i sin(∆t)eiϕn,BΨn,B , (3.8a)

e−iϵtΨn,B = i sin(∆t)eiϕn,AΨn,A

+ cos(∆t)eiϕn+1,BΨn+1,B . (3.8b)

This completes the setup of the SSH-type drive with
phase disorder. In this case, we have explicitly con-
structed a disordered, chiral-symmetric loop drive that
can be studied at any t in the driving period, though our
main focus is on the regime of t ≈ Tdrive/2.

To introduce bond disorder, we do not explicitly con-
struct the full loop drive for all t, but instead take the
approach described in Sec. II C of expanding about the
midpoint t = Tdrive/2 [see Eq. (2.21)]. We in fact con-
sider a slightly more general setup which includes both
bond disorder and phase disorder.

We take U(Tdrive/2) and H(Tdrive/2) as given dis-
ordered operators. We consider U(Tdrive/2) to be as
in the clean SSH-type drive with phase disorder and
H(Tdrive/2) to be H2 from the SSH-type drive with dis-
order in the hopping amplitudes; that is,

U(Tdrive/2) =
∑
n

(|n+ 1, A⟩ ⟨n,A|+ |n− 1, B⟩ ⟨n,B|)Ud, (3.9a)

H(Tdrive/2) = −
∑
n

vn (|n+ 1, A⟩ ⟨n,B|+H.c.) , (3.9b)

where Ud is given by Eq. (3.6) and where the vn variables
are disordered.

By a straightforward calculation, we find that the
eigenstate equation (2.14) is equivalent to

e−iϵtΨn,A = eiϕn−1,AΨn−1,A

+ ieiϕn,Bvn−1∆tΨn,B +O((∆t)2), (3.10a)

e−iϵtΨn,B = ieiϕn,Avn∆tΨn,A

+ eiϕn+1,BΨn+1,B +O((∆t)2). (3.10b)

This completes the setup of the combination of bond and
phase disorder in the approach of expanding about the
midpoint.

We next consider a more general problem that can be
specialized to either of the two setups above. In particu-

lar, we consider the state determined by

e−iϵtΨn,A = eiϕn−1,A cos(vn−1∆t)Ψn−1,A

+ ieiϕn,B sin(vn−1∆t)Ψn,B , (3.11a)

e−iϵtΨn,B = ieiϕn,A sin(vn∆t)Ψn,A

+ eiϕn+1,B cos(vn∆t)Ψn+1,B . (3.11b)

By studying Eqs. (3.11a)-(3.11b), we can simultaneously
consider both the case of phase disorder (on a disordered
loop drive defined for all ∆t) and the case of a combina-
tion of phase and bond disorder (defined explicitly only
for small ∆t). To see this, we note that setting all vn = 1
recovers Eqs.(3.8a)-(3.8b)], while expanding in ∆t recov-
ers Eqs. (3.10a)-(3.10b).
Eqs. (3.11a)-(3.11b) may be brought to the following

transfer matrix form:

Ψn+1 = MnΨn, (3.12)
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where the transfer matrix is

Mn =

(
ei(ϵt+ϕn,A) sec(vn∆t) i tan(vn∆t)

−iei(ϕn,A−ϕn+1,B) tan(vn∆t) e−i(ϵt+ϕn+1,B) sec(vn∆t)

)
. (3.13)

Using the mapping to discrete-time quantum walks
that we present in Appendix A 1, we can show that the
transfer matrix (3.13) is a special case of a transfer ma-
trix obtained in Ref. [17]. Note that although a 4-by-4
transfer matrix might have been expected (since we have
a bipartite lattice with nearest-neighbor coupling), there
is in fact a 2-by-2 transfer matrix [17]. For the case of
phase disorder only, Eq. (3.13) was also obtained by some
of the present authors in Ref. [27].

2. Localization length – calculation in position space

For our first calculation of the localization length for
the problem specified by Eqs. (3.11a)-(3.11b), we use a

position space approach. The time-dependent Lyapunov
exponent γ(t) is defined by

γ(t) = lim
N→∞

1

N
⟨ln ||MN . . .M1||⟩1...N , (3.14)

where the double brackets indicate a matrix norm (e.g.,
the 2-norm). The localization length and Lyapunov ex-
ponent are related by 1/Lloc(t) = γ(t).

Products of random matrices have been extensively
studied in the mathematics literature. In particular, a
result by Schrader et al. in Ref. [33] can be applied to
our present problem to yield the Lyapunov exponent to
the leading order in ∆t. The final result is (see Appendix
A 3 a for details)

1

Lloc(t)
=

1

2

(
⟨v2n⟩n + 2Re

[ ⟨vn⟩2n⟨eiϕn,A⟩n⟨eiϕn+1,B ⟩n
e−2πiϵ − ⟨eiϕn,A⟩n⟨eiϕn+1,B ⟩n

])
(∆t)2 +O((∆t)3), (3.15)

where n is any site. This demonstrates that for the SSH-
type drive with the on-site disorder that we have con-
sidered in this section, the localization length generically
diverges with an exponent of ν = 2.

B. Phase disorder in dimers

As a further probe of the universality of the localization
length exponent, we introduce a type of phase disorder
into the SSH-type drive that extends beyond individual
sites. We group adjacent sites (2n− 1, 2n) (for any inte-
ger n) into “dimers” and introduce phase disorder that
couples the two sites within each dimer. We find that
this drive may be described by a 2-by-2 transfer matrix.
We then study this transfer matrix numerically and show
that the localization length has an exponent consistent
with ν = 2.
We introduce dimer phase disorder into the SSH-type

drive using the construction from Sec. II C. Recall that
this construction requires a disordered Hamiltonian Hd

with commutes with the chiral symmetry operator. Dis-
order is added to the drive by evolving with Hd at the
beginning and end for some infinitesimal time interval,
resulting in a disordered drive given by Eq. (2.20).

A natural generalization of the on-site phase disor-
der considered in Sec. IIIA is to allow the disordered

Hamiltonian Hd to include both on-site terms and terms
that couple sites within the same dimer (i.e., the sites
2n − 1 and 2n). In order for Hd to commute with the
chiral symmetry operator, as is required for the construc-
tion of Sec. II C, the A amplitudes must not be coupled
with the B amplitudes. The most general such Hd acts
as some Hermitian matrix on each pair |2n− 1, A⟩ and
|2n,A⟩, and as another Hermitian matrix on each pair
|2n− 1, B⟩ and |2n,B⟩. The disordered unitary operator
Ud = e−iHdT0/2 then acts as some unitary matrix Un,A on
each pair |2n− 1, A⟩ and |2n,A⟩, and as another unitary
matrix Un,B on each pair |2n− 1, B⟩ and |2n,B⟩.

We find it more convenient to formulate the problem
in terms of the matrix elements of Un,A and Un,B , rather
than in terms of the parameters ofHd that generate these
matrices. Parametrizing the disordered unitary matrices
as

Un,α =

(
U

(1,1)
n,α U

(1,2)
n,α

U
(2,1)
n,α U

(2,2)
n,α

)
(α = A or B), (3.16)

we then write disordered unitary operators for each dimer
as

Un,α =
∑

j,m=1,2

|2n− 2 + j, α⟩ ⟨2n− 2 +m,α|U (j,m)
n,α ,

(3.17)
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where α = A or B. The disordered unitary is then a sum
over the dimers:

Ud =
∑
n

(Un,A + Un,B). (3.18)

Recall from Eq. (2.20) and the discussion there that in
the appropriate limit of the disordered evolutions at the
beginning and end of the drive being taken to zero, the
disordered drive may be written as U(t) = Uclean(t)Ud.
We do not yet specify the disorder distribution, but will
assume that Un,A and Un,B separately are independently
and identically distributed across the dimers labelled by
n.

We have thus defined a chirally-symmetric loop drive
U(t) with phase disorder within each dimer, generalizing
the on-site case considered in the previous section. We
now set up the transfer matrix in order to do numerical
calculations of the localization length. As the calculation
is lengthy, we defer details to the Appendix and summa-
rize the result as follows. The eigenstate equation for the
drive [Eq. (2.14)] may be written equivalently as a trans-
fer matrix equation involving two of the four amplitudes
in adjacent dimers, and a second equation that relates
the amplitudes within one dimer:(

Ψ2n+1,A

Ψ2n+2,B

)
= Mn,dimer

(
Ψ2n−1,A

Ψ2n,B

)
, (3.19a)(

Ψ2n−1,B

Ψ2n,A

)
= M′

n,dimer

(
Ψ2n−1,A

Ψ2n,B

)
. (3.19b)

The transfer matrix Mn,dimer is a function of Un,A,
Un+1,A, Un,B , Un+1,B , ϵ, and t (see Appendix B for the
explicit expression), and the Lyapunov exponent γ(t) is
given by Eq. (3.14) with Mn replaced by Mn,dimer. The
explicit form of the other matrix M′

n,dimer, is not needed.
We have thus brought the problem to a transfer ma-

trix form, which is convenient for numerics. As shown
in Fig. 2, we calculate the Lyapunov exponent numeri-
cally [using a definition closely related to Eq. (3.14)] at
several values of ∆t, with results consistent with our pre-
diction of the exponent ν = 2. It does not seem feasible,
though, to obtain an analytical answer using the result
from Ref. [33], because this result requires the disorder
to “separate” across the transfer matrices, whereas here
the disordered matrices Un,A and Un,B appear in both
Mn,dimer and Mn−1,dimer.

C. Longer-range disorder

As a further test of the universality of the exponent
ν = 2, we do a numerical test using a version of disorder
that extends beyond dimers. In particular, we consider
disorder that decays in exponentially in real space. Due
to this longer range, we cannot set up a transfer ma-
trix calculation. We therefore impose periodic boundary
conditions and use exact diagonalization to calculate the
localization length numerically (see below).

FIG. 2: The localization length in the SSH-type drive
with the dimer disorder described in the text. The
disordered matrices Un,A and Un,B were chosen

uniformly from U(2) using the Haar measure. The
localization length at quasienergy ϵ is calculated

according to
1/Lloc(t) = limN→∞(ln ||MN,dimer . . .M1,dimerv||/N),
where v = (0, 1) is a fixed starting vector. As expected,

1/
√

Lloc(t) is approximately linear in ∆t (connecting
lines are drawn between data points).

We again define a disordered drive by Eqs. (2.19)-
(2.20), this time using a disordered Hamiltonian Hd that
couples nearest neighbors. In particular, we take Hd to
be an independent copy of the static Anderson model
(nearest-neighbor hopping with disordered on-site ener-
gies) on each sublattice:

Hd =
∑
n,α

ϵnα |n, α⟩ ⟨n, α|

− V
∑
n,α

(|n+ 1, α⟩ ⟨n, α|+H.c.) . (3.20)

Since the two sublattices are decoupled, we have the re-
quired condition that Hd commutes with the chiral sym-
metry. Although Hd only couples nearest neighbors, Ud

generally connects many sites because it is obtained by
exponentiating Hd. (In fact, it can be shown that Ud

must be exponentially local in real space [36].)

From Eq. (2.19), we see that the dimensionless quan-
tities that appear in Ud are ϵnαT0 and V T0. We consider
uniform on-site disorder; in particular, we take ϵnαT0/2
to be uniformly distributed (independently on each site
and sublattice) in [−π, π]. We also set V T0/2 = 1. To re-
duce numerical noise, we average the localization length
over all quasienergies. Due to this averaging, we are test-
ing a weaker version of (2.15). The numerical results are
consistent with the exponent ν = 2 (Fig. 3).

The numerical calculation of the localization length is
done as follows. At a given value of t, we consider a
sequence of system sizes L. At each L, we use exact
diagonalization to find all eigenstates of U(t). The L-
dependent localization length Lloc(t, L) of each eigenstate
|Ψϵ(t)⟩ is defined as the root-mean-square variation in
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10−1 2× 10−1 3× 10−1 4× 10−1 6× 10−1

∆t = t− π

102

103

L
lo
c

Data

Prediction

FIG. 3: Test of the universal exponent in the SSH-type
drive with the longer-range disorder obtained from Eq.
(3.20). The prediction curve is a linear fit assuming
ν = 2 [i.e., 1/Lloc(t) = c(∆t)2 with fit parameter c].

position space:

Lloc(t, L) =

√
⟨Ψϵ(t)| (X̂ −X)2 |Ψϵ(t)⟩, (3.21)

where X̂ is the position operator:

X̂ =

L∑
n=1

∑
α=A,B

n |n, α⟩ ⟨n, α| , (3.22)

and where the mean value X is defined in the appropriate
way for periodic boundary conditions [37]:

X =
L

2π
Im
[
ln ⟨Ψϵ(t)| e2πiX̂/L |Ψϵ(t)⟩

]
. (3.23)

We are interested in the localization length in the ther-
modynamic limit, that is, Lloc(t) ≡ limL→∞ Lloc(t, L).
To calculate this, we fit the L-dependent data to
Lloc(t, L) = Lloc(t) − ae−bL with fit parameters Lloc(t),
a, and b. (For smaller values of L, we also average over
multiple disorder realizations.) This procedure is done
for each eigenstate, and the average of Lloc(t, ϵ) over all
eigenstates yields a data point in Fig. 3.

IV. SCATTERING ARGUMENT FOR THE
UNIVERSAL EXPONENT

In the thermodynamic limit, it can be expected that
the localization length should not depend on the choice of
boundary conditions. We find that scattering boundary
conditions (defined below) are convenient for making an
analytical argument for the universality of the exponent
ν = 2.

To set up the scattering problem, we write the time-
dependent Hamiltonians that generate the drives U(t)

and Uclean(t) as H(t) and Hclean(t), respectively. We as-
sume that the disorder in H(t) is strictly local in the
following sense: we have

H(t) = Hclean(t) +Hdisorder(t), (4.1)

where

Hdisorder(t) =
∑
n

Θn(t), (4.2)

and each operator Θn(t) is supported on sites within a
certain maximum distance of n. Furthermore, this max-
imum distance is constant in the thermodynamic limit
and independent of t.

We then define a disordered “sample,” consisting of
the sites n = 1, . . . , N , by setting Θn(t) = 0 for all
n < 1 and n > N + 1. The infinite regions to the
right and left of the sample are the “leads.” Sufficiently
far from the sample, the matrix elements of H(t) and
Hclean(t) are exactly equal. Although the matrix ele-
ments of the corresponding unitaries, U(t) and Uclean(t),
need not be exactly equal even at long distances from the
sample, they can be expected to be asympotically equal:
Unn′(t) → Uclean,nn′(t) far from the disordered region.
This permits a scattering treatment for the eigenstate
wavefunctions of U(t).

Let us fix t and consider the scattering problem for
U(t). Incoming and outgoing waves in the leads are de-
scribed by scattering amplitudes (complex numbers), and
these amplitudes are related by the S matrix of the sam-
ple (a unitary matrix denoted S1...N ). If we assume that
there is only one scattering channel, then the S matrix
is 2-by-2, and there are four scattering amplitudes that
may be labelled as Ψ±

α (α = L,R), where + (−) refers to
right-moving (left-moving) waves and L and R refer to
the left and right leads. The scattering amplitudes are
related by (

Ψ+
R

Ψ−
L

)
= S1...N

(
Ψ+

L

Ψ−
R

)
. (4.3)

Below, we argue that the single-channel case suffices to
cover a wide class of drives, and we also provide a more
explicit definition of the four scattering amplitudes.

The S matrix may be parametrized by transmission
and reflection amplitudes:

S1...N =

(
t1...N r′1...N
r1...N t′1...N

)
. (4.4)

In the scattering setup, localization manifests as the
exponential decay of the typical transmission coefficient

T1...N ≡ |t1...N | = |t′1...N |2 as N increases: T
(typical)
1...N ∼

e−2N/Lloc . From the theory of disordered systems in one
dimension, the distribution of T1...N over disorder real-
izations becomes log-normal for large N , and hence it is
the average of the logarithm of the transmission coeffi-
cient that determines the typical value. In particular, we
have

2

Lloc
= lim

N→∞
1

N
⟨− lnT1...N ⟩1...N . (4.5)
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Unless T1...N = 0 (which we assume can only occur on
a set of measure zero among disorder realizations), the
basic relation (4.3) can also be written in terms of the
scattering transfer matrix T1...N as(

Ψ+
R

Ψ−
R

)
= T1...N

(
Ψ+

L

Ψ−
L

)
. (4.6)

The unitarity of the S matrix is equivalent to the follow-
ing pseudo-unitarity condition:

T †
1...NσzT1...N = σz. (4.7)

For later use, let us recall here the general parametriza-
tion of a scattering transfer matrix:

T1...N =

(
1/t∗1...N r′1...N/t′1...N

−r1...N/t′1...N 1/t′1...N

)
. (4.8)

The basic tool in our arguments below is the following
formula from Refs. [38]-[39], which (as discussed there)
is a corollary to the result from Schrader et al. [33] that
we referenced above. The formula applies to the case
of scattering that “factorizes” into a product of individ-
ual scattering events that are disordered independently
and identically. In particular: suppose that the scatter-
ing transfer matrix of the sample can be written in the
product form

T1...N = TNs
. . . T1, (4.9)

where each Tj is a 2-by-2 scattering transfer matrix [i.e.,
it satisfies Eq. (4.7)] and where Ns is the number of scat-
tering events. (In the simplest case, Ns = N , but we later
consider the more general case of Ns ≤ N .) Suppose
further that the entries of Tj (j = 1, . . . , Ns) are inde-
pendently and identically distributed (i.i.d.); note that
this amounts to assuming that the disorder in U(t) is
uncorrelated in space and sufficiently short-ranged. Let
Tj be parametrized as in Eq. (4.8) (in particular with
reflection amplitudes rj and r′j and reflection coefficient

Rj = |rj |2 = |r′j |2). Then we have [40]

2

Lloc
= ⟨Rj⟩j−2Re

[
⟨rj⟩j⟨r′j⟩j

1 + ⟨rjr′j/Rj⟩j

]
+O(|rj |3), (4.10)

where the subscript j indicates the disorder average over
any j = 1, . . . , Ns. (We emphasize that generally, the
index j may include more than one of the original lattice
sites n.)

The key point is that both terms on the right-hand
side are of second order in |rj | = |r′j |. Thus, provided
we can bring the scattering problem to the above form,
it suffices to obtain |rj | ∼ ∆t, for then Eq. (4.10) yields
the exponent ν = 2 in Eq. (2.15).

We separate the argument into two main parts. First,
we consider a particular model: the SSH-type drive with
on-site disorder (the same model from Sec. III, now with
scattering boundary conditions). This model serves as a

soluble starting point for later generalization. We obtain
the required factorization into scattering transfer matri-
ces, and we thus recover the analytical expression (3.15)
for the inverse localization length that we obtained above
using a position-space approach. In this simple problem,
the number of scatterers is the same as the number of
sites in the disordered sample: Ns = N .
Second, we argue that the exponent ν = 2 can be ob-

tained in a wider class of drives. Here we make the fol-
lowing modification (described in more detail below) to
the scattering setup: we take the sample to consist of
an alternating sequence of disordered regions and clean
regions, with the disordered sites being a fixed fraction f
of the total number of sites in the sample. Note that set-
ting f = 1 would recover the scattering problem as stated
above. In this setting, we obtain the exponent ν = 2 for
any value 0 < f < 1 by taking the scatterers in (4.9)
to be the disordered regions within the sample (hence
Ns < N in this case). Eq. (4.10) becomes more difficult
to evaluate explicitly, so we do not obtain any formula
for the non-universal prefactor of the inverse localization
length [i.e., the constant of proportionality in Eq. (4.10)];
however, we still obtain |rj | ∼ ∆t and hence ν = 2. We
also state the assumption that would be needed in order
to obtain ν = 2 in the limit f → 1.

A. Scattering calculation for the SSH-type drive
with on-site disorder

We consider the clean drive, as defined in Sec. III, on
an infinite lattice. It is straightforward to modify the
phase disorder and bond disorder constructions of Sec.
IIIA to the scattering setup, as we now show.
For phase disorder, we set the phases ϕn,A = ϕn+1,B =

0 except for n in the sample (n = 1, . . . , N). Note that
the B phase is offset by one unit; this is done to simplify
the transfer matrices at the sample edges, and there is
no effect on the large N behavior. For bond disorder, we
set vn = 0 except for n = 1, . . . , N . Both cases can be
treated at once by using the transfer matrix defined by
Eqs. (3.12)-(3.13).
We fix a time t within the drive, near but not equal

to Tdrive/2, and we consider an eigenstate |Ψϵ(t)⟩ of U(t)
with quasienergy ϵ ̸= 0 [Eq. (2.14)]. The clean spectrum
becomes gapless as ∆t → 0; for sufficiently small ∆t, the
spectrum is doubly degenerate, with two momenta (k
and −k) corresponding to ϵ [see Fig. 1]. The eigenstates
of Uclean(t) are Bloch waves defined by [recalling Eqs.
(3.4)-(3.5)]

Ψn = u(±k)e±ikn, (4.11)

where the Bloch functions u(±k) are two-
component “spinors” in the sublattice basis:
u(±k) = (uA(±k), uB(±k)). There are two bands;
for definiteness, we take ϵ > 0 so that we are considering
the upper band. (Explicit expressions are given in
Appendix A 2.)
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A scattering eigenstate can be written as a linear com- bination of Bloch waves in the leads. The coefficients are
the scattering amplitudes Ψ±

α from Eq. (4.3). Thus,

Ψn =

{
Ψ+

Lu(k)e
ik(n−1) +Ψ−

Lu(−k)e−ik(n−1) n ≤ 1,

Ψ+
Ru(k)e

ik(n−1−N) +Ψ−
Ru(−k)e−ik(n−1−N) n ≥ N + 1.

(4.12)

Our phase convention here (i.e., the factors of e±ik and
e±ikN ) is chosen for convenience.
To obtain the factorization (4.9), we define a matrix Λ

for converting from the basis of scattering amplitudes to
the basis of position states:

Λ =

(
uA(k) uA(−k)
uB(k) uB(−k)

)
. (4.13)

We then have

Ψ1 = Λ

(
Ψ+

L

Ψ−
L

)
, (4.14a)

ΨN+1 = Λ

(
Ψ+

R

Ψ−
R

)
, (4.14b)

and hence, by Eq. (3.12), we obtain the scattering trans-
fer matrix (4.6):

T1...N = Λ−1MN . . .M1Λ. (4.15)

We thus obtain the factorized form (4.9) with Ns = N
and

Tn = Λ−1MnΛ, (4.16)

where we have identified the scatterer index j with the
site index n (because Ns = N). It is readily checked that
Tn satisfies the pseudo-unitary condition (4.7).
In order to apply Eq. (4.10), we parametrize Tn by

rn, r
′
n, etc., as in Eq. (4.8). It is then straightforward to

calculate rn and r′n and to then use Eq. (4.10) to again
obtain the leading order expression (3.15) (see Appendix
A 3b for details).

There is a simpler way to recover Eq. (3.15): we note
that Mn itself satisfies the pseudo-unitarity condition
(i.e., we have M†

nσ
zMn = σz). We can thus consider an

auxiliary problem which is defined by taking the scatter-
ing transfer matrix for the sample to be

T̃1...N = T̃N . . . T̃1, (4.17)

where T̃n = Mn. The localization length must be
the same as the original problem because the scattering
transfer matrices for the sample only differ by bound-

ary terms: T1...N = Λ−1T̃1...NΛ. We parametrize T̃n
by r̃n, r̃

′
n, etc., as in Eq. (4.8). From Eq. (3.13),

we read off r̃n = −iei(ϵt+ϕn,A sin(vn∆t) and r̃′n =
iei(ϵt+ϕn+1,B) sin(vn∆t); then applying Eq. (4.10) and
expanding in ∆t indeed recovers Eq. (3.15).

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5
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FIG. 4: The localization length Lloc(t) at quasienergy
ϵ = 0.57 in the SSH-type drive with full phase disorder.
The numerical results match the analytical expression
(4.18). For each value of ∆t, a single realization of
disorder was used, and Lloc(t) was calculated by

obtaining the slope s of a linear fit for − ln T̃1...N vs N
[in the auxiliary problem defined by Eq. (4.17)], and

using the relation s = 2
Lloc(t)

.

As an aside, we consider the special case of full phase
disorder, i.e., each ϕn,A and ϕn,B independently and
identically distributed in [−π, π] (and all vn = 1). We can
then calculate the localization length for arbitrary t via
the uniform phase formula [41]: 2/Lloc(t) = ⟨− ln T̃n⟩n,
where T̃n is the transmission coefficient of the auxiliary
problem (see Appendix A3 c for details). The result is

1/Lloc(t) = | ln cos∆t|, (4.18)

which agrees with numerics (Fig. 4). An equivalent for-
mula to (4.18) has been obtained in related calculations
for discrete-time quantum walks [17, 18].

B. Generalization to other drives

The calculation of the previous section has some fea-
tures that are not representative of the generic case.
First, the disordered unitary U(t) there only couples
nearest neighbors, while for a generic drive, U(t) can
extend further (generally it decays exponentially). Sec-
ond, the clean unitary Uclean(t) of the SSH-type drive
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is non-generic both in its band structure and its lack of
eigenstates with complex momenta (see below).

We argue that the universal exponent ν = 2 is still ob-
tained even if both of these features are relaxed. Without
claiming to establish this result rigorously, we present a
sequence of generalizations beyond the soluble model of
the previous section, indicating the assumptions needed
at each step. Mainly, we need to modify the original scat-
tering problem by making the disordered sample have
some arbitrarily small fraction of clean regions, and we
need to make assumptions about the band structure of
Uclean(t).

a. Beyond nearest neighbors. Let us first consider
the generalization to disorder that connects sites beyond
nearest neighbors. Here, we continue to take Uclean(t) to
be the SSH-type drive as defined above. We assume for
now that the disordered drive U(t) is strictly local; that

is, there some range ξstrict for which

Unn′(t) = 0 (|n− n′| > ξstrict), (4.19)

where we suppress sublattice indices and other quantum
numbers. (We later make a heuristic generalization to
the case of exponential locality.) Also, we assume that
the constant ξstrict is independent of t. The dimer disor-
der from Sec. III B provides an example of a drive with
ξstrict = 2.
Due to the strict locality condition (4.19), the dis-

ordered unitary agrees exactly with the clean unitary
throughout the leads, except for regions of size ξstrict
at the edges of the sample. A scattering eigenstate can
therefore be written in the leads as a linear combina-
tion of Bloch waves, provided that the edge regions are
avoided. In anticipation of later generalizations, let us
define k± = ±k and ℓmax = ξstrict. Then, a scattering
eigenstate of U(t) may be written in the leads as

Ψn =

{
Ψ+

Lu(k+)e
ik+(n−1) +Ψ−

Lu(k−)e
ik−(n−1) n < 1− ℓmax,

Ψ+
Ru(k+)e

ik+(n−N) +Ψ−
Ru(k−)e

ik−(n−N) n > N + ℓmax.
(4.20)

The S matrix and scattering transfer matrix of the
sample are single-channel (i.e., 2-by-2). We would like to
use the analytical result (4.10), but we face the difficulty
that, due to the higher range of U(t) in the disordered re-
gion, the scattering transfer matrix cannot be written in
the factorized form (4.9) with i.i.d., single-channel scat-
tering transfer matrices Tn. (Note that a factorized form
with single-channel matrices may exist, but the disorder
will not be i.i.d. The dimer disorder model of Sec. III B
illustrates this; though we worked in position space there,
the scattering formulation would be similar.)

To overcome this difficulty, we modify the scattering
problem in the following way. Before going into detail, let
us state that the basic idea is to introduce clean regions,
so that the sample is replaced by an alternating sequence
of disordered and clean regions (Fig. 5b).

Each disordered region is effectively a new sample, and
in particular has a 2-by-2 scattering transfer matrix. We
thus obtain the factorized form (4.9). Our main task in
the calculation below will be to show that we obtain the
exponent ν = 2 no matter how small a fraction of the
overall sample is made up of clean regions.

We proceed to describe the setup in more detail. Con-
sider a sample of N lattice sites divided into blocks of
size wblock. The total number of blocks, which we write
as Ns, is then given by

Ns = N/wblock. (4.21)

A parameter f ∈ (0, 1) denotes the fraction of disordered
sites within each block: the first fwblock sites of each
block are disordered (we refer to this group of sites as

(a)

(b)

FIG. 5: Schematic of our scattering setup. Dots
represent clean sites and crosses represent disordered
sites. The red line indicates the magnitude of the

matrix elements of the disordered unitary U(t) when at
least one index is a disordered site. (a) The original
scattering problem, in which the disordered sites

n = 1, . . . , N form a disordered sample within clean
leads. Here, N = 10. (b) A modified problem, in which
we insert clean regions into the sample. There are then
Ns disordered regions, each of which is a scatterer of
the form of the original problem. Here, wblock = 5,

f = 2/5, and Ns = 2.

a “disordered region”) and the remaining (1 − f)wblock

sites are clean. Setting f = 1 corresponds to a sample
with no clean regions.

We proceed to define the localization length, given any
fixed fraction f ∈ (0, 1) and any block size wblock. At any
t ̸= Tdrive/2, localization occurs and has the following ef-
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fect: if we increaseNs [withN determined by Eq. (4.21)],
the typical transmission coefficient of the auxiliary prob-
lem decays exponentially in Ns. We may write this decay
as Ttyp ∼ e−2Nswblock/Lloc(f,t), where the factor of wblock

is included so that Lloc(f, t) is measured in units of the
original lattice spacing. [As usual, we are considering the
localization length at some quasienergy. The localization
length also depends on wblock, but below we will take
wblock to be determined by f .]
We now show that at any fixed fraction f ∈ (0, 1), the

exponent ν = 2 is obtained for Lloc(f, t). Given f , we
first fix a value for wblock that is large enough to prevent
any neighboring disordered regions from overlapping. In
particular, we require

(1− f)wblock > 2ℓmax. (4.22)

We can then write the scattering wavefunction as a
linear combination of Bloch waves in all of the clean re-
gions. We follow the same phase convention as in Eq.
(4.20). To do this, it is convenient to write the leftmost
and rightmost site in the jth disordered region as

nL,j = wblock(j − 1) + 1, (4.23a)

nR,j = nL,j + fwblock − 1. (4.23b)

Then we may write, for any j = 1, . . . , Ns,

Ψn =

{
Ψ+

L,ju(k+)e
ik+(n−nL,j) +Ψ−

L,ju(k−)e
ik−(n−nL,j) nR,j−1 + ℓmax < n < nL,j − ℓmax,

Ψ+
R,ju(k+)e

ik+(n−nR,j) +Ψ−
R,ju(k−)e

ik−(n−nR,j) nR,j + ℓmax < n < nL,j+1 − ℓmax,
(4.24)

where nR,0 ≡ −∞ and nL,Ns+1 ≡ ∞. Comparing to Eq. (4.20), we read off Ψ±
L = Ψ±

L,1 and Ψ±
R = Ψ±

R,Ns
. Also,

comparing j to j + 1 in Eq. (4.24), we read off(
Ψ+

L,j+1

Ψ−
L,j+1

)
=

(
eik+[(1−f)wblock+1] 0

0 eik−[(1−f)wblock+1]

)(
Ψ+

R,j

Ψ−
R,j

)
, (4.25)

where we have noted that nL,j+1−nR,j = (1−f)wblock+
1.

The scattering transfer matrix that relates Ψ±
L,j to

Ψ±
R,j is just the scattering transfer matrix of the original

problem with a different number of sites (fwblock sites

instead of N). Let us write this matrix as T̂j , bearing in
mind that the subscript j stands for dependence on all of
the disorder variables that appear in the jth disordered
region. We then have(

Ψ+
R,j

Ψ−
R,j

)
= T̂j

(
Ψ+

L,j

Ψ−
L,j

)
. (4.26)

Collecting the last several equations, we obtain the de-

sired factorization (4.9) with

Tj = T̂j
(
eik+[(1−f)wblock+1] 0

0 eik−[(1−f)wblock+1]

)
,

(4.27)
in which the matrix multiplying on the right only intro-
duces unimportant phase factors. By construction, the
disorder dependence in the matrices T1, . . . , TNs

is i.i.d.
because the disordered regions have no overlap. Thus,
Eq. (4.10) applies. In particular, in units of the original
lattice spacing we have

2/Lloc(f, t) =
1

wblock

(
⟨Rj⟩j − 2Re

[
⟨rj⟩j⟨r′j⟩j

1 + ⟨rjr′j/Rj⟩j

])
+O(|rj |3). (4.28)

To complete the calculation, we show next that the re-
flection amplitude of an individual block satisfies |rj | ∼
∆t. The essential point is to show |r̂j | ∼ ∆t, where r̂j is

the reflection amplitude associated with T̂j ; once this is
shown, we can easily account for the time dependence in-

troduced by the phase factors that appear in Eq. (4.27).
Indeed, from Eq. (4.27) and the general parametrization
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(4.8), we read off

rj = r̂je
i(k+−k−)[(1−f)wblock+1], (4.29a)

r′j = r̂′j . (4.29b)

From (4.22), we see that it suffices to take wblock to be,
e.g., 3ℓmax/(1−f); in particular, (1−f)wblock is then just
a number (independent of t). The momenta k± depend

on t in a regular way, i.e., k± = k
(0)
± + O(∆t). Thus, we

conclude that it is enough to show |r̂j | ∼ ∆t.
To show |r̂j | ∼ ∆t, we start by considering two differ-

ent limits of the original problem scattering problem: (1)
If we fix ∆t > 0 and send the sample size N to infinity,
then the magnitude of the sample reflection amplitude
goes to unity due to localization (|r1...N | → 1). This is
the regime we are interested in. However, for the purpose
of treating each disordered region as a version of the orig-
inal problem, it is useful to consider a different limit, as
we now explain. (2) If we fix the system size N and ex-
pand in ∆t, then generically we obtain r1...N ∼ ∆t. We
can see this by noting that the reflection amplitude must
vanish at ∆t = 0 (since the midpoint has perfect trans-
mission), and that the first correction will generically be
linear in ∆t due to expanding the propagator.

In the present case, we just need to apply (2) to each
disordered region. The size of each disordered region
(fwblock) is determined entirely by f and ℓmax; in par-
ticular, it is independent of t. Thus, we generically
have |r̂n| ∼ ∆t. From Eqs . (4.10), we thus obtain
1/Lloc(f, t) ∼ (∆t)2, i.e., ν = 2 holds for any f ∈ (0, 1).
Throughout the above argument, we have assumed

U(t) to be strictly local [Eq. (4.19)]. However, a generic
drive is only exponentially local, i.e., for sufficiently large
|n− n′| we have

|Unn′(t)| ≤ C(t)e−|n−n′|/ξ(t), (4.30)

for some constants C(t) and ξ(t) that are independent
of n, n′. We assume that we can replace C(t) → C
and ξ(t) → ξ for some t-independent constants C and
ξ. Then, we repeat the above arguments with ℓmax fixed
to any particular value satisfying ℓmax ≫ ξ. Although
the disordered unitary then differs slightly from the clean
unitary even in the clean regions, the difference can be
made arbitrarily small.

Finally, let us conclude by considering the limit f → 1,
which corresponds to a scattering problem with a single
disordered region. Our argument above yields the small

∆t expansion 1/Lloc(f, t) = A(f)
wblock

(∆t)2 for some un-

known function A(f). Noting from (4.22) that wblock →
∞ as f → 1, we see that ν = 2 can be obtained in the
limit f → 1 given the assumption that A(f) ∼ wblock.
b. Generalization of the clean drive. We next gener-

alize Uclean(t) beyond the particular case of the SSH-type
drive. Here we note that the precise forms of the Bloch
function u(k) and of the two momenta k± were not im-
portant in our calculation above; the essential point was
that the S matrix for the sample was single-channel. We

can therefore generalize our calculation to include any
quasienergy at which Uclean(t) has two-fold degeneracy
for all t in some neighborhood of Tdrive/2.
Let us consider the case that Uclean(t) has two bands,

which we write as ϵ±(t, k). In momentum space, the
block-diagonal form (2.11) becomes

Uclean(Tdrive/2, k) =

(
UAA(k) 0

0 UBB(k)

)
, (4.31)

where, by assumption, UAA(k) and UBB(k) have wind-
ing numbers 1 and −1, respectively. The correspond-
ing quasienergy spectra ϵA(k) and ϵB(k) must go from
ϵ = −2π/Tdrive to 2π/Tdrive, but need not do so mono-
tonically. Example spectra are sketched in Fig. 6.

FIG. 6: Illustration of the band structure of a more
general 2-band drive Uclean(t). A particular quasienergy
ϵ is fixed, while ∆t is varied. Left: The midpoint of the
drive (∆t = 0). The solid line is ϵA(k) and the dashed
line is ϵB(k); they reflect the winding numbers (1 and

−1) of UAA(k) and UBB(k). Though some quasienergies
have higher degeneracy, there is a range of quasienergies
that have two-fold degeneracy, with one right-mover
(k+) and one left-mover (k−). Right: Small, non-zero
∆t. The values of k+ and k− depend on ∆t, but there
remains a similar range of quasienergies with two-fold

degeneracy.

For t close to but not equal to Tdrive/2, gaps open at
all band crossings. We define ϵ+(k) and ϵ−(k) to be the
upper and lower bands, respectively, and we focus for
now on the midpoint of the drive, at which the bands
ϵ±(k) are defined by taking the limit as t → Tdrive/2 .
[Note that the bands ϵ±(k) at the midpoint are not the
same as ϵA(k) and ϵB(k).] As is clear from Fig. 6, there
is generically some range of quasienergies ϵ that have a
two-fold degeneracy with the two associated momenta
moving in opposite directions. It is for ϵ in this range
that our argument straightforwardly applies.

Let us explain this more detail. For ϵ in some range, we
have ϵ = ϵ+(k−) = ϵ+(k+), vg(k+) > 0, and vg(k−) < 0,
where vg(k) = ∂ϵ+(k)/∂k is the group velocity. [Here
we assume for definiteness that ϵ lies in the upper band.]
Although we have considered ϵ±(k) at the midpoint (t =
Tdrive/2), allowing t to vary slightly from the midpoint
does not change the qualitative features; there remains a
similar range of quasienergies with the desired two-fold
degeneracy. For quasienegies in this range, and for t suffi-
ciently close to the midpoint, the eigenstates of Uclean(t)
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are linear combinations of two (time-dependent) Bloch
waves. We have thus brought our localization problem,
for a more general class of topologically non-trivial drives,
into the framework of single-channel scattering, at least
for some range of quasienergies.

We now present the scattering argument for the expo-
nent ν = 2 in this more general setting. A complication
arises, both in the basic setup of the scattering problem
and in our argument about inserting clean regions: al-
though by assumption Uclean(t) has two bands, it may
have eigenstates with complex momenta when confined
either to a half-line or to a finite region. These eigenstates
grow or decay exponentially in position space; schemat-
ically, ⟨n|Ψϵ(t)⟩ ∼ e±n/rϵ(t) for some decay length rϵ(t).
[We emphasize that this length scale is distinct from the
operator decay length ξ(t) that appears in Eq. (4.30).
Even a strictly local Uclean(t) can have exponentially de-
caying eigenstates, although the SSH-type drive of Sec.
III does not.] When we introduce disorder into the sites
n = 1, . . . , N , the edge sites (n = 1 and N) can then
be regarded as endpoints of half-lines that extend into
the leads. This implies that the eigenstate wavefunction
in the leads is generally not a linear combination solely
of Bloch waves [even at distances greater than ξ(t) away
from the sample]; there can also be contributions from
modes that decay as n → ±∞. The solution is simple:
as usual in scattering theory, the expansion in terms of
Bloch waves [Eq. (4.20)] holds for n → ±∞.

Similarly, we must note that the exponentially growing
and decaying eigenstates of Uclean(t) can appear in each
inserted clean region [even at distances greater than ξ(t)
from the nearest disordered region]. To deal with this,
we assume that the decay lengths of the eigenstates of
Uclean(t) can be uniformly bounded, in the sense that
there is a fixed distance rϵ, independent of t, for which
rϵ(t) < rϵ for all t (in some neighborhood of Tdrive/2).
We choose the constant ℓmax to be much greater than rϵ,
i.e., ℓmax satisfies

ℓmax ≫ max{ξ, rϵ}. (4.32)

Then, the expansions in terms of Bloch waves – both
the basic setup [Eq. (4.20)] and the more general ex-
pansions within each clean region [Eq. (4.24)] hold as
written (up to error that can be decreased arbitrarily by
increasing ℓmax). From this point onward, our argument
for the exponent ν = 2 proceeds exactly as in the case
that Uclean(t) was taken to be the SSH-type drive.

Thus, we have obtained the exponent ν = 2 provided
that we consider a quasienergy ϵ at which the clean drive
(evaluated at the midpoint) has two-fold degeneracy. In
the generic two-band case, there is a range of ϵ for which
this condition holds.

V. CONCLUSION

We considered the class AIII of Floquet drives in one
spatial dimension, and we argued that drives in this
class that the topological invariant equal to one exhibit a
localization-delocalization transition with a universal ex-
ponent. We argued that the localization length diverges
at a particular time (the midpoint of the loop part of the
drive), throughout the quasienergy spectrum. We ob-
tained the exponent ν = 2 explicitly in a simple model,
checked it numerically in more complicated models, and
provided an analytical argument for a still larger class of
models (based on some plausible assumptions). Based on
numerical evidence, we believe that some assumptions of
the analytical argument are not essential.
A natural follow-up to this work would be to consider

the effect of interactions. The SSH-type drive we have
considered readily extends to an interacting spin model;
note also that the interacting generalization of the flow
index is known from Ref. [30]. The interacting general-
ization of our work may provide an interesting example
of a localization-delocalization transition in a Floquet-
many-body-localized setting.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Victor Gurarie, Curt von Keyserlingk, and
Shivaji Sondhi for useful discussions on related topics.
This work used computational and storage services as-
sociated with the Hoffman2 Shared Cluster provided by
UCLA Institute for Digital Research and Education’s Re-
search Technology Group. A.B.C., P.S., and R.R. ac-
knowledge financial support from the University of Cal-
ifornia Laboratory Fees Research Program funded by
the UC Office of the President (UCOP), grant number
LFR-20-653926. A.B.C acknowledges financial support
from the Joseph P. Rudnick Prize Postdoctoral Fellow-
ship (UCLA). P.S. acknowledges financial support from
the Center for Quantum Science and Engineering Fel-
lowship (UCLA) and the Bhaumik Graduate Fellowship
(UCLA).



18

Appendix A: Further details for the SSH-type drive with on-site disorder

1. Mapping to discrete-time quantum walk

In the main text, we showed that the eigenstate problem [Eq. (2.14)] becomes Eqs. (3.11a)-(3.11b) in position
space. Here, we show that these equations are equivalent to a special case of the generalized discrete-time quantum
walk studied in Ref. [17]. We start by reviewing the setup for the discrete-time quantum walk [17].

The discrete-time quantum walk occurs on an infinite chain with a two-component “spin” degree of freedom (↑, ↓)
at each site; a general state is written as |Ψ⟩ =

∑
n(Ψn,↑ |n, ↑⟩ + Ψn,↓ |n, ↓⟩. A single time step is implemented by

a unitary operator Û = ŜÛcoin, where the “shift” Ŝ moves up (down) spins one unit to the right (left) and where

Ûcoin acts on the spin degree of freedom at each site n as a unitary 2-by-2 matrix Ucoin,n. The matrix Ucoin,n is
parameterized by φn, φ1,n, φ2,n, and θn (in the same way as in Eq. (1) of Ref. [17]).

The eigenstate equation for the discrete-time quantum walk problem is Û |Ψ⟩ = e−iω |Ψ⟩. In position space, the
eigentate equations become Eqs. (H1a)-(H2b) of Ref. [39]. Our Eqs. (3.11a)-(3.11b) are in fact special cases of
(H1a)-(H2b) [with n relabelled as n− 1 in (H1a) and as n+ 1 in (H2b)] with the following choice of parameters:

φn =
1

2
(ϕn,A + ϕn+1,B), (A1a)

φ1,n =
1

2
(ϕn,A − ϕn+1,B), (A1b)

φ2,n = −1

2
(ϕn,A − ϕn+1,B) + π/2, (A1c)

θn = vn∆t, (A1d)

and with the following correspondence of the basic variables:

Ψn,↑ ↔ Ψn,A, Ψn−1,↓ ↔ Ψn,B , ω ↔ ϵt. (A2)

Using this mapping, we can reproduce some of the results below by translating results from the discrete-time
quantum walk case. However, for completeness we present the calculations directly in the case of the SSH-type drive.

2. Solution of the clean model

By Bloch’s theorem, a wavefunction that solves the eigenstate equation (2.14) with some quasienergy ϵ(k) can be
written as

Ψn = u(k)eikn, (A3)

where the Bloch function u(k) is a two-component “spinor” in the sublattice index:

u(k) ≡
(
uA(k)
uB(k)

)
. (A4)

We proceed to solve for the quasienergies and Bloch functions. From now on we assume that are in the middle section
of the drive (Tdrive/ < t < 3π/2). We remove the disorder from Eqs. (3.8a)-(3.8b) (by setting all ϕn,A = ϕn,B = 0) to
obtain

cos (∆t) Ψn−1,A + i sin(∆t) Ψn,B = e−iϵtΨn,A, (A5a)

i sin(∆t) Ψn,A + cos(∆t) Ψn+1,B = e−iϵtΨn,B . (A5b)

Substituting in the plane wave form given above, we obtain(
e−ik cos(∆t) i sin(∆t)
i sin(∆t) eik cos(∆t)

)
u(k) = e−iϵ(k)tu(k), (A6)

which we then solve to find the two bands of the model (denoted + and −). The quasienergies of the two bands are
are defined (modulo 2π/t) by

e−iϵ±(k)t = cos(∆t) cos k ∓ i
√

1− cos2 ∆t cos2 k, (A7)
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and the unit-normalized Bloch spinors are

u±(k) =
sgn k

N±(k)

(
sin(∆t)

cos(∆t) sin k ∓
√
1− cos2 ∆t cos2 k

)
, (A8)

where the prefactor of sgn k is chosen for convenience and where N±(k) is a normalization factor:

N±(k) =

√
2
(
1− cos2 ∆t cos2 k ∓ cos(∆t) sin k

√
1− cos2 ∆t cos2 k

)
. (A9)

The first Brilluoin zone is |k| < π and ϵ±(k) is fixed by requiring |ϵ±(k)t| < π. The resulting two bands are shown in
Fig 1.

3. Calculation of the localization length

a. Position space calculation

Here we obtain Eq. (3.15) using a result from Schrader et al. [33]. For a summary of their setup in a notation
similar to that used in this paper, and also for a calculation that includes that below as a special case (using the
mapping from Appendix A1), see Appendix B of Ref. [39].

As we point out in the main text, the (position-space) transfer matrix Mn satisfies M†
nσ

zMn = σz. Ref. [33]
instead considers matrices satisfying the same condition with σz replaced by σy; however, as they point out, the two
types of matrix are isomorphic. We therefore start by defining a matrix Kn that is isomorphic to Mn: in particular,
Kn = CMnC

−1, where the unitary matrix C is given by [33]

C ≡ 1√
2

(
i i
1 −1

)
. (A10)

Then Kn satisfies the σy condition.
Eq. (3.14) can be written in terms of the Kn matrices as

γ(t) = lim
N→∞

1

N
⟨ln ||KN . . .K1||⟩1...N , (A11)

Note that in passing from Eq. (3.14) to Eq. (A11), we dropped boundary terms that make no contribution in the
limit N → ∞.

Ref. [33] calculates (A11) to leading order in a small parameter λ which is given in our case by λ = ∆t. In order
to use the result from Ref. [33], we must verify that Kn (there denoted Tλ,σ) satisfies the necessary properties. First,
we check that the matrices Kn commute with each other at ∆t = 0. At the point ∆t = 0, we have

Mn =

(
ei(πϵ+ϕn,A) 0

0 e−i(πϵ+ϕn+1,B)

)
, (A12)

which implies in particular that [Mn,Mn′ ]|∆t=0 = 0; then the same is true for the Kn matrices, by linearity. Second,
we must check the trace condition |TrKn|∆t=0| < 2, which in our case reduces to

|ei(πϵ+ϕn,A) + e−i(πϵ+ϕn+1,B | < 2. (A13)

At worst, the left-hand side can equal 2, but only in a “fine-tuned” case; generically, the inequality is satisfied.
We then define

ηn = πϵ+
1

2
(ϕn,A + ϕn+1,B), (A14a)

ξn =
1

2
(ϕn,A + ϕn+1,B), (A14b)

Pn =

(
vn sin(ϕn,A + πϵ) vn cos(ϕn,A + πϵ)− ϵ

vn cos(ϕn,A + πϵ) + ϵ −vn sin(ϕn,A + πϵ)

)
. (A14c)
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Note that Pn is real and traceless. We then have, by a straightforward calculation, a parametrization of the form of
Eq. (8) from Ref. [33]:

Kn = eiξnRηn
(I+∆tPn) +O((∆t)2), (A15)

where Rηn
is the 2-by-2 matrix that rotates by the angle ηn. [Eq. (8) in Ref. [33] also includes a matrix M ∈ SL(2,R),

which is in our case the identity matrix, and another matrix Qn that is not needed for our purposes.] The constant
βn defined (in a slightly different notation) by Eq. (9) from Ref. [33] is then found to be

βn = −ivne
i(πϵ+ϕn,A). (A16)

Finally, substituting Eqs. (A14a) and (A16) into Eq. (22) of Ref. [33] yields Eq. (3.15) from the main text.

b. Scattering calculation

In Sec. IVA, we obtained the inverse localization length at leading order in ∆t [Eq. (3.15)] by applying the
scattering formula (4.10) to the auxiliary problem defined by Eq. (4.17). This required us to show that the auxiliary
problem has the same localization length as the original problem. In this section, we apply Eq. (4.10) directly to the
original problem, yielding the same result (3.15).

Without loss of generality, we fix ϵ > 0 and consider ∆t > 0. The scattering momentum k > 0 and the Bloch
function u(k) vary with t. Expanding in ∆t, we readily obtain

k = πϵ+O((∆t)2), (A17a)

u(k) =

(
1

− 1
2 (csc k)∆t

)
+O((∆t)2) (A17b)

u(−k) =

(
− 1

2 (csc k)∆t
1

)
+O((∆t)2). (A17c)

Then, from Eqs. (3.13), (4.13), and (4.16), we calculate the scattering transfer matrix Tn as an expansion in ∆t.
We only need the reflection amplitudes at linear order in ∆t, and they can be obtained straightforwardly using the
general parametrization (4.8):

rn =
1

2

(
csc k − ei(2k+ϕn,A+ϕn+1,B) csc k + 2ivne

i(k+ϕn,A)
)
∆t+O((∆t))2, (A18a)

r′n =
1

2

(
csc k − ei(2k+ϕn,A+ϕn+1,B) csc k + 2ivne

i(k+ϕn+1,B)
)
∆t+O((∆t))2. (A18b)

Substitution into Eq. (4.10) yields Eq. (3.15) from the main text once again.

c. Full phase disorder

In order to obtain Eq. (4.18), we start by recalling a result from Ref. [41]. Consider a general scattering problem in
which we have the factorization (4.9) with Ns = N (hence we will write Tj ≡ Tn). Let Tn be parametrized by rn, r

′
n,

tn, and t′n, as in Eq. (4.8). If, at sufficiently large system size N , we have the following phase uniformity condition:

Arg[r′1...NrN+1] is distributed uniformly in [−π, π], independently of |rN+1|, (A19)

then Ref. [41] shows

2

Lloc
= ⟨− lnTn⟩n, (A20)

where Tn = |tn|2 = |t′n|2 is the transmission coefficient and where the disorder average is taken over any site n =
1, . . . , N . Since Arg[r′1...NrN+1] = Arg[r′1...N ] + Arg[rN+1], one simple case in which the condition (A19) holds is the
following: Arg[rn] is distributed uniformly in [−π, π], independently of |rn|.
We now apply this result to the SSH-type drive with on-site phase disorder. (We do not consider bond disorder

because this was only defined for times t near the midpoint, whereas here our concern is to find an answer for all t.)
It is simplest to work with the auxiliary problem defined by Eq. (4.17). Setting vn = 1 in Eq. (3.13), we read off
Arg[r̃n] = ϵt+ϕn,A+ π

2 sgn∆t and |r̃n| = | sin∆t|. Thus, if ϕn,A is uniformly distributed in [−π, π], then the condition
(A19) holds, and (A20) yields Eq. (4.18) from the main text.
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Appendix B: Transfer matrix for the SSH-type drive with dimer disorder

Here we derive the transfer matrix relation (3.19a) and the explicit expression for the transfer matrix Mn,A for the
A sites. To simplify the notation, we re-label the four sites |2n− 1, A⟩, |2n− 1, B⟩, |2n,A⟩ and |2n,B⟩ as |n, a⟩,|n, b⟩,
|n, c⟩ and |n, d⟩, respectively. We write the disordered unitary matrices Un,α (α = A or B) as

Un,A =

(
Uaa
n Uac

n

U ca
n U cc

n

)
, Un,B =

(
U bb
n U bd

n

Udb
n Udd

n

)
(B1)

It is straightforward to show that the eigenstate equation (2.14) becomes the following four equations in position
space:

e−iϵtΨn,a = cos(∆t)(U ca
n−1Ψn−1,a + U cc

n−1Ψn−1,c) + i sin(∆t)(U bb
n Ψn,b + U bd

n Ψn,d), (B2a)

e−iϵtΨn,b = i sin(∆t)(Uaa
n Ψn,a + Uac

n Ψn,c) + cos(∆t)(Udb
n Ψn,b + Udd

n Ψn,d), (B2b)

e−iϵtΨn,c = cos(∆t)(Uaa
n Ψn,a + Uac

n Ψn,c) + i sin(∆t)(Udb
n Ψn,b + Udd

n Ψn,d), (B2c)

e−iϵtΨn,d = i sin(∆t)(U ca
n Ψn,a + U cc

n Ψn,c) + cos(∆t)(U bb
n+1Ψn+1,b + U bd

n Ψn+1,d). (B2d)

We use the second and third equations to eliminate Ψn,b and Ψn,c [this is expressed by Eq. (3.19b)]. From the first
and fourth equations, we then obtain (

Ψn+1,a

Ψn+1,d

)
= Mn,dimer

(
Ψn,a

Ψn,d

)
, (B3)

where the transfer matrix Mn,dimer is given below. Note that this is the same as Eq. (3.19a) from the main text.
To present the transfer matrix, we first define

Dn = 1 + Uac
n Udb

n e2iϵt − cos(∆t)(Uac
n + Udb

n )eiϵt, (B4a)

En = [Uaa
n U cc

n − U ca
n (Uac

n + Udb
n )]eiϵt, (B4b)

Fn = U ca
n + Udb

n (Uac
n U ca

n − Uaa
n U cc

n )e2iϵt, (B4c)

Gn = U bd
n + Uac

n (U bd
n Udb

n − U bb
n Udd

n )e2iϵt + cos(∆t)[U bb
n Udd

n − U bd
n (Uac

n + Udb
n )]eiϵt. (B4d)

Then the transfer matrix is

Mn,dimer =

(Maa
n,dimer Mad

n,dimer

Mda
n,dimer Mdd

n,dimer

)
, (B5)

with the following matrix elements:

Maa
n,dimer =

[En + sec(∆t)Fn]

Dn
eiϵt, (B6a)

Mad
n,dimer = i{tan(∆t)[1 + (Uac

n Udb
n + U cc

n Udd
n )e2iϵt]− sin(∆t)(Uac

n + Udb
n )eiϵt}/Dn, (B6b)

Mda
n,dimer = −i

sin(∆t)En + tan(∆t)Fn

DnGn+1

×
[
1 + (Uaa

n+1U
bb
n+1 + Uac

n+1U
db
n+1)e

2iϵt − cos(∆t)(Uac
n+1 + Udb

n+1)e
iϵt
]
, (B6c)

Mdd
n,dimer =

{
sec(∆t)

(
1 + e2itϵUac

n Udb
n

) (
1 + e2itϵUac

n+1U
db
n+1

)
× cos(∆t)eitϵ

[ (
Uac
n + Udb

n

) (
Uac
n+1 + Udb

n+1

)
+ sin2(∆t)e2itϵUaa

n+1U
bb
n+1U

cc
n Udd

n

]
− e2itϵUac

n+1U
db
n Udb

n+1 − Uac
n+1 − Udb

n+1 − Udb
n

− Uac
n

{
1 + e2itϵ

[
Uac
n+1U

db
n+1 + Udb

n

(
Uac
n+1 + Udb

n+1

)]}
− sin2(∆t)e2itϵ

[
Uaa
n+1U

bb
n+1

(
Uac
n + Udb

n

)
+ U cc

n Udd
n

(
Uac
n+1 + Udb

n+1

)]
+ sin(∆t) tan(∆t)eitϵ

[
Uaa
n+1U

bb
n+1

(
1 + e2itϵUac

n Udb
n

)
+ U cc

n Udd
n

(
1 + e2itϵUac

n+1U
db
n+1

)]
+ sin3(∆t) tan(∆t) + e3itϵUaa

n+1U
bb
n+1U

cc
n Udd

n

}
/(DnGn+1). (B6d)
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