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Geometric phases and quantum phasetransitions
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Quantum phase transition is one of the main interests inéfedf condensed matter physics, while geomet-
ric phase is a fundamental concept and has attracted cosisieénterest in the field of quantum mechanics.
However, no relevant relation was recognized before res@nk. In this paper, we present a review of the
connection recently established between these two integefelds: investigations in the geometric phase of
the many-body systems have revealed so-called "criticafigeometric phase”, in which geometric phase as-
sociated with the many-body ground state exhibits uniligysar scaling behavior in the vicinity of the critical
point. In addition, we address the recent advances on theection of some other geometric quantities and
guantum phase transitions. The closed relation recertbgrézed between quantum phase transitions and some
of geometric quantities may open attractive avenues aitéuirdialog between different scientific communities.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION gauge phase factor gives an intrinsic and complete deggript
of electromagnetism. It neither underdescribes nor overde
Quantum phase transition (QPT), which is closely assoScribes i[14]. The recent considerable interests in tleis fi

ciated with the fundamental changes that can occur in th@'€ motivated by a pioneer work by Berry in 1684[15], where
macroscopic nature of matter at zero temperature due td sm e d|sc_overed that ageometric phase, in addition to t.hd usua
variations in a given external parameter, is certainly ohe odynamical phase, is accumulated on the wave function of a
the major interests in condensed matter physics. Actualy, duantum system, provided that the Hamiltonian is cyclic and
past decade has seen a substantial rejuvenation of interestadiabatic. It was Simon who first recognized the deep geo-
the study of quantum phase transition, driven by experiment™€tric m_eanr|]ng under:]ylng Behrrys phase. He I(()jbserved that
on the cupric superconductors, the heavy fermion material80Metric phase is what mathematicians would cdll(@)
insulator-superfluid transition in ultrocold atoms, orgagon- ~ 10lonomy in the parameter space, and the natural mathemati-
ductors and related compourld<[t, 2]. Quantum phase transjﬁl context for holonomy is the theory of fiber bundles[16]. A
tions are characterized by the dramatic changes in the drou urthe(.\jrl;mpohrtant generghzatlog Berry's cq;cgp;waﬁon
state properties of a system driven by quantum fluctuationsfj.u.Ce fyhA aronovan I_Anan q [17], provll € dt ﬂtt ; evo-
Traditionally phases and phase transitions are descripgeb  Ution of the state is cyclic. Besides, Samuel and Bhandarii
Ginzburg-Landau symmetry-breaking theory based on ordetlrc’ducefj amore general geometric phase in the nor_1ad|_abat|c
parameters and long range correlation. Recently, sulisffgnt "Oncyclic evolution of the syste_iﬂ}%Now th|caBon
effort has been devoted to the analysis of quantum phase trafif BeTy phases and its generalizations . 18.0p, 2

sitions from other intriguing perspectives, such as togiolsl  can b€ found in many physical fields, such as optics, magnetic
order[2], quantum entanglemdﬂd%s Ogls@[S resonance, molecular and atomic physics, condensed matter

, 4], geometric ph , . \
and some other geometric quanti@dﬁ@ﬁb, 11]. physics and quantum computatienc[21,22] 23] 24, 25, 26).

It is well-known that geometric ideas have played an im- Very recently, investigations in the geometric_phage of the
portant role in physics. For example, Minkiwski's geomet- Many-body systems have revealed so-called "criticalityesf
ric reformulation of special relativity by means of a space-°Metric phasel[5[/6], in which geometric phase associated
time geometry was very useful in the construction of genWith the ground state exhibits universality, or scaling @eh
eral relativity by Einstein. In this paper we will address an 10F, around the critical 90'6]- The closed relation beem
other example: the study of quantum phase transition fronfu@ntum phase transitions and geometric phases may be un-
the perspective of geometric phase (GP) factors. Acttladly, derstood from an intuitive view: quantum phase transitions
phase factor of a wave function is the source of all interferoccur for a parameter region where the energy levels of the
ence phenomena and one of most fundamental concepts gyound state and the excited state cross or have an avoided
quantum physics. The first considerable progress in this fiel roSSing, while geometric phase, as a measure of the curva-
is achieved by Aharonov and Bohm in 1959[12]. They IorO_ture of Hilbert space, can reflect the energy structures and
posed that the loop integral of the electromagnetic paanti then can capture certain essential features of quantunephas
gives an observed nonintegrable phase factor in electter in transmqnsifb]. o _
ference experiments. By using the non-Abelian phase factor A typical example to show the significant connection be-
Yang reformulated the concept of gauge fields in an integralween geometric phase and quantum phase transition is one-
formalism in 1974[13], and then Wu and Yang showed that thelimensional XY spin chaih[5./ 6]. Since the XY spin chain
model is exactly solvable and still presents a rich strugtitr
has become a benchmark to test many new concepts. The XY
spin chain model and the geometric phase that corresponds to
*Electronic addres$: slzhu@scnu.edb.cn the quantum phase transition have been analyzed in detail in


http://arxiv.org/abs/0803.1914v1
mailto:slzhu@scnu.edu.cn

Ref.[5,[6]. The XY model is parameterized hyand A (see  Pattern | is order to investigate the relation between geo-
the definitions below Ed.J4)). Two distinct critical region metric phase of the whole many-body system and the sys-
appear in parameter space: the segniend) = (0,(0,1))  tem’s quantum phase transition. As illustrate in Fig.1 (a),
for the XX chain and the critical line,. = 1 for the whole  the geometric phase of the whole N-spin system is calculated
family of the XY model[1]27]. It has been shown that geo-and its scaling features in the vicinity of critical pointea
metric phase can be used to characterize the above two crh!-iscussetﬁ[El:lg:iZ@ESDSZ]. (b) Pattern Il is concerned
ical regions[b| 6 28]. As for the first critical region, a non with the geometric phase of a test qubit as shown in Fig. 1(b).
contractible geometric phase itself[6] 28] or its differee- N spins are arranged in a circle and a test qubit in the cen-
tween the ground state and the first excited state[5] exists iter possesses homogeneous coupling with all N-spin in the
the XX chain if and only if the closed evolution path circelat  ring[11,[38,/34]. The geometric phase of the test qubit may
a region of criticality. There are much more physics in thee se be used to locate the criticality of quantum phase transitio
ond critical region since second order quantum phase transexhibiting in the N-spin syste 34]. Depending on the
tion occur there. The geometric phase of the ground state hasuplings between the spins, N-spin chain (ring) in (a) dnd (
been shown to have scaling behavior near the critical pdint ocan be classified as the XY model, the Dicke model and the
the XY model. In particular, it has been found that the geo-ipkin-Meshkoc-Glick model. All these three models exhibi
metric phase is non-analytical and its derivative with eg$p quantum phase transitions, whose features can be captyred b
to the field strength\ diverges logarithmically near the crit- the geometric phases in both patterns | and II.

ical line described by\. = 1. Together with a logarithmic  Furthermore, the study of QPTs by using other geometric
divergence of the derivative as a function of system size, thquantities, such as quantum overlap (quantum fidellty)fid,
critical exponents are derived based on the scaling ansatz Rjemannian tensdf[8] etc., has been put forward and fiuitfu
the case of logarithmic divergence[29]. Furthermore, @niv results have been reported in literature. In particular,iGP
sality in the critical properties of geometric phase formift  a imagine part of quantum geometric tensor and quantum fi-
of XY models is verified. These results show that the key in-de"ty is a real part, therefore a unified theory of Study QPTs

gredients of quantum criticality are presentin the grostate  from the perspective of quantum geometric tensor has been
geometric phase and therefore are indicators of criticalit  developed[10].

geometric phase(6]. In this paper we will review some aspects of the theoretical

understanding that has emerged over the past several years
towards understanding the close relation between GPs and
QPTs. In section 2, we present the connection between Berry
curvature and QPs. Section 3 describes the detailed melatio
between QPT and GP in the patter |. Section 4 discusses the
results in the patter Il. Finally, Section 5 presents sonse di
cussion and perspective in the topic reviewed in this paper,
particular, we address the recent advances in the connectio
of some other geometric quantities and QPTs.

I1.  BERRY CURVATURE AND QUANTUM PHASE
TRANSITIONS

FIG. 1: Schematic diagrams of the physical patterns revdewehe

paper. (a) Pattern I: N spins in one-dimensional _chain isnthele Let us first address the close relation between quantum
system. The geometric phase of the whole N-spin system bas ¢l 556 transitions and geometric phases from an intuitive
relation with quantum phase transitions of the whole sysi{@jPat- view. Consider a generic many-body system described by the

tern Il: N spins are arranged in a circle and a test qubit incéheer HamiltonianZ (1) with » a dimensionless coupling constant
possesses homogeneous coupling with all N-spin in the riftge (1) n pling :

geometric phase of the test qubit may be used to locate teatity | OF @ny reasonable, all observable properties of the ground
of quantum phase transition exhibits in the N-spin systeepend-  State ofH will vary smoothly as is varied. However, there
ing on the couplings between the spins, N-spin chain (ringla) May be special points denoted @s where there is a non-
and (b) can be classified as the XY model, the Dicke model amd thanalyticity in some properties of the ground state at zere te
Lipkin-Meshkoc-Glick model. All these three models exhifpian-  peraturey). is identified as the position of a quantum phase
tum phase transitions which features can be captured byetteet-  transition. Non-analytical behavior generally occur atele
ric phases or some other geometric quantities. crossings or avoided level crossings[1]. Surprisinglg, ge-
ometric phase is able to capture such kinds of level strastur
Motivated by these results in the XY model[5, 6], the crit- and is therefore expected to signal the presence of quantum
icality of geometric phase for other many-body models argphase transitions. To address this relation in greateildeta
investigated[30, 31, 32, BB,134./35]. Roughly speaking:e¢he we review geometric phases in a generic many-body system
are two patterns (see Fig.1) in literature to investigate th where the Hamiltonian can be changed by varying the param-
criticality of geometric phase in the many-body systemp: (i etersR on which it depends. The state(t)) of the system



evolves according to Schrodinger equation 1. PATTERN I: QPT AND GP OF THE MANY-BODY

SYSTEMS
ihdy(t)) = H(R(1))[1(1)). 1)
In this section we review the closed relation between QPTs
At any instant, the natural basis consists of the eigersstateand GPs for the Pattern I, as shown in Fig.1 (a), where the N-
In(R)) of H(R) for R = R(t), that satisfyd (R)|n(R)) =  spin chain can be classified as the XY model, the Dicke model
E,(R)[n(R)) with energyE,,(R) (n = 1,2,3---). Berry  and the Lipkin-Meshkoc-Glick model.
showed that the GP for a specific eigenstate, such as the
ground state|g) = |1)) of a many-body system we con-
cern here, adiabatically undergoing a closed path in pasme A. TheXY spin chain
space denoted hy, is given by[15]
Our first example is one-dimensional XY spin chain investi-
By(C) = — // V,(R) - dS, 2) gated in detail in Ref.[6] . The XY model concerns N spin-1/2
c particles (qubits) with nearest neighbor interactionsamdx-

) ternal magnetic field. The Hamiltonian of the XY spin chain
wheredS denotes area elementk space and/y(R) is the  has the following form

Berry curvature given by
M 1+~ 1—7
g|VrH|n)(n|VrH|g H=— (—03?03-E + —0Y0" +/\crz-) ,
VR = iy Y (E| 1<E|)2 9 (g :Z ST+ 0o + A0

n#g " g (4)
_ ) whereo—;.‘ (b = z,y,x) are the Pauli matrices for thgh
The energy denommatorsm Elﬂ:(S) show that the Berry CUVagnin ~ represents the anisotropy in the— y plane and\
ture usually diverges at the point of parameter space Wherg e intensity of the magnetic field applied in theirection.

energy levels are cross and may have maximum values ghe assume periodic boundary conditions for simplicity and
avoided level crossings. Thus level crossings or avoidegl le ., ,0senv (= 2M + 1) odd to avoid the subtleties connected
crossings (seem Fig. 2), the two specific level structures r§yii, the boundary terms. Nevertheless, the differencels wit
lated to quantum phase transitions, are reflected in the 9e0rgih e houndary conditions and the evercase are the order to

etry of the Hilbert space of the system and can be captured Iy 1 /N and then negligible in the thermodynamic limit where
the Berry curvature of the ground state. However, althobgh t quantum phase transitions ocEUf[3} 27]. This XY model en-
Berry curvature is gauge invariant and is therefore an ebser compasses two other well-known spin models: it turns into

able quantity, no feasible experimental setup has been proq;nsverse Ising chain for = 1 and the XX (isotropic XY)
posed to directly observe it. On the other hand, the area inshain in a transverse field for= 0.

tegral of Berry curvature, i.e., the geometric phase may be |, 5rger to derive the geometric phase of ground state in this
measured by the interference experiments. Thereforeerrathsystem’ we introduce a new family of Hamiltonians that can

than the Berry curvature, hereafter we will focus on the-rela g gescribed by applying a rotation@éround the: direction
tion between geometric phase and quantum phase transitiogy oach spin[S]i.e.

and therefore the proposed relation between them may be ex-
perimentally tested.

M
energay Hy=UJHUy, Uy= [] exp(—igoi/2).  (5)

energy [d=D]

The critical behavior is independent ¢fas the spectrumy

(see below) of the system is independent. This class of
models can be diagonalized by means of the Jordan-Wigner
transformation that maps spins to one-dimensional sginles
fermions with creation and annihilation operatarsand a;

| via the relationsa; = (], 0f)o! [I, 27]. Due to the

n_ " n_ ~ (quasi) translational symmetry of the system we may intro-
duce Fourier transforms of the fermionic operator desdribe

FIG. 2: Schematic representation of the energy level fomtaay- by d; = \/—% Zj a; exp(—i2mjk/N)withk = —M,--- | M.

body systems. The energy levels of the ground state and die@x The Hamiltonian/; can be diagonalized by transforming

state cross in (a) and have an avoided crossing in (b). Onrt&e 0 the fermion operators in momentum space and then using the

rearé?'cﬁg:?;”r: phﬁ.iﬁ trréar:'seigg:ts%wtrrs]eat z‘gel Crozf]":gzagfﬁgr standard Bogoliubov transformation. In this way, we obtain
N INgs, which rep y the paramete "' the following diagonalized form of the Hamiltonian,
hand, the Berry curvature usually diverges or may have maxim
H = ZAk(CLCk - 1), (6)
k

values at the point of parametey.
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where the energy of one particle excitation is given by close relation between geometric phase and quantum tritica
ity for the first region has been addressed in Refsl[5, 6, 28],
Ap = \/(/\ — cos(2mk/N))? + 42 sin(2nk/N)  (7) here we mainly review the results for the second region, whic
is clearly more interesting in the sense that the second orde

andecy = dj cos %k _ idikew = %xc with the angled;, de-  guantum phase transitions occur there.
fined bycos 6 = (cos ZZE — X)/Ay.

The ground statéy) of Hy is the vacuum of the fermionic
modes described by, |g) = 0. Substituting the operatay,
into this equation, one obtains the ground state as

M Ok Ok
_ R i 21¢ .
lg) = | | (cos 5 |0)%]0)_ — ie sin - |1>;€|1>_;€) ,

k=1

(8)
where|0),, and|1); are the vacuum and single excitation of
the kth mode, respectively. The ground state is a tensor prod-
uct of states, each lying in the two-dimensional Hilbertcepa
spanned by0),|0)_x and|1)x|1)_x. The geometric phase of
the ground state, accumulated by varying the agglem 0
to = (Because the HamiltoniaH 4 has bilinear formH is ©
periodic ing ), is described by

FIG. 3: (color online). (a) Geometric phasg of the ground state (b)
and its derivativels3, /d\ as a function of the Hamiltonian parame-

i 7 ters\ and~. The lattice sizeV = 10001. There are clear anomalies
Bg = U (9104 |g)de. (9)  for the derivative of geometric phase along the critica¢ lia = 1.
0
The direct calculation shovB;[S] To demonstrate the relation between geometric phase and

quantum phase transitions, we plot geometric ph#sand
" its derivatived(, /d with respect to the field strengthand
™ ~in Fig.3. A significate feature is notable: the nonanalytica
By = M Z(l — cosby). (10) property of the geometric phase along the whole criticad lin
=1 Ae = 1in the XY spin model is clearly shown by anomalies
The termB;, = 7(1 — cos ;) is a geometric phase for tikeh  for the derivative of geometric phase along the same line.
mode, and represents the area in the parameter space (whichii
the Bloch sphere) enclosed by the loop determinehy).
To study the quantum criticality, we are interested in ther-th

N

modynamic limit when the spin lattice numb&tr — oo. In sr _
this case the summatioﬁ 22{:1 can be replaced by the in- st | %?;‘;’1
tegral+ [ dio with o = 2%E; and then the geometric phase  S_ 7 21
in the thermodynamic limit is given by = 3
g 2 I
By = /0 (1 —cosb,)dy, (11) 3| :
A

wherecosf, = (cosp — A)/A, with the energy spectrum

FIG. 4: (color online). The derivativa$3, /d for the Ising model

_ _ 2 2 qin2
Ay = \/(/\ cos ¢) + v _Sm_ ¥ (y = 1) as a function of the Hamiltonian parameter The curves
As for quantum criticality in the XY model, there are two correspond to different lattice size§ = 21,101, 501, 1001, co.

regions of criticality, defined by the existence of gapless e with increasing the system sizes, the maximum becomes nmore p
citations in the parameter spage A): (i) the XX region of  nounced. The inset shows that the position of the maximumggs
criticality described by the segmefi, ) = (0, (0,1)); (i) ~ and tends a8/ ~"*** towards the critical poind. = 1.

the critical lineA, = 1 for the whole family of the XY model.

For the second critical region, we need to distinguish twie un  To further understand the relation between geometric phase
versality classes depending on the anisotrgpyrhe critical — and quantum criticality, we study the scaling behavior af-ge
features are characterized in term of a critical expomete-  metric phases by the finite size scaling apprdac¢h[29]. We firs
fined by¢ ~ |\ — Ac| 7 with £ representing the correlation look at the Ising model. The derivativeg, /dA for v = 1
length. For any value of, quantum criticality occurs at a crit- and different lattice sizes are plotted in Eilg.4. There iseal

ical magnetic field\. = 1. For the intervaD < v < 1the  divergence for finiteV, but the curves exhibit marked anoma-
models belong to the Ising universality class charactdiime lies and the height of which increases with lattice size. The
the critical exponent = 1, while for v = 0 the model be- position \,,, of the peak can be regarded as a pseudo-critical
longs to the XX universality class with = 1/2 [1,[27]. The  point [29] which changes and tends s %93 towards the
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critical point and clearly approachgs asN — oo. In addi-  found by the expansion df, in the casep — 0. So we have
tion, as shown in Ref[6], the value apB,/dX at the point\,, zv = 1, which is indeed the case for the XY criticallty[1].

diverges logarithmically with increasing lattice size as: Therefore, the above results clearly show that all the key
ingredients of the quantum criticality are present in the-ge
d_ﬁ.qh ~ k1 1n N + const (12) metric phases of the ground state in the XY spin model.
dA m 7
with k; = 0.3121. On the other hand, the singular behavior B. The Dicke mode

of dB,/d\ for the infinite Ising chain can be analyzed in the
vicinity of the quantum criticality, and we find the asymjtot

behavior as Our second example is the Dicke modell[36] studied in

Ref.[30, 31]. It consists oV two-level (qubit) systems cou-
d led to a single Bosonic mode. The Hamiltonian is given b
a5, ~ ko ln |\ — A\ + const, (13) pﬁ — g ! rronian is given by
dX (h=1)
with k5 = —0.3123. According to the scaling ansatz in the A
case of logarithmic divergence [29], the rafio,/x1| gives H=wata+AJ, + ——(a' +a)J., (15)
the exponent that governs the divergence of the correlation VN
length. Thereforey ~ 1 is obtained in our numerical calcu- wherea, ot are the annihilation and creation operators of the

lation for the Ising chain, in agreement with the well-known gosonic mode, respectively; . = SV Lo, with o, be-
. . i o . ’ =)= ’ . >
solution of the Ising model [27]. ing the Pauli matrices for the qubjtare collective angular

A cornerstone of QPTs is a universality principle in which momentum operators for all qubits; denotes the coupling
the critical behavior depends only on the dimension of tise sy strength between the atom and field; The parametessd
tem and the symmetry of the order parameter. The XY model, represent the transition frequency of the atom and Bosonic
for the intervaky € (0, 1] belong to the same universality class mode frequency, respectively. The prefadtor/N is inserted
with critical exponent, = 1. To verify the universality prin-  to have a finite free energy per atom in the thermodynamical
ciple in this model, the scaling behavior for different ve8u  |imit N — co. This Hamiltonian is canonically equivalent to
of the parametery has been numerically calculated in Ref. the Dicke Hamiltonian by a /2 rotation around the axis.
[Ia] The I‘E_'SU|tS there shown that the asymptotic beha\{ms a As illustrated in Ref 8]’ exact solutions may be ob-
still described by Eqgs.[{12) anfi{13) with andr; being  tained in the thermodynamic limit by employing a Holstein-
~-dependent constants, and the same critical exponent.  primakoff transformation of the angular momentum algebra.
can be obtained for any € (0, 1]. ~ In the thermodynamical limit, the Dicke Hamiltonian under-
Comparing with they # 0 case, the nature of the diver- goes a second quantum phase transition at the critical point
gence ofdf3, /d) at the critical poin{y = 0,A = 1) belongs ) = _ /wAJ2. When\ < ), the system is in its normal
to a different universality class, and the scaling behawfor phase in which the ground state is highly unexcited, while
geometric phase can be directly extracted from the exghieit ) ~ ) | the system is in its superradiant phase in which both

pression of the geometric phase in the thermodynamic limityhe posonic field occupation and the spin magnetization ac-
The geometric phase under the thermodynamic limit can bauire macroscopic values.

obtained explicitly from Ed.(I11) foy = 0 as Similarly to the XY spin model, in order to investigate the
geometric phase one changes the original Hamiltonian by the
or (A<1) unitary transformatiorUy, = exp(—i¢J,/2) where¢ is a
By = { o — 2arccos(\), (A N 1) (14)  slowly varying parameter, and then the transformed Hamil-
’ tonian is given by
However, it appears from Ef.{10) that the geometric pltgse _ gyt _Wro o9
is always trivial for strictlyy = 0 and every finite Iatticeh?ze Hy = UsHUy = §[p o +B-J, (16)

M, sinced), = 0 or 7 for everyk. The difference between where the Hamiltonian of the free bosonic field is expressed
the finite and infinite lattice sizes can be understood froen thin terms of canonical variables = (af +a)/v2 andp =

two limits N' — oo andy — 0. Assumey = e with ean ;i _ 4)/,/2 that obey the standard quantization condition
arbitrary small but still finite value, then we can still find a [g,p] = i. B = (D Lq Lq ) with dimensionless
solutiony (itimplies N — oo) for cos pg—A = 0 butA,, = ’ ' ’ VNsing’ VN cos ¢ _ _
evT = A2 # 0 for A # 1. Then ar geometric phase appears Parameters) = 2A/w and L = 2v2)\/w is an effective

for suchyy sinced,,, = 7/2. Sincedf, /d\ = v/2(1-)\)~1/2 magnetic field felt by the qubits. . ,
(A — 17), we can infer the known result that the critical In the adiabatic limit, the geometric phase associated with

exponent = 1/2 for the XX model. the groun_d state of th_e system can be obta_ined by the Born-

Furthermore, we can confirm the known equivalent= 1~ OPPenheimer approximation [30./39]. In this case, the total
between  and the dynamical exponenfrom the calculations Wave function of the ground state of the system can be ap-
of geometric phases. The dynamical behavior is determineBroximated by

by the expansion of the energy spectrum, i\e.,.o ~ ¢*[1+
(¢€)~*]. Thenz = 1for~ € (0,1] andz = 2 for v = 0 are [Yror) = /dq‘p(q)|q> ® |x(g,9))- (17)
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Here the statéy(q, ¢) is the state of the adiabatic equation of «... In addition, the derivative is discontinuous at the cailic
the qubit ("fast”) part for each fixed value of the slow vateb point. These results are consistent with the expected l@mhav
q, i.e., of the geometric phase across the critical point, and tbezef
we add another unusual example to the close relation between
B - J|x(g,¢)) = E(a)|x(¢. ¢)) (18)  geometric phase and quantum phase transition.

with E(q) the eigenenergy. It can be proven that the state
c

Ix(g,¥)) can be expressed as a direct produchofubits as _— :
Ix(q,9)) = @N.1[x(¢,¢));, and the state of each qubit can C. TheLipkin-Meshkov-Glick model

)
be written as ) ) o )
Our third example is the Lipkin-Meshkov-Glick (LMG)

Ix(q,¢)); = sin g| 1); — cos ge‘”7| 1) model discussed in R&f[32]. The LMG was first introduced
2 2 in nuclear physic5[40]. The LMG model describes a set of N
with cosa = Lgcos¢/(VNE(q)) and tany = gubits coupled to all others with a strength independeref t

Lgsing/(vVND). On the other hand, the ground state position and the nature of the elements and a magneticiield

wave function for the oscillatop(q) is governed by one- in the z direction, i.e., the Hamiltonian is given by
dimensional time-independent Schrodinger equation

H= (S2 + 755) —hS., (21)

1

w [ d? 9 N
Hadlo(a)) = 5 52 + 4" = NE(9) | = eole(), v
4 wherey is the anisotropy paramete$, = >"." , 0., /2(a =

wherez, is the lowerest eigenvalues of the adiabatic Hamilto-Z, ¥, z) and theo, is the Pauli operator, N is the total parti-
nian H,,,. cle number in this system. The prefaclgiV is essential to
Once the total wave function of the ground state is derivedensure the convergence of the free energy per spin in the ther

the geometric phase, of the ground state may be derived by modynamic limit. As widely discussed in the literature (,see

the standard method & = i § (1r0¢|d/de|tror)dip, and the  €.9., Ref.[41]), this system displays a second-order quant
final result is given by phase transition at the critical poift= 1.

The diagonalization of the LMG Hamiltonian and deriva-
5= Nr(14 (Jz) (19) tion of the geometric phase can be obtained by a standard pro-
g =T N /) cedure, which can be summarized in the following steps[32]:
(i) perform a rotation of the spin operators around thei-
In the thermodynamic limit, one can show that rection, that makes the axis along the so-called semiclassi-
cal magnetizatiori [42] in which the Hamiltonian described i
By |Nosoo = { 0, (@<1) (20) Eq[21 has the minimal value in the semiclassical approxima-
N m(l=3), (a>1). tion. (ii) Similar to the XY model and the Dicke model, to
introduce a geometric phase of the ground state, we consider
a system which has a rotatidi(¢) = e~ around the
new z direction, and then the Hamiltonian beconiéép) =
Ut(¢)HUT (). (iii) then we use the Holstein-Primakoff rep-
resentation,

Y/N

n/2

14

(¢) = N/2—adla,
(¢) = (N —a'a)'ae”,
“(p) = aTefw(N - aTa)l/2 (22)

U
+ W

U

o in which o' is bosonic operator. Since theaxis is along
. ~ the semiclassical magnetizatiom'a/N < 1 is a reason-
S'G_- 5: The geonf1etr|t:: IOB?T(?B(E ﬁg)l of Lhe ground Stﬁ‘te and its gple assumption under low-energy approximation, in which
ocefrcl)\lfaéli\;feer((lé?]ste\gll?ést Oef thJCbiveVrgﬂ dethvé"i)a:gﬁ’;‘;)m:t fﬁ;‘z N is large but finite. (iv) the Bogoliubov transforggation,
geometric phase increases withand there is a cusplike behavior in V\,IhICh de]jnes the bosonic operatorlﬁsw) = cosh I,a% +
sinhzafe™', wheretanh2r = 2I'/A with A = sin® 6 —

the thermodynamic limit at the critical transition poiat= 1. g’ :
14058 4 hcosf andl = 1= These procedures diag-

The scaled geometric phagg/N and its derivative with ~Onalize the Hamiltonian to a form
respect to the parameterfor D = 10 is shown in Fig:5/[30]. Dyt
Itis evident that the geometric phase increases with irsinga Haiag(¢) = Nd + &+ ATD'(9)b(9), (23)
the coupling constant at the finite qubit numbBér while in
the thermodynamic limit the geometric phase vanishes wheWhered = — (sin” 0+2h cos6),§ = 5 (V1 — 1) AP =
a < a. and has a cusplike behavior at the critical painte Av1—e€?, ande = tanh22z = 2T'/A. The ground state



whole system may have the form
H=H,+ Hgs + Hy, (26)

By whereH,; = ;B-o stands for the Hamiltonian of the test qubit
in a general formH g represents the Hamiltonian of a many-
body system which we are going to study, aHd denotes
the coupling between them. We assume that the quantum sys-
tem described by/s undergoes a quantum phase transition at
certain critical points. It is expected that the geomethiage
of the test qubit can be used to identify the quantum phase
FIG. 6: The geometric phasé, of the ground state for the LMG  transition of the many-body system. A relatively generai fo
model as a function of the parameter, k) for N = 200. The Malism to show the close relation between geometric phase of
divergence of3, is evident at the critical lind, = 1 the test qubit and quantum phase transition of the many body
system has been developed in Rel.[33]. For solidness, here
we address a detailed example studied in Réf.[34], where the
lg(¢)) is determined by the relatiob(¢)|g(¢)) = 0. Sub-  many-body system with the quantum phase transition is a XY
stituting b(¢) into the equation above, one finds the groundspin chain, i.e.,
state,

1 WA [en— DN e sinha., Hy = po®/2+vo"/2, (27)
l9(@)) = C ng() 2n!! (= et coshx)

(—V/2e7" sinh z)|2n), (24) M

wheren!! = n(n —2)(n —4)--- andn!! = 1 forn < 0. |n)
is the Fock state of bosonic operaidrand the normalized (28)
constant is0? = ZL]\L/OQ] 2 sinh? z 22D tanh2( =Y o,

2n!!
The geometric phase;, of the ground state accumulated by N
changingp from 0 to = can be derived by the standard method Hy — % Z o707 (29)

as shown before, and the final result is give_ by[32]

Yo 2n 2 tanh® Y g (25) Where the Pauli matrices”*:* and o;""* denote the test

z[f\i/oﬂ (22—'})” tanh2(»=1 4 qubit and the XY spin chain subsystems, respectively. The
" " parameter) represents the coupling strength between the test

To have some basic ideas about the relation between trgubit and all spins (qubits) in the spin chain. This model

geometric phase and phase transition in the LMG model, thi similar to the Hepp-Coleman model[43], which was ini-

geometric phases, as a function of the parametefs, h) tially proposed as a model for quantum measurement, and its

have been plotted in Fig[6[32]. It is notable that the gesimet generalization[44, 45].

phases, independent of the anisotropy, is divergentin the line  Following Ref.[15], we assume that the test qubit is ini-

h = 1, where the LMG mo?i@el has been proven to exhibit atially in a superposition state; (0)) = ¢4|g) + cc|e), where

s.econd-orlder phase transiti [41]..The.z divergence ofgadaom lg) = (sin 9_20’ ~ cos 9_20)T and|e) — (COS %,sin%“)T with

Chows distinguished character rom he XY and Dicke mog-2 = tai (/) are ground and excied states A, e-

els. This difference stems from that the collective int&oac spectively. The coefficients, andc. satisfy the normaliza-

. o ) tion condition,|c,|? + |c.|> = 1. Then the evolution of the
in the LMG model, which is absent in the XY model[32]. : olCgl o 1t : VO
The scaling behavior of, has also been studied in Ref XY spin chain initially prepared ifp(0)), will split into two

. ) . ; : branchegy, (t)) = exp(—iHt)|p(0)) (« = g,¢€), and the
[32]. A relatively simply relationd, ~ —N is obtained there. . ; = :
Furthermore the scaling is independentyofwhich means total wave function s obtained as(t)) = ¢|g) @ |9(*)) +

. i cele) ® |pe(t)). Here, the evolutions of the two branch wave
that for differenty, the phase transitions belong to the Samefunctions|<pa(t)> are driven, respectively, by the two effective

university class. This phenomenon is different from the XY L
. ) ) . . g . Hamiltonians
model, in which the isotropic and anisotropic interactioss

Bg=m|1—

spectively belong to different university classes [6]. N
Hy = (g|H|g)=Hs -6 of — A, (30)
=1
IV. PATTERNII: GP OF THE TEST QUBIT AND QPT
N
In this section, we consider a test qubit coupled to a quan- H. = (e|H|e) = Hg + 52 oF + A, (31)

tum many-body system[1L1L,133,/34]. The Hamiltonian of the —



whereA = /pu? +1v?/2 andd = ncosby/N. Both H, and
H, describe theXY model in a transverse field, but with a
tiny difference in the field strength. Similar to the method t
diagonalize the standard XY spin chain addressed in thempatt
I, the ground states of the HamiltoniaAs, are given by

M i i
|Go) = H (cos 7’€|o>,€|0>_k +isin 7’“|1>k|1>_k) ,

k=1
(32)
wherecos 0% = e /A with Ay = \/Ei,a +~2sin” 22 and
€ho = A — COS % + Kab (kg = —kKe = 1). |0);, and|1)}, FIG. 7: (a) Ground-state geometric phasgof the test qubit and
aré the vacuum and single excitation of tHb mode, respec- (b) its derivativedS, /dX as a function of the spin-chain parameter

tively. Hered,, is similarly defined as the standard XY model g\ér?).tggecﬁtri]gglﬁllilri\%i for_thf d?ﬂ‘éag‘t’ﬁe‘:f gaergmgg? I?his% iff clea
(see section 3.1). g9 e =1 P = 0.1,

. . = 2,andn = 0.5.
Now we turn to study the behaviors of the geometric phaséj K

for the test qubit when the XY spin chain is at its ground state
Due to the coupling, it is expected that the geometric pharse f
the test qubit will be profoundly influenced by the occurmenc
of quantum phase transition in spin-chain environmentc&in
we are interesting to the quantum phase transition, which is
the property of the ground state, we assume thafifiespin
chain is adiabatically in the ground stat&, ({6 })) of H,.

In this case the effective mean-field Hamiltonian for the tes
qubit is given by

Hepp = Hi+ <G9|HI|G9> (33)

M
2 v
= (% + Nn E cos 9;2‘(7)) o* + 501- (34)  FIG. 8: The derivatives!3, /dX for the test qubit which is coupling
k=1 to the Ising spin chainy( = 1), with respect to the parametar

for different lattice sizesV = 12,51, 251, 501, co. With increasing

In order to generate a gec_)met.rlc phase for the tes_,t qubit, 4Re system sizes, the maximum becomes more pronounced @nd th
usual, we change the Hamiltonian by means of a unitary transsosition of the maximum clearly approachks — 1 asN — oo.

formation:U(¢) = exp (—ifoz) , where¢ is a slowly vary-  The inset shows the size scaling of the position of the peakroed

2 . . f
ing parameter, changing frofrto . The transformed Hamil- ™" @7/dA (circles) and the functiofi(A, v, N) (squares).

tonian can be written af (¢) = U ' (¢)H.rsU(9), i.€.,

- M (9) .
_|H 2_77 @) 2 Vi x wheref(\,v,N) = %Zk:lcos% . In the thermodynamic
H(¢) = <2 + 5 Eﬁ cos 0} ) o' t5 (0 cosg—a¥sing). i N L oo, the summation inf(\,~, N) can be replaced
- (35) by the integral as follows:

Then the eigen-energies of the effective Hamiltonian fer th

test qubit are given b 1 (7 A — cos
Aubitare guenty FO Nl = 57 | L4
oy M 2 ) TJo \/(/\—cos<p)2 + ~2sin?
B.,=+ (g + Nn > cos 9};”) + UT (36) (39)
k=1 The geometric phase, and its derivativels,/d\ with re-

spect to the parametéh, ) of the XY model are plotted in
Fig.7. As expected, the nonanalytic behavior of the geomet-
sin% cos ric phase and the corresponding anomalies in its derivative
l9) = < —cos Semi® ) le) = < sin gefw > (37 dpB,/dX along the critical lines\. = 1 are clear. All these
features are very similar to those in the XY spin chain in pat-
wheresinf = v/2FE,. ter | (see section 3.1).

The accumulated ground-state geometric phstor the To further understand the relation between GPs and QPTs
test qubit by varying from zero tor can be derived from the j, his system, let us consider the case’dK spin model
standard integraf; (Gy|04|Gy)d¢, and itis easy tofind that (. _ () jn which geometric phase can be analytically derived.
) In the thermodynamic limit, the functiofi \, v, N) in Eq[39

,  (38)

and the corresponding eigenstates are given by

pA4nf(\, v, N)

B, =71 can be derived explicitly foy = 0 asf = 1/2 —arccos(\) /7
’ Vin+4nf(N NP + 02

whenX < 1landf = 1/2 whenX > 1. In this case, the
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geometric phase of the test qubit is given by tance, the dramatic change of the structure of the grounel sta
around the quantum critical point should result in a large di
p+2g[1—2arccos(A) /7] ) (< 1)tance between two ground states. The study of QPTs based
V/(u+2g[1—2 arccos(N) /])2+v2 — “on quantum fidelity (overlap) has been reported for several
b2 statistical model5[7,/9, 47, 148,149]. In addition, the dyimm
Tl V(nt29) 02 (A>1) analogy of quantum overlap is the Loschmidt echo; it has been
(40)  shown that the Loschmidt echo also exhibits scaling belavio
which clearly shows a discontinuity a = )\, = 1. The in the vicinity of the critical poini[11, 0, 51].
derivativeds,/d\ as a function of\ for v = 1 and differ- The Riemannian tensor. It has been shown that the fidelity
ent lattice sizes are plotted in Fig. [8[34]. It is notablettha approach can be better understood in terms of a Riemannian
the derivative of geometric phase is peaked around the critimetric tensoy defined over the parameter manif6ld[8]. In this
cal pointA. = 1. The amplitude of the peak is prominently approach, the manifold of coupling constants parameteyizi
enhanced by increasing the lattice size of the spin chaig. Ththe system’s Hamiltonian can be equipped with a (pseudo)
size dependent of the peak positidp for d3,/d) is shown  Riemannian tensog whose singularities correspond to the
in the inset of Fig. 8. For comparison, the size dependence gfritical regions.
the peak position ir\ space for the derivativéf /d\ are also We have presented that one can study quantum phase tran-
shown in the inset (squires). The scaling behaviaf@f/d\  sitions from the perspective of some geometric objectsh suc
anddf /d\ are evident in the figure. All these features areas geometric phase, quantum fidelity and the Riemannian ten-
similar to these exhibit in the XY spin chain of the patter I. sor. Surprisingly, All these approaches share the same ori-
Therefore, we can see that QPTs of the XY spin chain argin and can be therefore unified by the concept of quan-
faithfully reflected by the behaviors of the ground-state GPtum geometric tensors. We now briefly recall the formal
and its derivative of the coupled test qubit. setting developed in Ref.[10]. For each elemgnof the
parameter manifold\U there is an associated Hamiltonian
H(n) = S B Wn(m) (Wn(n)| (Ent1 > En), act-
V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUDING REMARKS ing over a finite-dimensional state spake If |¥'(n)) repre-
sents the unique ground statefd{n), then one has the map-
ing¥y : M — H : n — |¥(n)). Inthis case, one can
efine a quantum geometric tensor which is a complex her-
itean tensor in the parameter manifdld given by [52]

ﬁg’N%oo -

Quantum phase transition plays a key role in condense
matter physics, while the concept of geometric phase is fun=
damental in quantum mechanics. However, no relevant rel
lation was recognized before recent work. In this paper, we _ _
present a review of the connection recently established be- Quur = (9 W0l Vo) = (9ol Fo) (Foldy W), 41
tween these two interesting fields. Phases and phase trawhere the indiceg andv denote the coordinates g#l. The
sitions are traditionally described by the Ginzburg-Landa real part of the quantum geometric tengpiis the Rieman-
symmetry-breaking theory based on order parameters armian metric, while the imaginary part is the curvature form
long rang correlation. Recent develops offer other perspeqiving rise to a geometric phase[10]. Similar to the heiaist
tives to understand quantum phase transitions, such as topargument that we have addressed for the singularity of Berry
logical order, quantum entanglement, geometric phases arairvature in the vicinity of quantum phase transition, it ha
other geometric quantities. Before conclusion, we wold li  been shown that the quantum geometric tensor also obeys crit
to briefly address that, rather than geometric phase redieweical scaling behavidr[6./ 7, 10]. Therefore, viewing quantu
in this paper, the deep relationship between some other gephase transitions from the perspectives of geometric plracse
metric quantities and quantum phase transitions has aso bequantum fidelity can be unified by the concept of quantum ge-
revealed. ometric tensor.

Quantum fidelity. Recently an approach to quantum phase In conclusion, we presented a review of criticality of geo-
transitions based on the concept of quantum fidelity has beemetric phase established recently, in which geometric has
put forward[7,[D]. In this approach, quantum phase tranassociated with the many-body ground state exhibits univer
sitions are characterized by investigating the propemies sality, or scaling behavior in the vicinity of the criticabimt.
the overlap between two ground states corresponding to twin addition, we addressed that one can investigate quantum
slightly different set of parameters. The overlap betweem t phase transition from the views of some typical geometric
states can be considered as a Hilbert-space distance, anddigantities. The closed relation recently recognized betwe
also called quantum fidelity from the perspective of quan-quantum phase transitions and quantum geometric tensor may
tum information. A drop of the fidelity with scaling behav- open attractive avenues and fruitful dialog between dffier
ior is observed in the vicinity of quantum phase transitind a  scientific communities..
then quantitative information about critical exponents ba
extracted[35, 46]. The physical intuition behind this tiela
is straightforward. Quantum phase transitions mark the sep Acknowledgements
aration between regions of the parameter space which corre-
spond to ground state having deeply different structurapbpr This work was supported by the State Key Program for Ba-
erties. Since the fidelity is a measure of the state-state disic Research of China (No. 2006CB921800), the NCET and
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