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In this paper, we presentld(1)-invariant expansion theory of the adiabatic process.ité\application, we
propose and discuss newfBcient adiabatic approximation conditions. In the new ctiods, we find a new
invariant quantity referred as quantum geometric pote@&P) contained in all time-dependent processes.
Furthermore, we also give detailed discussion and anabysike properties andiects of QGP.
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Since the establishment of the quantum adiabatic theorem Furthermore, by consideringas a fixed parameter, we can
[1,12,[3,/4] in 1923, many fundamental results have been obalways solve the following quasi-stationary equation
tained, such as Landau-Zener transitidn [5], the Gell-Mann
Low theorem|[B], Berry phasé![7] and holononiy [8]. Also h(7) len (7)) = €n (1) lon (7)) - (2
the adiabatic processes find their applications in the guant ) ) o
control and quantum Computaticﬁ@)m 11, 12]. Recendy th And t_he eigenstatin (7)) W_lth th_e corr_espondlng initial state
common-used quantitative adiabatic conditlon Ebhht] In, 0y is referre_d to as thadiabatic orbltof the.system.
been found not able to guarantee the validity of the adiabati FOF convenience, we denojgm = i (¢n(7) | ¢m(7)) and the
approximation4]. Consequently various new condiio d_ot here and below expresses th_e der!vgtlve with respect to
are conjectured and a series of confusions and debates arié§"e- Apparently, an adiabatic orbit multiplied by an aréiy
For example, it was argued [18] that the traditional adiabat time-dependent phase factor still describes the sameatiiab
condition did not have any problem at all and that the invali-orbit. Itis not dificult to see that the following adiabatic orbit
dation of the condition did not mean the invalidation of adia .
baticthe_orenﬂg]. Some new conditions proposef ih[[20, 21] |q)ﬁqd‘a(r)> = exp{—i f [em(2) - )/mm(/l)]d/l} lem(7))  (3)
but too rigorous to be used conveniently. Although [22] also 0
adopted the adiabatic perturbation expansion but did met gi
out proper condition because the basis id [22] can r% sho
certain geometric properties in the adiabatic process]] [23 i fm(7) _
pointed out the limitation of traditional condition but aldid lom() = €7 k(7)) (fn(0) = ). @
not give out a proper condition. To solve the#jroblem of in-Here f,(0) = 0 is because of given initial state. We call
suficiency of traditional adiabatic condition i [18.114] and this adiabatic orbit with special choice of the time-depentd
clarify the subsequent confusions, in this paper, we ptesetphase factor as tHe(1)-invariant adiabatic orbit
two new stfficient conditions in which the properties and ef- |t is clear that, although the initial conditioirs, Oy are the
fects of a new invariant quantity are detailedly discussed.  same, the dynamic evolution orbity(7)) do not always coin-
Let us consider a quantum system governed by a time deside with the adiabatic orbjgm(7)), or they are not even close
pendent HamiltoniarH(t) and the initial state of the sys- to each other. Obviously they coincide if and only if
tem is an eigenstatgn, 0) of H(0) with eigenvalueEn(0),
wherem denotes the initial value of dimensionless quantum
number set. By introducing a dimensionless time parame- Ym=0 (Yn#m). (5)
tert = En(0)t/7 and a dimensionless Hamiltonidafr) =

H(z)/Em(0), the time dependent Schrodinger equation reads Generally speaking, the dynamic evolution orldi, (7))
starting from the initial statgm, 0) will change among some

adiabatic orbits which will cause transitions betweeftedent
orbits. Our task is to find the proper condition under whiah th
0|®Pm(7))
T

Vivs invariant under the followingJ (1) transformation

i— = ()| Om(7)), [ Pm(0)y =M 0y. (1)  dynamic orbit is sfficiently close to the adiabatic orbit when

9 the Eql(®) is not satisfied. Since the Hamiltonkdn) is Her-
mitian, all theU (1)-invariant adiabatic orbitsn Eq.[3) at a
given time constitute a complete orthonormal basis of tise sy
tem. In this basis, the dynamic evolution orbit of the system
reads

[Om (1)) = > eal@) |32 (1)), [0m(0)) =IM0).  (6)

The exact solutiof®p, (7)) to Eq.[1) is referred to as the sys-
tem’sdynamic evolution orbiin the Hilbert space.
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The expansion in EQ6) is referred to as thél)-invariant
adiabatic expansiorwith the time-dependent céiients.
Therefore, the set of c@iécients equations reads

En(7) =1 ) (DM@, (7)

n#m

where the diagonal elements of the matvXr) are zero and
the non-diagonal elements bf(r) read

M(@)mn = i (@5(7) | D5%(7)) = bymn(m)| €, (8)

where

HMﬂ=£Hu%w—w@+m—mmmmmmwm

From Eq[Y), it is not hard to get
C(n)™Y = AC(r) (10)
where
A= 3 -
é) (jn+1D)=n+1 ,g Jo! H (n+1 Z Umﬂ)) (11)
) MM .. MK

and Q1+ 1) denotes then 1)" derivation of@(r) with respect
to time. Then we have following theorem

Theorem For an N-level quantum system and an arbitrary

real e and a time period T, if the following conditions hold

maxA(O)ij and maxA(T)ij <B< (12)
lymn(7)| €% can be expanded ai =

k=1 (13)
with Jnax |amn| =D<
maX < m 58/<1With8+8,gl. (14)

then the probability of finding dynamical orbit in the adidiza
orbit |<I>ad'(r)> is greater thar(1 — 6) with6 = ¢/(1 - &).
Proof: From Eq[(T) and the conditions above, we have

00 p ik
lem(T) = 1] = z fo d‘r(cn(‘r) kzlagmelwm)

%é%@‘wﬂ%%%w’ (15)
ngmlﬁlqio 2NBD(z5g5ir) 1))q+l = To
Namely,
~ 1en(T)| < 1= (1)) < 7= (16)

Thus we prove the theorem.

Although Eq.(12-14) in théheoremare stficient, however,
it is somewhat too complicated. It is not hard to find for
any N-level Hamiltonian with both time-independent terms
of lynml and 6y, satisfying Rydberg-Ritz Combination Prin-
ciple(RRCPYy + 6im = 6nm, for an arbitrary real & 6 < 1,
when the following condition holds

|7.’km| < 6 (18)
¥m and knzm |9nm| N-1
viz.,
[yl 0
ma < 19
ym anc e €4(7) — Em(D) + ()] VN-1 (19)
where
d
Amn(7) = Yo (®) = yn (7) + s argynm(r) (Yn#m). (20)

then the probability of finding dynamical orbit in the aditiba
orbit |d>ﬁ1di(r)> is greater than (% 6)2.

Proof: Denotec(t) = €“""Cy(7) With wm — wn = Bnn.
Then,c;, (1) satisfy equations
. 6 2, 2,
i—C'(r) =TIC' (1) (21)
or

whereC'(7) = (c’l(r),c’z(r),...,c;\‘(r))T, IT is a self-adjoint
matrix, [y = wgx andIly = |yk|- Denote eigenvalues of as
nm, We havel[25]

[7m — wml < Z 2|7km|2-
k#m

If unitary matrix U diagonalizesII, then UTTIUT
diag{ni,n2,--- ,yn}, that is Uglly; = nUij, thus U;;

Z ‘ykl L-Uic. When condition[{9) holds, then

|7kj| 1 2 N
< + 0(09), Vi # 23
T A RS S

so|Ujj| < (6 + V20(6?)) / VN'= T and|U;| = 1 - §/2 - 0(6?).
C'(7) can be solved exactly d&is time-independent

(22)

C'(x) = €"C/(0). (24)

Applying initial conditionc; (0) = ékm, the exact solution of
(1) is Y |Umi2€™t. Thus cm(7)| = 1-6, then the probability
K

of finding dynamical orbit in the adiabatic ort}ibﬁ?‘(r)) is

Therefore, the probability of finding dynamical orbit in the Pm(7) > (1 - 6)?. Thus the proof is completed.

adiabatic orbif®zi(r)) is

PuD = lenMP2(1-722) @)

1

The premises of EQ.(19) on Hamiltonian are non-trivial.
For any general 2D systerh(r) = e.(7)|+,7){+, 7| +
e_(1)|-, 7){-, |, after applying a transformation —» 7’ =
g i r) with g(r) o [771¢+, Al & |-, 2)d4, then we can forcibly
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gete. — €, + A,_ = constantwhich makes the final time- adiabatic condition for this kind of Hamiltonian. Properly
dependent 2D system satisfying the limitations of[Ed.(19). choosing phases, two adiabatic orbits can be written as

In condition Eq[(IP), there appears a new interesting quan-
tity Amn referred to agjuantum geometric potentigQGP) o+ (7)) = cos(4)10) + €< sin(§) 1)
for following three reasons. First, QGP is ald@l)-invariant lo_ (7)) = sin(ﬂ)|o> _ Ak COS(Q)m >
under the transformation EQl(4). Second, the integral oPQG 2 2
over a closed smooth curve is théfdrence of Berry phases of
different adiabatic orbits. And the last reason is that the valu
of QGP depends only on the path and measure of adiabatic
bit or, in other wordsAmn(7)/ lymnl (YN # m) is invariant un-
der any transformation — v/ = f(r). Furthermore, It can be
proved that in 2D system&mn(7)/2lymnl is just the geodesic ‘\/772 + &2 — Kncosd
curvature of spherical curve corresponding to the adialoai

(30)

here co® = n/+n?+&2. Consider the adiabatic orbit
+(7)), we have QGPA,_ = 2Kpcoss. It is easy to obtain
the expression of the new adiabatic condition of [EQ.(19)

> |Knsing|. (31)

bit on the surface of Bloch sphere or 2D real Ray space.  Suppose the initial state of the systenj4is0), we have the

Proof: Generally, we can write the Hamiltonian of a 2D fidelity between the dynamic evolution orbit and the adiabat
system ash(r) = A(r) + B(r)fi(r) - &, wherefi(r) =  orbits at timer
(sind (r) cosy (1), sinf (1) sing (1), cosd (r)). Choosing ap-
propriate phases, the Hamiltonian’s instantaneous eligterss F(r) = QA in2(Ag) | =Ky coso+ésing 2 (32)
or adiabatic orbitsread @) \/CO (Ar) + sin( T)[ A ]

{ I+ 7) = c-os;(TT) 10) + éi(;) sin z(_: 1L (25) WwhereA= \/(1-K)?r? + £ is also a constant parameter.
|-, 7) = sin=*|0) — €47 cos=* 1) If we choose; > ¢ andK =~ 1, then the traditional con-

It's quite clear that polarization vectors of the above twié a dition [16] is satisfied but the new condition HQJ19) is not.

abatic orbits point taf(r) and—f(z) at time, respectively. Meanwhile, the fidelityF (r) ~ 1-cogsir? (Ar) + 1
Considering the adiabatic orlit, 7), the QGP of this orbit whenr is not too small. Thus, even though the traditional con-

can be easily calculated as dition is satisfied and we might regard the system as slowly
changing one, the quantum adiabatic approximation may be
0 SN + 262¢ cosh + ¢3 sir? § cosd — ¢ sind unfaithful description of the system because of tliea of
Amn = > - (26)  the QGP.
62 + (¢ sin6) While if we choose 3> £ with K > 1 andK > 7, in this

. . . ase, the QGP is much larger than thiéatence of the instan-
ﬁf’ a cr?m_parllson,%/ve vxlllﬁcalculate the geodesic curvature o aneous energy eigenvalues, and the new condition Eq.(19)
e spherical curvé(r) = (7). is satisfied while the traditional one is not. Now we have
(6 dr*) a2 F(r) ~ V1-sirf6sir?(Ar) ~ 1. Therefore, the QGP can
FXx —
d

e ) M help to guarantee the validity of the adiabatic approxiorati

= ) despite the dierence of energy eigenvalues is too small to
0 sing + 26°¢ cosd + ¢° sin’  cos) — ¢f sing o7y  satisfy the traditional condition.
B , - =\3 {27) Next, notifying that if QGP has same sign as the corre-
( 6% + (¢sin9) ) sponding diference of energy eigenvalue, it will positively
guarantee the system evolution to be adiabatic. Moreover,
where curve element if [Anml /KN ) > 1, with Eq.[I9), then the evolution
may be adiabatic whether the adiabatic orbit moves slowly
or fast. Thus we shall present an interesting Hamiltonian
for illustrating QGP may be helpful to construct robust sys-
tem. Consider a 2D system governed by Hamiltoriét) =
Then we get no; + e—ir](rz‘r(rloo_x + nleinzrrxro_ze—inz(rx‘r)ein(rzr with 770/77 >
A 1 andnpo/n1 > 1. The density matrixes of adiabatic orbits

=p. (28) read
2yl

ds= |drf = [+ (¢5in6) dr = 2lymdr.

. —ino,T 1720°xT 20 %) @no.t
In the following part, two models will be presented to show p%i(7) = % , 102t & (00 ;’\Ill(el) 728 ) ,
- T

Eq.(19) is a good diicient adiabatic condition and théect (33)
of QGP is significant. Firstly, we shall study a spin-halftpar
cle in a magnetic field. The Hamiltonian of the systemis ~ WhereN(r) = \/77(23 + (7 + 171.COS p7)2 + 2 Sir? 21,7, The
density matrixes of the evolution orbits starting from tloe-c
h(r) =no, + ¢ [U'X cos(2Knt) + oy sin(2KnT)] . (29)  responding initial states of adiabatic orbits reads

where . = Tfhwo/E:, ¢ = hw/E. and E. =

_1 noox + (L +moz\ |+
\/n? + &2 are all constants. Obviously, Hg.{19) is dfistient p=(1) = EU(T) (1 * U'(@). (34)

N(0)
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whereU(r) = e nordnoxgillnotn)otnt gnd the initial For a short summary, it is worthwhile to point that, by the
states arg?9(0). The probabilities of staying in the corre- theoremor new adiabatic condition EE.{L9), the problems
sponding adiabatic orbits are showed in [13,14] has not existed because the relation be-
tween systema andb constructed in [13,14] does not guar-
P.(7) = 1 (772 + 172 + 72 COS o1 + 21 COL 1T antee them. Apparently, fiérent from those conditions in
B 2N(O)N(r) V10 Tt [21,[22,[28], our conditions are presented in a more natural
2_,74 2= 4n(no + n2)7? 2 e way full o_f geometric interpretation. One more h_int we may
t—= sl - 7 COS n27 SIM" 7T get here is that we should more carefully deal with the phase
2 appearing in the time-dependent evolution. It is just inmero
+ T gin 277 sin 2,727) + } (35) erly handling the phase of EQL(8) in the work of predecessors
n 2 ,[16] that led to their improper traditional conditiondan

later contradiction in [13, 14]. The conditidn{19) also ifep
Heren = 2+ (po+m2)2 and1j = ~imo+ 2 + 121 @ modification of the dference of energy eigenvalues is nec-

Sinceno/n > 1 andio/n1 > 1, then probabilities will ob- ~ €ssary. De_scr|pt|0n of the tlme-_depepdent ev_olutlon misght
tain a lower boundPm, independent on the magnitude:pf ~ MOre precise and more appropriate via replaeinfr) — e, (7)

Pmin = 1— (7 + 71)? /N(0), which approach to 1. It's not hard bY €n(7) — & (7) + Amn. And a related _exper|merﬂ24] for

to verify whenr, >> n, A,_ has the same sign & - E,,  Verifying the dfect of QGP has been finished. The experi-
and|A,_|/ K+ | =) = no/m > 1. Whenn, is large, the ve- ment also found the characteristic frequenqy of a kind oftim _
locity of the adiabatic orbit has the same order of magnitudélépendent systems should be corrected via QGP. The experi-
of 12, at this time, the adiabatic orbit fast oscillates aroured th ment also illustrated the QGP should reflect some properties
exact dynamic evolution orbit, but the evolution of the syst  Of time-dependentsystems, and is not just a convenientmath

still keeps adiabatic. Fig.1 shows evolution orbitand hafic ~ Matical technique. As it is shown in our paper, QGP may play
orbit for no/n = no/n1 = 20 andno/n, = 0.2. an important role in some kinds of time-dependent procedure

but what role it may play in general time-dependent system
is not clear now. We guess non-trivial QGP will more or less
affect the evolution procedure of time-dependent system.

In conclusion, according to the conceptslbfl)-invariant
adiabatic orbit andJ (1) invariant expansion stated in this pa-
per, we present a theorem and a newisient adiabatic con-
dition, from which we get an interesting quantity QGP with
its effects and geometric properties detailedly discussed. At
the end we present two models to show the signific#liece
of QGP on the evolution.

FIG. 1: evolution orbit(red line) and adiabatic orbit(bliree).

This kind of models allows the parameters of the system
have a certain variant range, as long as the adiabatic condi-
tion Eq.[I9) holds. Thus we may conclude that the QGP may
help setting up robust systems which may tolerate faultseft  We thank Professor Sixia Yu and Dr. Dong Yang for illumi-
system itself. Another interesting hint from this modelhiatt  nating discussions and thank Professor Qimiao Si for sugges
the adiabatic orbit may be very complicated comparing withtions on the context of this paper. This work is supported by
evolution orbit, which is counterintuitive from the tradital ~ the NNSF of China, the CAS, and the National Fundamental
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