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Diffusive real-time dynamics of a particle with Berry curvatures
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We study theoretically the influence of Berry phase on the real-time dynamics of the single particle
focusing on the diffusive dynamics, i.e., the time-dependence of the distribution function. Our model
can be applied to the real-time dynamics of intraband relaxation and diffusion of optically excited
excitons, trions or particle-hole pair. We found that the dynamics at the early stage is deeply
influenced by the Berry curvatures in real-space (B), momentum-space (£2), and also the crossed
space between these two (C). For example, it is found that Q induces the rotation of the wave
packet and causes the time-dependence of the mean square displacement of the particle to be linear
in time ¢ at the initial stage; it is qualitatively different from the t> dependence in the absence of the
Berry curvatures. It is also found that {2 and C' modifies the characteristic time scale of the thermal
equilibration of momentum distribution. Moreover, the dynamics under various combinations of
B, ©Q and C shows singular behaviors such as the critical slowing down or speeding up of the
momentum equilibration and the reversals of the direction of rotations. The relevance of our model

for time-resolved experiments in transition metal dichalcogenides is also discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

The role of Berry phase! in wave mechanics has been
attracting intensive attention. The effects from both the
geometry characterized by the Berry curvature, which
can be understood as a modification of commutation re-
lations between phase space coordinates?3, and its global
aspects captured by the topological indices are the focus
of recent studies. The former includes the anomalous
Hall effect?®, spin Hall effect®%, and magnon Hall effect”,
while the topological insulators and topological super-
conductors are the examples of the latter®®. Berry phase
has been discussed for the ground states and the linear
responses near the thermal equilibrium®7, the general
cyclic evolution of a quantum state'®, and the periodi-

cally driven systems!! .

On the other hand, the role of Berry phase in the real-
time dynamics far from the equilibrium has been less
studied. Especially the diffusion processes'® are funda-
mental for propagation of particles, chemical reactions,
and even biological phenomena'®. Especially, the real-
time dynamics becomes a tractable issue experimentally
due to the technological developments, e.g., ultra-fast
time-resolved spectroscopies in cold atom systems'”!'®
and in solids'®?%. Although there have been some pro-
posals and experiments in cold atom systems?' 27 and
photonic lattice systems?® for measuring the Berry cur-
vatures in momentum space, the diffusive dynamics has
not been explored.

In this work, we study the role of Berry phase in dif-
fusion processes'®2?. We consider the Berry curvatures
in real-space (B), momentum-space (1), and also the
crossed space between these two (C). These three cur-

vatures play distinct roles in the real-time dynamics of
diffusion starting from the initial condition of fixed po-
sition and momentum. Therefore, the results offer yet
another method to disentangle the Berry curvatures in
terms of time-resolved experiments. Also it is found that
the interference between them results in rich phenomena
including the singular behaviors as shown below.

II. MODEL AND RESULTS
A. Semiclassical stochastic equation

The semiclassical equation for the wave packet local-
ized both in position and momentum space is, if we
include the friction and fluctuation caused by a heat
bath!%29:30 (see Appendix C for derivation),

7y = &g;ip) - ((Qpp)ijpj + (Qprm) (D
o= =B (@t + @)y

—myr; + /2mykpTé(t), (2)

where m is the mass of the particle, v is the friction
constant, kg is the Boltzmann constant, T' is the tem-
perature of the system, 4,7 = 1,...,d and d is the spatial
dimension of the system. (Qxx)ag (X = (7,p), and
a,f =1,...,2d are the coordinates of phase space.) is
the Berry curvature, and e(r, p) is the energy of the par-
ticle. &;(t) is the Gaussian fluctuation force and satisfies
&) (t))y = 6(t — t')d;; and (§(t)) = 0, where the

bracket denotes the ensemble average.



From now on, we will assume that the spatial di-
mension d = 2, e(p) = p*/(2m), Qp, = (Q/h)ioy,
Q. = qBioy and Qrp = (C1I,, where ¢ is the charge of
the particle and Iy and o, are 2 x 2 unit matrix and y
component of Pauli matrices, respectively. We set h =1
henceforth. Here we assumed 2, ¢B and C to be con-
stant. We defer the discussion for the applicability of our
model to real experiments to the end of the paper. Here,
B and ) are the real space magnetic field perpendicular
to our two dimensional system and Berry curvature in
momentum space, respectively. As for C, in the presence
of elastic deformation field u;(r), €., can be calculated

as31

(Qrp)ij =

R (- -2) o

where mg is an unrenormalized bare mass of the particle.
Here we restrict our attention to the symmetric part of
wij (wi; = 1 (wij + wj;)). If we consider the case where
the system is under the uniform, isotropic and weak pres-
sure, according to Hooke’s law>?, w;; o 0;5. Moreover,
for the system with m < my, small amount of deforma-
tion leads to large C' ~ 1.

As we mentioned in the introduction, varying Berry
curvatures amount to modifying the commutation rela-
tion. We will see, at particular parameter range, i.e.,
C =1 and ¢BQ2 = 1, the dynamics becomes singular. It
can be attributed to the singularity of the commutation
relation of the dynamics. For example, C=1 indicates
that the r and p commute each other and both can be
determined simultaneously, i.e., the uncertain principle
does not apply in this case.

B. Fokker-Planck equation and real-time dynamics
of diffusion

From the Langevin equations (1) and (2), we can derive
the Fokker-Planck equation, which describes the time
evolution of the probability distribution function P(X,t)
(Details of the derivation are in Refs. 15, 29, and 30) and
Appendix B:

w = (@)asVal(Vse)P]

kBT(G+GT)aﬂv VP, (4)

where the matrix G is the inverse of

©—1 _ ( myly —gBio, (1—-C)I,
G = ( 1+OL -0, ) ©®

Here we assumed that the matrix G~! is regular:

det G1 = [(1—=C)? = qBO)* + (myQ)2 £0.  (6)

We will discuss what happens if G™! is singular later.
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FIG. 1. The plots for the time evolutions of the av-

erages of the position (a) and momentum (b), measured
in units of pr = +2mkpT and rr = pr/(my). The
initial condition is P(X,t = 0) = [],6(Xa — XJ) and
(Tzovryovpzovpyo) = (0707 3pT70)’ The “None”, “B 7& 07,
“Q # 0” and “C # 0” lines are the behaviors at dimension-
less parameters (¢B/(my), myQ/h,C) = (0,0,0), (—1,0,0),
(0,1,0) and (0,0, —1), respectively, as is shown in the inset of
(a). The final position of the particle is denoted by the dots
n (a). Note that the endpoints of “None” and “Q2 # 0” line in
(a), B# 0 and Q # 0 line in (b), and “None” and C # 0 line
in (b), coincide. The momentum relaxes to 0 by friction for
all the cases. In the case of Q # 0, the directions of (p;) and
ddt (r;) do not coincide; to see this in the figure, we note that,
although the initial momentum is purely x direction, the ini-
tial ¥ contains y component, because of the finite anomalous
velocity.

Now we study the time-evolution of the distribution
function P(X,t). Because of the assumption of quadratic
dispersion of €(p) and constant Berry curvatures, we
can exactly solve Eq. (4) with the initial condition
of fixed position and momentum!S: P(X,t = 0) =
[1, 0(Xs — X2), where Xy = (r9,po) denotes the ini-
tial coordinate and momentum. Since the solution is the
Gaussian distribution, it is enough to calculate the first
and second moments for specifying the probability dis-
tribution.

The time evolution of the first moment is shown in Fig.
1 in the case of only one of B, 2 and C is nonzero. We
define two time scales which characterize the dynamics,
1/v1 and 1/7s:

B (1-0)%y
" OF B0 1 R "
_ _qB(l - C) + (QQBQ + m272)Q (8)
2T (1 = 0)2 — ¢BO? + m22Q2)

where 1/7; is the relaxation time toward the final po-
sition and momentum, and -5 represents the frequency
of the characteristic rotational motion. We can see the
characteristic rotational motion when vo # 0, i.e., B # 0
or 2 # 0 in Fig. 1.

As for the second moment, we define the correlation
function ((Xo(t)Xp(1))) = ((Xa(t) — (Xa(t)))(Xs(t) —
(X5(t)))). Then the long time behavior of ((r;r;)) is, as



t — 00,

(s (0) = (e

mkpT(1 - C)?

2 2 2.2 —it
(@B + 2z B = 3m )+ 0(e™ )>5ij-

9)

On the other hand, the short time behavior of ((r;r;))
(no summation) is, as t — 0,

{(ri(t)rs(t))) = Ryt — Rot* + R3t® + O(1*), (10)

where
2m~yO?
R, = 2 ksT (11)
detG—1
2(1 — C)2m~202ksT
Ry, = 20 = O)Pmy OV kpT (12)
(detG—1)2

(1—C)? — ¢BQ3 +m?y2Q%[3(1 — C)? — ¢BQ)

R3 = 2(1 - O)z’kaT
X [ =
3m(detG—1)3

(13)
The correlations of the momenta are,
((pi(t)p; (1)) = mkpT (1 — 7M7) 6. (14)

This quantity eventually relaxes to mkgT with the re-
laxation time 1/(2v;), since the probability distribution
relaxes to the thermal equilibrium, see Appendix B.

Finally, the cross-correlations between the position and
momentum are,

kaT
q2B2 + meyZ

(ri()p; (1)) = (f1(t)di5 — f2()(iGy)i5),

(15)
where fi(t) = my(l — C) + e 'my(1 — C)[1 —
2e7 cos(yat)] and fo(t) = ¢B(1 — C) — et [qB(1 —
C) —2m~y(1 — C)e" ! sin(yot)]. The antisymmetric corre-
lation of r; and pj, i.e., the second term in the right hand
side of Eq. (15), represents the orbital angular momen-
tum.

Among the Berry curvatures B, 2 and C, the long
time behavior of the diffusive dynamics, i.e., t >> 1/71,
is characterized mainly by B and C: If B # 0, the ro-
tational motion from the Lorentz force (Fig. 2(d)) leads
to the slow diffusion, i.e., the small diffusion coefficient,
at long time (Fig. 2(b))?*73%; the value of ((r;7;)) (no
summation) is affected when C' # 0, see Eq. (9) and Fig.
2(b). At long time, we do not see any effect of €2, see
Fig. 2. The reason is that, after the relaxation of mo-
mentum distribution (¢ > 1/41), the force on the particle
is balanced and p; = 0, so the anomalous velocity term
vanishes at the equilibrium of the momentum distribu-
tion. However, the effect of 2 does appear in the short
time dynamics at t < 1/7;.
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FIG. 2. The plots for the time evolutions of, (a,b) ({(r;r;)}, (c)
((rp))sym = ((ripi)), (d) {(rp))asym = 5({{rapy)) — {p=ry)))
and (e) ((pip;)) (no summation of repeated indices here),
where pr = 2mkgT and rr = pr/(m~y). Note the dif-
ferences of the time scale of each panel. (a) is the zoom up of
(b). The initial condition is P(X,t = 0) =[], 6(Xa — X2),
so ((XaXpg)) = 0 for Vo, 8 at t = 0. The “None”, “B # 07,
“Q # 07 and “C' # 0” lines are the behaviors at dimension-
less parameters (¢B/(m~), myQ2/h,C) = (0,0,0), (—1,0,0),
(0,1,0) and (0,0, —1), respectively, as is shown in the inset
of (a). (a) From Eq. (10), the short time behavior of ({r;7;))
is O(t) for Q # 0 and O(®) for Q = 0. (b) We can see the
difference of slope and value of ((r;r;)) at long time, see Eq.
(9). (c,d) The fact that 3 ({(rapy)) — ((p=7y))) does not van-
ish indicates the finite angular momentum at long time for
B # 0. (e) The characteristic relaxation time of ({p;p;)) is
different in three cases, see Eq. (14). Note that the “None”
and “B # 07 line coincide in (e). These results do not depend
on the initial values of X4, i.e., X2.

C. Effect of each Berry curvature on the short
time dynamics

Now we study the effect of individual Berry curvature
B, Q, and C on the short time dynamics by putting only
one of them nonzero. The interference between them will
be discussed later.

— Real-space magnetic field B

The rotational motion caused by the Lorentz force affects
the diffusive dynamics. By the rotational motion (Fig.
2(d)), the diffusion is suppressed, although Rs3 in Eq.
(10) is not affected by B (Fig. 2(a)). The relaxation
of the momentum distribution is not affected by B (Fig.
2(e)), from Egs. (7) and (14).

— Momentum space Berry curvature )

The anomalous velocity term, combined with the friction
and fluctuation terms in Eq. (2), result in the modifica-



tion of the diffusive dynamics at short time. Namely, the
spread in real space ({r;7;)) becomes fast; it is linear in ¢
in stark contrast to the usual ¢3 behavior without 2, see
Egs. (10), the definitions of Ry, R2, Rg and Fig. 2(a).
We note that our model is not a Smoluchowski equa-
tion, which describes the long time scale dynamics and
gives t linear behavior in the absence of Berry curvatures.
The coefficient is Ry = (2kpTz?)/[mvy(1 + 2?)], where
x = m~S). The finite angular momentum at short time
can be seen in Fig. 2(d); as we noted above, this behav-
ior is independent of the initial momentum pg, and can
be understood as the internal rotational motion of the
wave packet of the probability distribution in real space.
From Eq. (7), the characteristic relaxation time 1/ is
modified as 1/ = (1 + 22) /7, and the relaxation of the
momentum distribution toward the equilibrium becomes
slower, see Fig. 2(e).

— Berry curvature in crossed space C

The dynamics does not contain the rotational motion,
since ., is the diagonal matrix and the system is sym-
metric in the left-handed and right-handed direction.
The effect of C' appears in the modification of the re-
laxation time 1/y; = (1 — C)?/y from Eq. (7) (Fig.
2(c,f)) and the diffusion at short time (Fig. 2(a)) and
at long time (Fig. 2(b)). In particular, for 0 < C < 1
(C < 0), 1/ is reduced (enhanced) and the relaxation
become faster (slower). When C = 1, from Eq. (6) the
matrix G~! is singular and 7 diverges. We will discuss
this singular case below.

D. Interference between Berry curvatures

Now we consider the effects due to the coexistence of
different Berry curvatures. In particular, it often hap-
pens that both ¢B (C) and ) are finite?, e.g., when the
external magnetic field (the elastic deformation) is ap-
plied to the system with the band structure of finite €2,
so we discuss these cases.

— The interference between Q0 and B

Because of the term 1 — ¢Bf2 in the denominator, the
presence of both B and 2 leads to the enhancement of
y1 = v/[(1 — ¢BQ)? + (myQ)?], which is the recipro-
cal of the characteristic time scales of the relaxation.
This is in sharp contrast to the case where only Q is
finite and the effect is only the reduction of ~;. In par-
ticular, if we regard v, and 7, as functions of ¢B, v1
obeys the Lorentzian distribution with a peak of height
1/(m?yQ?) at ¢B = 1/Q with a half width at half max-
imum m7y. When ¢BQ) = 1 and v = 0, it is known
that the degrees of freedom of the system is reduced,
and we get the constrained system®0". Here, v and
&i(t) remove the singularity of the det G~! in Eq. (6),
as was pointed out in Ref. 15. However, the anoma-
lous behavior appears in the diffusive dynamics: The
minimum of v at B = 1/(¢?) — m~vy/(¢B) (@ > 0)
dips below zero for v < 1/(2m£), and the characteris-
tic rotational motion for short time changes the sign of

the angular momentum twice as we sweep B from —oo
to +00. Since the ratio of peak values of v; and 5 is
|¥2, peak/ V1, peak| = |myQ — 1/2|, if myQ < 1, it is possi-
ble to detect the rotational motion before the average of
the momentum and position relaxes to the equilibrium.
— The interference between Q2 and C'

In the presence of both Q and C, v, = [(1 — C)2~]/[(1 —
C)? + (myQ)?] and 72 = [y(myQ)]/[(1 - C)* + (my)?].
From these two quantities, we can see the resonant behav-
ior as we vary 1 — C, and this behavior crucially depends
on whether 2 = 0 or not, as shown below.

When C =1 and Q = 0, the dynamics of p; and r;
completely decouples, and we get the constraint p; = 0.
In this case, the system is governed by the dynamics of r;
only, and we get the Langevin equation for the Brownian
particle. In fact, as C — 1, y; = v/(1 — C)? — oo and
the system becomes overdamped for all the time scale.

When C = 1 and Q # 0, the singularity of G is
removed, see Eq. (6). However, the dynamics of p;
and r; is still decoupled. As C — 1, we get 13 =
[(1—C)%4]/[(1—=C)* + (my2)?] — 0, and the system be-
comes underdamped for all the time scale, and the effect
of the friction and fluctuation on p; vanishes. In this case,
we get the singular rotational motion: The solution of
Eq. (2) i (pas by) = polcoslt/ (mS) + ], sinlt/ (m®) + 9])
((pz0,Pyo) = po(cosp,sing)), so the dynamics of p;
is purely rotational motion with the frequency 1/(mf)
(= 72), which is singular at Q@ = 0. The dynamics of r;
is the same as 2 = 0 case discussed above. Here we see
modification of the commutation relation by the Berry
curvatures decouples the dynamics of p; and r;.

III. DISCUSSION

The results given above offer enough information to
determine Berry curvatures from the measurements of
real-time diffusive dynamics. The relaxation of the mo-
mentum distribution is affected in the presence of “mag-
netic field” in momentum space just like the diffusion
coeflicient is modified in the presence of magnetic field in
real space, and the behavior we saw is expected to occur
universally also in more complex models.

As for the coexistence of both Q2 and B, a promis-
ing candidate is the surface state of magnetic topologi-
cal insulator™®. The exchange gap induced at the sur-
face state leads to the Berry curvature 2 and quantized
anomalous Hall effect®®. Recently, it is found that the
skyrmions are produced during the magnetization pro-
cess of this system>?, which produces the real-space Berry
curvature B due to the scalar spin chirality*?. In this sit-
uation, by tuning the exchange gap and the size of the
skyrmion, the product ¢Bf) can be of the order of unity.
Note that the real-space Berry curvature produced by the
Skyrmion crystal are modulated spatially, but its effect
on the electrons with small wavenumber is identical to
that of the uniform B*!.

Even more direct relevance to our model is the dy-



namics of optically excited excitons and trions at K
and K’ point in transition metal dichalcogenides??. In
this material, when the circularly polarized light is in-
jected, one can selectively create the bound exciton at
only K or K’ point depending on the polarization. The
exchange coupling leads to strong mixing between K
and K’ excitons, and the Hamiltonian for the center of
mass momentum of excitons k = k(cos ¢,sin¢) is Hp =
vk(cos(2¢)o, + sin(2¢)oy), where o; is K and K’ val-
ley pseudo-spin and v ~ 0.79eVA represents the mixing
from the exchange coupling®?. If we apply magnetic field
B, by valley Zeeman effect?* 59 the gap Hgap = Ao,
where A ~ 2.3meV with B ~ 10T, is induced between
K and K’ excitons. And if the temperature is low enough
to satisfy kr .= v2kpTA/v < AJv,ie., T < 13K, Berry
curvature can be regarded as constant Q ~ 1.2 x 105 A2
and at the same time the dispersion of the upper band
can be approximated as quadratic. Also, the authors
of Ref. 43 suggested that binding another doped elec-
tron at K or K’ point to form a trion leads to a Dirac
type dispersion with a mass term, coming from exchange
coupling between exciton and electron, Hyap = Ao, s,
where o; and s; represent valley degrees of freedom of
constituting exciton and electron, respectively. The es-
timated value is A ~ 3meV, so if T' < 17K, our model
with © ~ 6.9 x 10* A2 is applicable for the same rea-
son as above. Moreover, since trion is a charged particle,
by applying magnetic field B = (A/q)/Q ~ —970mT,
we expect the singular behavior of v, and 7, as we dis-
cussed above. Here, B is so small that we can neglect
the effect of Zeeman energy. In both cases, for laser
spot of 0.5 um, the uncertainty in momentum space is
Ak ~2x10"*A~1 and well within A/v. The time- and
space-resolved spectra of light emission can detect the
diffusive dynamics of these particles. The time-scale of
the relaxation ; is typically pico second for electronic
systems, which is now within the range of experimental
access.

Besides above two, another candidate is the cold atom
systems. Recently, the topological band structure, i.e.,
Haldane model, is realized in optical lattice®'. It is also
realized that the local defect is introduced as the initial
condition and trace the time-evolution of the system after
it?2%3. In the case of cold atoms in optical lattice, the
random force and dissipation is rather weak, and one
needs to design the coupling of the atoms to the heat bath
such as the electromagnetic field. However, the time scale
in this case is much longer, i.e., typically ~ 10msec®?,
and the observation of the dynamics of a single particle
is expected to be easier than the electronic systems.

Finally, we point out the difference between our work
and the work in the previous literature?®°*. In Ref. 28,
the method of measuring the momentum space Berry
curvature in the lossy photonic lattice systems was dis-
cussed. Although the idea of measuring the Berry curva-
ture through the optical excitation and the resultant real-
space distribution has some resemblance to our proposal,
there are important differences: They discussed the ef-

fect of momentum space Berry curvature on a steady
state property (especially (z)) of a lossy system with a
continuous pumping at zero temperature, while we dis-
cussed the effect of phase space Berry curvatures on the
diffusive transient dynamics (including the first and sec-
ond moment in phase space) after the irradiation of light
at finite temperature. In Ref. 54, the diffusive dynamics
of an electron in a Landau level was discussed. Although
their treatment is fully quantum mechanical and ours is
semiclassical, our model is more general when restricted
to the semiclassical regime: Since projecting onto a Lan-
dau level corresponds to neglecting the kinetic term, their
model in the semiclassical, high temperature regime cor-
responds to the special case of our model with ¢B # 0
and m — 0 with m~ fixed in Eq. (2).

In summary, we find Berry curvatures modify the re-
laxation time of the probability distribution in momen-
tum space and the diffusion coefficient. In particular,
the short time behavior contains useful information and
hence the time-resolved experiments will provide useful
information on Berry curvatures.
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Appendix A: Semiclassical equation in the presence
of Berry curvatures

The physical meaning of each term in the semiclassi-
cal equation, Eqgs. (1) and (2) is the followings. e(r,p) is
the energy of the particle and reflects the potential energy
and the dispersion relation of the band. To understand
the origin of the terms containing the Berry curvature in
the equation, it is important to note that Berry connec-
tion is defined as the inner product of the adjacent wave
functions in some parameter space; here, the parameter
space is a phase space spanned by the position and mo-
mentum of a particle. Since the particle is represented by
the wave packet composed of the neighboring wave func-
tions, the dynamics of the particle is affected by Berry
connections. The Berry connections appear in the La-
grangian of the system, derived by the time dependent
variational principle®®. Except the last two terms in the
right hand side of Eq. (2), Egs. (1) and (2) are derived



from the effective Lagrangian of the system,

L= plrl + Al(rvp)rz + ai(rvp)pi - G(T,p), (Al)
where A;(r,p) and a;(r, p) are Berry connections of the
wave function in real space and momentum space, respec-
tively. To see the role of each term in the Lagrangian,
we rewrite Egs. (1) and (2) as,

1 (5) (& e v ()

(A2)
where
A—1 m’yfd 0 OA jd _ S?rr Qrp .
“ _( 0 0)+[(_Id 0 Qpr Qpp ’
(A3)

fd is a d X d unit matrix; the d x d matrices QM, Qrp, Qpyr

and Qpp represent the Berry curvatures and are defined
as the field strengths in phase space:

(er)ij = ariAj - arina (Qrp)ij = aTia’j - ap Ai’

J

(Ad)
(Qpr)ij = Op, Aj — Or;qi, (Qpp)ij = Op,a; — Op,a;. (A5)

J

(G NapXs = —Vae(X) + Napés(t)

where X = (r,p) and

V1A 0 Iy Q. Q
G 1 — " _ Err S erp )
Q+|:< —1 0 > (Qpr Qpp)]
Here, Q is some 2d x 2d symmetric matrix which rep-

resents the effect of friction and &,(¢) is the Gaussian
fluctuation force:

(Ca(t)8p(t) = 6(t = t)dap, (La(t)) = 0.

The subscript a, 3 =1, ..., 2d represent the coordinates
of phase space, I is a d X d unit matrix. This stochas-
tic differential equation does not necessarily describe the

J

(B2)

(B3)

t+e t+e

& Xa = —GaﬁVﬁE(X) + (éN)aﬂfg(t),

From the term in the square bracket in Eq. (A3), we
can see that the first three terms in Eq. (Al) represent
the symplectic structure of the system. In particular, the
first term in the parenthesis on the right hand side of Eq.
(1) is known as a source of Hall effect, and is called the
anomalous velocity term?.

Appendix B: Langevin equation in the presence of
Berry curvatures

The Langevin equation of the particle with the energy
e(r,p) in the presence of Berry curvatures is!%29:39

)

(

dynamics of a particle coupled with a thermal bath; we
need to impose the condition which ensures the relax-
ation of the system toward the equilibrium (Eq. (B21)).
This condition can be derived from the Fokker-Planck
equation, which is equivalent to the Langevin equation
equipped with the interpretation of the noise term. From
now on, we assume that GN does not depend on X to
avoid the subtlety of the interpretation of the noise term.
In general, given some stochastic differential equation,

(1) = gi(x(t)) + hi&;(t),

we can derive the time evolution of the probability dis-
tribution P(r,t) = ([[, 0(ri — x4(t))). First,

(B4)



To evaluate this up to O(e), we note that for some arbitrary function L(x(t1)),

L(z(t1)) = L(2(t) + z(t1) — =(1))

= L(x(t)) + (zx(t1) — zx(t)) Vi L(z(t)) + . ..

= L(z(t)) + /:1 dto &x(t2) Vi L(z(t)) + . ..

= L(z(t)) + /ttl dty [gr(@(t2)) + hu&i(t2)] ViL(z(t)) + .. .. (B6)

To evaluate the order of the second term, we note that

</tt+£ dt1 &(t1) /ttJre dty &;(t1))

t+e t+e
[ [ dnteg ) =5 @D

J

[
So,

t+e .
/t ity &(t) = O(eb). (BS)

Then the right hand side of Eq. (B5) can be evaluated
as

t+e

CCZ(t) +Egi(iL‘(t)) +O(€%)+h”/ dt, fj(tl). (Bg)

t

From Eq. (B9), we can calculate the first and second
moments,

tim Lyt 4 0~ 2(0) = ai(w(t) = afa(®) (B10)
lim 1((QL'Z(t +€) — (1) (z;(t +€) —x;(t)) = hithjid = ai;(x(t)). (B11)

e—0 €

And higher order moments are O(e% ). From these moments, with the Chapman-Kolmogorov equation for this Markov

process and its Kramers-Moyal expansion®®,

P(z,t+¢) = /d:r;’P(:c, t+elx’,t)P(x',t)

_ /d:c’P((:Jc @)+t +ew—a ) P@ — o', t)

= /d:c’F(a; —x' 2t + e t)

i1, 58D

= P(x,t) — <a‘9

L

where D is the dimension of the system. So, if we take
€ — 0, we obtain the Fokker-Planck equation:

Pt (2 wiwrpy+ 4 85) (a5 () P).

Z (—1)irttin Kl @

) (ea;(x)P(z, t

(B12)

. ((.3;{2) i /dw'm’fl 2P F(x, 2t + e t) (B13)
2

0+ 3 (5a5m ) (cas(@)P(e.0) + Ok, (B14)

[
If we calculate the moments from Eq. (B1), we get

aa(X) = —GQBVBG, (BIG)

tap(X) = (GN)ary (GN) 50,5 = (GNNTGT) . (B1T)

The system will eventually relax to the thermal equi-
librium if the fluctuations and frictions are caused by a
heat bath. From this physical assumption, we impose the



condition that, the equilibrium distribution,

Wt )

P.q =exp < (B18)

where kp is the Boltzmann constant and T is the temper-
ature, is the stationary solution of Eq. (B15). We note

J

<0 = (VQV5E) <Ga5 —

that € in Eq. (B18) is the same as the one in Eq. (B1),
since the effect of Berry curvatures are the modification
of the symplectic structure of the system and the energy
of the system is not modified. As we assumed that Berry
curvature terms are constant in phase space, the modifi-
cation of the density of states®7 is constant and can be
ignored. From this condition,

B 1 0? A K T A
0= <8Xa> (GapVpePeq) + 5 (%Xﬂ> ((GNNTG)QBPeq) (B19)
L (GANTET) s )
(B20)

(Vo) (V56) (- k;TGaB . (k;T)Q (C:NNT@T)QB> .

As a result, we obtain the condition

1

7 AT T
T (B21)

s(e ) =

This condition relates friction terms to fluctuation terms,
and is called the fluctuation-dissipation relationship.

Up to now, as far as the condition Eq. (B21) is satis-
fied, we can choose arbitrary form for Q and N. Here we
consider the microscopic derivation of the Langevin equa-
tion (B1) by coupling the system with a bath to decide
the form of Q and N in that situation.

Appendix C: Derivation of Eq. (B1) from Feynman
and Vernon’s influential functional

To derive the form of friction and fluctuation terms in
Eq. (B1), we consider the Caldeira-Leggett model®®:5
in the presence of Berry curvatures. The argument here
closely follows the one in Ref. 59. We set A = 1 and
kp =1 in this section. The action of the system is,

2
Su = [ (it A+ o = 3.
C

ty
Ssys = 2/ dr
tv

i

—I—Aeﬂr 1pg —|—Aeﬂr°1 5

(

where C is the closed time contour and C'=CL UC_ =
{t; +1i0,ty +4i0} U{t; —i0,¢; — i0}. Here we consider two
dimensional system and the form of Berry curvatures are

s (0 Q 5 _( 0 g¢B
Qpp—<_Q 0>7 QTT_(—qB 0)’
R cC A A -C A
Qrp:<_A C’)’ QP:( —A C)O (C2)
Then,
Q
i = 5 €jiPj + A¢jirj,  Ai= T-ejiry — COpi, - (C3)

where €;; is the antisymmetric tensor. We define r;(t +
i0) =: 77 (t), 7;(t—i0) = r; (t), and TCl(q) (t)=1(rf ()£

3

r; (t)). We use the same definition also for all the fields
in the Keldysh space. Then we get

(p?rfl + i+ qBejir i + Qejipdps!

Cpq scl Cpcl q_

»'p}
D).



Here, we couple the system with a bath which is a collection of oscillators labeled by s°°

1 T A
Shath = §Z[m dt ¢, ;(t)D

+oo
Sint = ng/ dt (Tj N i T (bs
S, o0

where &, is the x component of the Pauli matrix in
Keldysh space; the vector represents

=), el = (02, 62)); (C7)
ﬁ;l is a 2 x 2 matrix in Keldysh space:
A1y _ 0 (DA (t)
570 = (1p-ngy () )
p.0=(paly) ") (©9

And from the dispersion relationship of the harmonic os-
cillator and the fluctuation-dissipation relationship for

J

Sint =

//+Oodtdt Z
//+oodtdt Z

1 492
_izs: (e £40) — w?

T dw 4w (w)
/0 21 w? — (e £140)2
D OF = ([ (O - [ (O*) 2 = simn,
(C12)

= R+ 2imrye,

where the constant real part of [®~!(e)]**) R renor-

! (t)(gs,i(t)a

(C5)
+o0 .
D= [ a0, (Co)
[
the heat bath, in the Fourier transformed basis,
1 1
pRA)Y (2 -
S0 =5 (e+i0)2 — w2’
DX(e) = coth % [DR(e) — DA(e)]
2T
= = [Di}(e) = D3 ()], (C9)

where in the last equation, we assume the temperature is
high compared to the characteristic frequency of the os-
cillator (semiclassical approximation); ws is the frequency
of the oscillator s.

If we trace them out, there remains the terms which
represent the interaction between forward and backward
contours of the system. These terms are called the in-
fluence functional®. Since the argument is exactly the
same as the model in the absence of Berry curvatures®,
we just show the results. If we assume the Ohmic bath:

2
J(w) = 7'('2 Z—Sé(w — ws) = 2myw, (C10)

the contribution of the bath to the effective action for
the system coordinate is,

2293) 62Dt — )6, | 7i(t)

“Lt— (). (C11)

(

malizes the potential of the particle, and we will ignore
this term. Then, after Fourier transforming back to the
time representation,

Sint = —2m7/dtrq el +4im'yT/dt(r?)2. (C13)

The second term can be rewritten as

ay2 — [dt [fi<”2 —2ig,i(t)r?l(t)}
e—4m7det(ri) _ /D [&(t)] e ImAT i .

(C14)



As aresult, after performing r and p} integration, we get

<Q(1"Cl

)= [ Dls)e

. p‘ .
X H 5(rt — 4t Qe + Aeyyrs!

where we set T — kgT. This expression represents the
Langevin equation (B1) with

N — ( \/Qm'yOkBTIQ 8) 7 Q _ <mg[2 8) . (C16)

where X =
(1) and (2)

Here we note that, the friction term on the right hand
side of Eq. (2) is —m~7;, not —yp;. The reason is
that, the friction term —vyp; and the fluctuation term
V2m~kpTE(t) do not satisfy Eq. (B21). Also, the
microscopic derivation above leads to the friction term
—m~7; and the fluctuation term /2m~ykgT¥¢;(t), which
satisfy equation (B21). Therefore, as far as this micro-
scopic model is valid for the description of the dynamics,
Egs. (1) and (2) must be used.

From now on, we will use Eq. (C16). Then, from Eq.

(r,p). Then, Eq. (B1) is nothing but Egs.

(B21), Eq. (B15) can be rewritten as
OP(X .t
IPOLD — Gl (V50)P)
kBT

BG4 G pVaVeP.  (C17)

2

Appendix D: Exact results

Given any linear multivariate Fokker-Planck equation,

OP(X,1) ) 1 o2P

— 4, X3P)+ 5 Ba
ot 8 ax, NeP)+ 5 Bes gy 5%,

(D1)

where A and B are the constant matrices, we can exactly

solve it with the initial condition'®
2d
P(X,0) = H5(Xi — Xio)- (D2)
i=1

If we multiply Eq. (D1) with X, and integrate over X,
we get

0%, = A5, (D3)
then
(X,)(8) = (exp(tA))5 Xs0. (1)

At TS (t)? /D cl ]Q(

— CrhHs(ps!

10

the expression for the expectation value of the observable
Q(re, p)

(1), pl (1)

*foz] j Aez]p sz er’)/T’ ﬁz)v (015)

(

If we multiply Eq. (D1) with X, Xs and integrate over
X, we get

%mx@ = Ay (XoXs) + Asp(X,Xg) + Bys. (D5)
If we introduce
(X5 (1) X5(1))) = (X5 X5) (1) — (X4) () (X5)(t) = @w(aé%))
0% (t) = e 4O (t)e A", (D7)
then ©%4(0) = 0 and
9 g = tApetaT, (DS)

ot

As a result, we get

¢ e i
6% (t) = / dt' e ' ABe ' A"

/dt ff)AB (t—t)A /dt/efABtA
(D

Egs. (D4) and (D9), are enough to determine the whole
dynamics since the process is Gaussian. The solution is,

(D9)

P(X,t) = (2m)%(det®) "2
X exp {—;(XT —(XT) ()07 (1) (X - <X>(t))] :
(D10)

If we set €(p) = p?/(2m), the Fokker-Planck equation
with Berry curvatures, Eq. (C17), are linear multivariate

and
.1 /0 -G
A= — P D11
m (0 —Gpp ) ’ ( )
Buog = kBT(Gag + Gga), (D12)
where
G::< ,,) (D13)
Gpr Gpp



myQ? - .
1 —Q
D21 A2 ¢BQ > wy} ’

Y e myQA A B myQD »
GrpM_( D D2+A2—qBQ>I2+<A —D2+A2—qBQ ZUy s

A I myQA - myQD A

—M|(p- A N (A T
Cor ( D2+A2—q39> 2+( T Drr Az _ga) ")
A [ my(A%2 + D?) . m2~2Q .

=M | 571 —qB+ — o ———
Cor =M | 5o g2 P TP T 2 —gBa ) )

D:=1-C and
2, 42 _
_ D2 4 A? — 4B

(D? + A% — ¢BQ)? + m?7202°
So we just need to calculate Egs. (D4) and (D9) with matrices Egs. (D11) and (D12). If we define
(D? + A%)y —qB(D? + A%) + (¢°B* + m*7*)Q

ne (D2 + A2 — ¢BQ)2 + m2+2Q02’ = m[(D? + A2 — ¢BQ)? + m242Q2] ’
and
1
t) = ————|[AqB D
gl() qQBQ_FmQ,}/Q[ qb + mvy
— (AgB + myD)e " cos(yat) + (myA — ¢BD)e™ " sin(vat)],
t) = ———5—[¢BD —mvA
g2(t) 2B% + m2+2 lq my
— (¢BD — myA)e " cos(yat) + (myD + AgB)e™ " sin(vat)],
f1(t) = myD — AgB + e~ [myD + AgB — 2m~e" (D cos(yot) + Asin(vat))],
f2(t) = myA+ qBD — e " [¢qBD — myA + 2mye (A cos(yat) — Dsin(yat))],

() =emme (a2,
()= (oo 2oy (22)+ (7).

2mykpT mkpT(A? 4+ D?)

(s (o) = | e+ T L

4mPykpT (A2 + D?)
(¢2B2 + m2+2)2

mkpT

(ri()p;(1))) = m(fl(t)éij — fa(t)(i6y)ij)s

({pi(t)p; (1)) = mkpT (1 — e~ *1")5;;.

In the main text, we put A = 0. We note that,

(B? —3m>y?)

mk;BT(A2 + DQ)

—yit t B si t)) —
e (mey cos(y2t) + ¢ B sin(vat)) ¢2B2 + m2+2

D4+ A2 —gqBQ=1-2C+C?*+ A% — ¢BQ =1 — (Qrp)ii — €aprs(Qxx)ap(Qxx)15/8,

where €445 is the completely antisymmetric tensor, is nothing but the modified density of state of the system

e 2mt|§..
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