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NON-ABELIAN OBSERVABLE-GEOMETRIC PHASES AND

THE RIEMANN ZEROS

ZEQIAN CHEN

Abstract. The Hilbert-Pólya conjecture asserts that the imaginary parts of the nontrivial zeros
of the Riemann zeta function (the Riemann zeros) are the eigenvalues of a self-adjoint operator
(a quantum mechanical Hamiltonian, in the physical sense), as a promising approach to prove the

Riemann hypothesis (cf.[25]). Instead of the eigenvalues, in this paper we consider observable-
geometric phases as the realization of the Riemann zeros in a periodically driven quantum system,
which were introduced in [11] for the study of geometric quantum computation. To this end, we
further introduce the notion of non-Abelian observable-geometric phases, involving which we give an
approach to finding a physical system to study the Riemann zeros. Since the observable-geometric
phases are connected with the geometry of the observable space according to the evolution of the
Heisenberg equation, this sheds some light on the investigation of the Riemann hypothesis.

1. Introduction

Let π(x) denote the number of primes less than x for every x > 0. Since 18th century, the asymptotic
behavior of π(x) as x → ∞ was one of the most important problem in mathematics. Gauss had
conjectured that

(1.1) π(x) ∼
x

log x
, x→ ∞,

that is, limx→∞ π(x)/ x
log x = 1. In 1859, Riemann gave an outline of a possible proof of Gauss’s

conjecture (1.1), utilizing the analytic function ζ of complex variables s ∈ C, defined in the domain
R(s) > 1 (R(s) denotes the real part of a complex number s) by the series

(1.2) ζ(s) =

∞
∑

n=1

1

ns
,

and in C \ {s = 1} by analytic continuation, now known as the Riemann zeta function. To this
end, he made a conjecture that except for the trivial zeros s = −2k (k’s are positive integers), the
nontrivial zeros of the Riemann zeta function ζ (the Riemann zeros) are at the line R(s) = 1

2 . This
was the Riemann hypothesis. Based on Riemann’s work, Hadamard and de la Vallée Poussin proved
independently Gauss’s conjecture (1.1) in 1896, through showing that there is no Riemann zero at the
line R(s) = 1. This famous result is called the prime number theorem. Further, in 1902, von Koch
showed that the Riemann hypothesis implies

(1.3) π(x) ∼
x

log x
+ Cx

1
2 log x, x→ ∞,

where C > 0 is an absolute constant, and vice verse. Therefore, the Riemann hypothesis yields a
much better error term (1.3) than the prime number theorem (1.1). We refer to [10] for the details.

Concerning the Riemann hypothesis, Hilbert and Pólya suggested independently that the Riemann
zeros correspond to the eigenvalues of a self-adjoint operator (or a quantum mechanical Hamiltonian,
in the physical sense) around 1910 (cf.[17, p.2]). This was called the Hilbert-Pólya conjecture, as
a promising approach to prove the Riemann hypothesis that has been tried repeatedly (cf.[26] and
references therein). Roughly speaking, Connes [14], Berry and Keating [7, 8] initiated the investigation
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2 Zeqian Chen

of the Hilbert-Pólya conjecture in 1999, involving the Connes-Berry-Keating operator (the so-called
Berry-Keating Hamiltonian, in physical literatures) as follows

(1.4) HCBK = −i
(

x
d

dx
+

1

2

)

in the Hilbert space L2(R) (see [15] for more details). Then, Bender, Brody, and Müller [5] in 2017
introduced a (PT-symmetric) Hamiltonian that is a similarity transformation of HCBK restricted in
L2[0,∞), such that its eigenvalues formally realize the Riemann zeros under some physical conditions.
Recently, Yakaboylu [32] introduced another Hamiltonian that is also a similarity transformation of
HCBK in L2[0,∞), such that its eigenvalues can be involved as the realization of the Riemann zeros.
However, the self-adjointness of both Hamiltonians remains open.

Instead of the eigenvalues, in this paper we consider observable-geometric phases as the realization
of the Riemann zeros in a periodically driven quantum system, namely a Floquet quantum system.
The observable-geometric phases are a sequence of geometric phases for the observable in a quantum
system, which were introduced in [11] for the study of geometric quantum computation (cf.[29]). To
this end, we further introduce the notion of non-Abelian observable-geometric phases, which is defined
as a sequence of unitary operators associated with a complete set of eigenspaces of the observable.
Using the non-Abelian observable-geometric phases, we will give an approach to finding a physical
system to study the Riemann zeros. In contrast to that classical/Riemannian geometry of the state
space [27, 9] is suited to the usual geometric phases for the state [6, 1], the geometry suited for the
observable-geometric phases is a kind of quantum/operator geometric structure over the observable
space according to the evolution of the Heisenberg equation [12, 13]. This should shed some light on
the investigation of the Riemann hypothesis.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we will introduce the definition of non-Abelian
observable-geometric phases and discuss its elementary properties. Sections 3 will present an example
for non-Abelian observable-geometric phases in a three-level Floquet system. In Section 4, we will give
an approach to finding a quantum system to study the Riemann zeros via the non-Abelian observable-
geometric phases. We will give a summary in Section 5. Finally, we will include an appendix, namely
Section 6, on the geometry of non-Abelian operator-principal fiber bundles, which is needed for a
geometrical description of the non-Abelian observable-geometric phase.

2. Non-Abelian observable-geometric phase

For the sake of simplicity, we only consider finite quantum systems, namely the associated Hilbert
spaces H have a finite dimension. In what follows, we always denote by B(H) the algebra of all
bounded operators on H, by O(H) the set of all self-adjoint operators on H, and by U(H) the group of
all unitary operators on H. Without specified otherwise, the integer d always denotes the dimension
of H, and I the identity operator on H.

Consider a finite quantum system with a time-dependent Hamiltonian H(t). Since the associated
Hilbert space H has finite dimension d, each Hamiltonian H(t) has a discrete spectrum as well as all
observables considered in the following. Indeed, the spectrum of H(t) at any given time will not be of
importance. Instead, we shall consider the time evolution operator, as called propagator, generated
by H(t) (see [23, Theorem X.69]). This is a two-parameter continuous family {U(t, s) : t, s ∈ R} of
unitary operators such that for any t, r, s ∈ R,

(2.1) U(t, t) = I, U(t, r)U(r, s) = U(t, s),

and satisfying the operator Schrödinger equation

(2.2) i
d

dt
U(t, s) = H(t)U(t, s).

Then for any s ∈ R and φ ∈ H, φs(t) = U(t, s)φ is the unique solution of the time-dependent
Schrödinger equation

(2.3) i
d

dt
φs(t) = H(t)φs(t)

with φs(s) = φ.
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Given any observable X0, namely a self-adjoint operator on H, by (2.2) we conclude that X(t) =
U(0, t)X0U(t, 0) is the unique solution of the time-dependent Heisenberg equation

(2.4) i
dX(t)

dt
= [X(t), H̃(t)]

with X(0) = X0, where H̃(t) = U(0, t)H(t)U(t, 0). If there exists T > 0 such that X(T ) = X(0), the
time evolution of observable (X(t) : t ∈ R) is then called cyclic with period T, and X0 = X(0) is said
to be a cyclic observable.

Let X0 be an observable with the spectral decomposition X0 =
∑n

j=1 λjEj , where λj ’s are different

(degenerate or non-degenerate) egenvalues of X0 and Ej ’s are the associated spectral projections.
Assume that X(t) = U(0, t)X0U(t, 0) is cyclic with period T, namely X(T ) = X0 so that

(2.5) U(0, T )EjU(T, 0) = Ej , 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

Denote dj to be the dimension of Ej [H] for 1 ≤ j ≤ n. Then
∑

j dj = d. For 0 ≤ t ≤ T, let

Hj(t) = U(0, t)EjU(t, 0)[H] of the dimension dj for 1 ≤ j ≤ n. By (2.5) one has

Hj(T ) = Hj(0) = Ej [H], 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

Note that H =
⊕

j Hj(t) for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T.

For 1 ≤ j ≤ n, let {ψ
(j)
k : k = 1, . . . , dj} be an orthonormal basis of Ej [H]. Denoting ψ

(j)
k (t) =

U(0, t)ψ
(j)
k for 1 ≤ k ≤ dj , which are the eigenstates of X(t) associated with the eigenvalue λj , we

conclude that ψ
(j)
k (t) satisfies the skew (time-dependent) Schrödinger equation

(2.6) i
d

dt
ψ
(j)
k (t) = −H̃(t)ψ

(j)
k (t), 1 ≤ k ≤ dj ,

with ψ
(j)
k (0) = ψ

(j)
k , due to the fact that U(0, t) = U(t, 0)−1. By (2.5), one has that for 0 ≤ t ≤ T,

{ψ
(j)
k (t) : k = 1, . . . , dj} is an orthonormal basis of Hj(t) for 1 ≤ j ≤ n. In particular, {ψ

(j)
k (T ) : k =

1, . . . , dj} is an orthonormal basis of Hj(0) (j = 1, . . . , n).

For 1 ≤ j ≤ n, let Ṽj(t) = [ṽ
(j)
mk(t)]

dj

m,k=1 be the solution to the matrix equation

(2.7) i
d

dt
Ṽj(t) = Cj(t)Ṽj(t),

with Ṽj(0) = Ini
, where Cj(t) = [c

(j)
mk(t)]

dj

m,k=1 with

c
(j)
m,k(t) = 〈ψ(j)

m (t), H̃(t)ψ
(j)
k (t)〉 = 〈ψ(j)

m , H(t)ψ
(j)
k 〉, 1 ≤ m, k ≤ dj .

All Ṽj(t)’s are dj × dj unitary matrices, since Cj(t)’s are all Hermitian matrices. Define

(2.8) ψ̃
(j)
k (t) =

dj
∑

m=1

ṽ
(j)
mk(t)ψ

(j)
m (t), 1 ≤ k ≤ dj .

For each 0 ≤ t ≤ T , {ψ̃
(j)
k (t) : k = 1, . . . , dj} is an orthonormal basis of Hj(t) for 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

Proposition 2.1. With the above notations, for 1 ≤ j ≤ n,

(2.9) 〈ψ̃(j)
m (t),

d

dt
ψ̃
(j)
k (t)〉 = 0, ∀1 ≤ m, k ≤ dj .

This shows that ψ̃
(j)
m (t)’s are “the parallel transportation” in some sense (see Proposition 6.3 below).

Proof. By (2.6), one has

d

dt
ψ̃
(j)
k (t) =

dj
∑

m=1

[(

− i

dj
∑

ℓ=1

〈ψ(j)
m (t), H̃(t)ψ

(j)
ℓ (t)〉ṽ

(j)
ℓk (t)

)

ψ(j)
m (t) + iṽ

(j)
mk(t)H̃(t)ψ(j)

m (t)
]

.

Taking the inner product of both sides of the above equation with ψ
(j)
m (t), we obtain

(2.10) 〈ψ(j)
m (t),

d

dt
ψ̃
(j)
k (t)〉 = 0, ∀1 ≤ m, k ≤ dj .

Thus, by (2.8) we obtain (2.9). �
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Since {ψ
(j)
k (T ) : k = 1, . . . , dj} is an orthonomal basis of Hj(0), so does {ψ̃

(j)
k (T ) : k = 1, . . . , dj},

we have

ψ̃
(j)
k (T ) =

dj
∑

m=1

g
(j)
mkψ

(j)
m ,

where g
(j)
mk = 〈ψ

(j)
m , ψ̃

(j)
k (T )〉 for all 1 ≤ m, k ≤ dj . This leads to the notion of non-Abelian geometric

phase for the observable as follows.

Definition 2.1. With the above notations, the non-Abelian geometric phases of the periodic evolution
of observable X(t) is defined by

(2.11) Gj = [g
(j)
mk]

dj

m,k=1,

for every j = 1, . . . , n. We simply call Gj’s the non-Abelian observable-geometric phases (NOGPs, in
short).

The following proposition shows that Gj is geometrical in the physical sense that it is independent
of the Hamiltonian H(t) and depends only on the Hilbert subspace loop Kj : [0, T ] ∋ t 7→ Hj(t).

Proposition 2.2. With the above notations, for 1 ≤ j ≤ n, Gj is a dj × dj unitary matrix and
depends only on the loop Kj : [0, T ] ∋ t 7→ Hj(t). Precisely,

(2.12) Gj = Idj
+

∞
∑

m=1

im
∫ T

0

∫ t1

0

· · ·

∫ tm−1

0

Aj(t1) · · ·Aj(tm)dtm · · · dt1,

where Aj(t) = [a
(j)
mk(t)]

dj

m,k=1 with a
(j)
mk(t) = i〈ψ̄

(j)
m (t), d

dt ψ̄
(j)
k (t)〉, and {ψ̄

(j)
k (t) : k = 1, . . . , dj} is an

orthonormal basis of Hj(t) such that for each 1 ≤ k ≤ dj , the mapping [0, T ] ∋ t 7→ ψ̄
(j)
k (t) is

continuously differential H-valued function satisfying ψ̄
(j)
k (T ) = ψ̄

(j)
k (0) = ψ

(j)
k .

Proof. Since {ψ̃
(j)
k (T ) : k = 1, . . . , dj} and {ψ

(j)
k : k = 1, . . . , dj} are both orthonomal bases of Hj(0),

it follows that Gj is a dj × dj unitary matrix. Since {ψ
(j)
k (t) : k = 1, . . . , dj} is an orthonormal basis

of Hj(t), by (2.10) one has

(2.13) 〈ψ̄(j)
m (t),

d

dt
ψ̃
(j)
k (t)〉 = 0,

for any 1 ≤ m, k ≤ dj .

Next, since {ψ̃
(j)
k (t) : k = 1, . . . , dj} is also an orthonormal basis of Hj(t), we obtain

(2.14) ψ̃
(j)
k (t) =

dj
∑

p=1

v̄
(j)
pk (t)ψ̄

(j)
p (t)

where v̄
(j)
mk(t) = 〈ψ̄

(j)
m (t), ψ̃

(j)
k (t)〉. By (2.14), one has

d

dt
ψ̃
(j)
k (t) =

dj
∑

p=1

([ d

dt
v̄
(j)
pk (t)

]

ψ̄(j)
p (t) + v̄

(j)
pk (t)

d

dt
ψ̄(j)
p (t)

)

.

Taking the inner product of both sides of the above equation with ψ̄
(j)
m (t), by (2.13) we obtain

0 =
d

dt
v̄
(j)
mk(t)− i

dj
∑

p=1

a(j)mpv̄
(j)
pk (t), ∀1 ≤ m, k ≤ dj .

Thus, let V̄j(t) = [v̄
(j)
mk(t)]

dj

m,k=1, we obtain

(2.15) i
d

dt
V̄j(t) = −Aj(t)V̄j(t).

By the Dyson expansion (cf. [23, Theorem X.69]), we have

V̄j(t) = Idj
+

∞
∑

m=1

im
∫ t

0

· · ·

∫ tm−1

0

Aj(t1) · · ·Aj(tm)dtm · · · dt1, ∀0 ≤ t ≤ T,
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with the convention t0 = t.
Since

ψ̃
(j)
k (T ) =

dj
∑

m=1

v̄
(j)
mk(T )ψ

(j)
m =

dj
∑

m=1

g
(j)
mkψ

(j)
m , ∀1 ≤ k ≤ dj ,

we conclude Gj = V̄j(T ), i.e., (2.12) holds true. Note that Gj is independent of {ψ̄
(j)
k (t) : 0 < t ≤

T ; k = 1, . . . , dj}, while V̄j(T ) is independent of the Hamiltonian H(t). But the choice of {ψ̄
(j)
k (t) :

0 ≤ t ≤ T ; k = 1, . . . , dj} depends on the Hilbert subspace loop Kj : [0, T ] ∋ t 7→ Hj(t). Hence, Gj is
independent of the Hamiltonian H(t) and depends only on the loop Kj : [0, T ] ∋ t 7→ Hj(t). �

Remark 2.1. 1) If one eigenvalue λj of the initial observable X0 is non-degenerate as the eigenstate

ψ(j), the corresponding observable-geometric phase Gj = [g(j)] is a number such that g(j) =
eiβj , where βj coincides with the observable-geometric phase defined in [11] associated with the

eigenstate ψ(j) of X0.
2) For any 1 ≤ j ≤ n, we define

(2.16) Ũj =

dj
∑

m,k=1

g
(j)
mk|ψ

(j)
m 〉〈ψ

(j)
k |,

then Ũj is a unitary operator on Hj(0). Thus,

Ũ =
n
∑

j=1

Ũj

is a unitary operator on H. In fact, Ũ is a holonomy element of a non-Abelian quantum connection

in an operator-principal fiber bundle associated with the initial basis {ψ
(j)
k : 1 ≤ k ≤ dj ; 1 ≤ j ≤ n}

(see Section 6 for the details).

If the system evolves adiabatically (cf.[9, Chapter 2]), H(t) varies slowly with H(t)|ψn(t)〉 =
λn(t)|ψn(t)〉, for a complete set {|ψn(t)〉}, such that the state remains an eigenstate of H(t) at all
time t with the same energy quantum number n, namely the time evolution operator

(2.17) U(t, 0) ⋍
∑

n

|ψn(t)〉〈ψn(0)|

to a good approximation, see [1, (5)-(6)] or [9, (2.37)-(2.39)] for the details. Suppose that H(0) has a
spectral decomposition H(0) =

∑n
j=1 λjEj , where λj ’s are different (degenerate or non-degenerate)

egenvalues of H(0) and Ej ’s are the associated spectral projections. If the adiabatic evolution is
cyclic with period T, namely H(0) = H(T ), then U(T, 0) = I and so, the time-observable evolution
[0, T ] ∋ t 7→ U(0, t)H(0)U(t, 0) is cyclic with the period T. In this case, we can obtain the non-
Abelian observable-geometric phases of this observable evolution as constructed in Definition 2.1, but
in general such phases do not coincide with those defined by Wilczek and Zee [31].

Our method of the above construction can apply to obtain the non-Abelian geometric phases for
the state evolution introduced in both [3] and [31]. To this end, let U(t) = U(t, 0) be the time
evolution operator associated with the Hamiltonian H(t). Let H(0) be the initial state space of
the system with the initial basis {ψj : 1 ≤ j ≤ n} of H(0) such that the Hilbert subspace flow:

[0, T ] ∋ t 7→ H(t) = {U(t)x : x ∈ H(0)} is cyclic, namely H(T ) = H(0). Let Ṽ (t) = [ṽmk(t)]
n
m,k=1 be

the solution to the matrix equation

(2.18) i
d

dt
Ṽ (t) = C(t)Ṽ (t),

with Ṽ (0) = In, where C(t) = [cmk(t)]
n
m,k=1 with

cm,k(t) = −〈U(t)ψm, H(t)U(t)ψk〉, 1 ≤ m, k ≤ n.

Define

(2.19) ψ̃k(t) =

n
∑

m=1

ṽmk(t)ψm(t), 1 ≤ k ≤ n,
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where ψm(t) = U(t)ψm for 1 ≤ m ≤ n. Since {ψ̃k(T ) : k = 1, . . . , n} is an orthonormal basis of H(0),
we have

ψ̃k(T ) =

n
∑

m=1

gmkψm,

where gmk = 〈ψm, ψ̃k(T )〉 for all 1 ≤ m, k ≤ n. The non-Abelian geometric phase of this state
evolution is then defined to be the matrix as follows

(2.20) G = [gmk]
n
m,k=1,

which coincides with the non-Abelian geometric phase as defined in [31, 3]. By the argument in
Proposition 2.2, we can show that this G is independent of H(t)’s and depends only on the Hilbert
subspace loop K : [0, T ] ∋ t 7→ H(t).

3. An example

For illustrating our approach to the NOGPs, we consider a three-level system, i.e., the Hilbert
space H = C3 with the standard basis

|0〉 =





1
0
0



 , |1〉 =





0
1
0



 , |2〉 =





0
0
1



 .

Suppose that the Hamiltonian describing the system is given by (cf.[30])

(3.1) H(t) = Ω(t)(|2〉〈b|+ |b〉〈2|),

where |b〉 = ω0|0〉 + ω1|1〉 with ω0 and ω1 being two constants such that |ω0|
2 + |ω1|

2 = 1, and

Ω : t 7→ Ω(t) ∈ R is a continuous real-valued T -periodic function such that
∫ T

0 Ω(t)dt = π. The time
evolution operator U(t, 0) is given by (cf.[2])

(3.2) U(t, 0) = |d〉〈d| + cosΦ(t)(|b〉〈b|+ |2〉〈2|)− i sinΦ(t)(|2〉〈b|+ |b〉〈2|),

where |d〉 = −ω1|0〉 + ω0|1〉 and Φ(t) =
∫ t

0
Ω(s)ds. Let X0 = λ1(|0〉〈0| + |1〉〈1|) + λ2|2〉〈2| be an

observable with λ1 6= λ2. Then the observable evolution [0, T ] ∋ t 7→ X(t) = U(0, t)X0U(t, 0) is cyclic
with the period T , that is,

U(0, T )EjU(T, 0) = Ej , j = 1, 2

where E1 = |0〉〈0|+ |1〉〈1| and E2 = |2〉〈2|.
For the initial basis

(3.3)











ψ
(1)
1 =cos

φ

2
|0〉+ eiϕ sin

φ

2
|1〉,

ψ
(1)
2 =− e−iϕ sin

φ

2
|0〉+ cos

φ

2
|1〉,

in H1(0) = E1[C
3], since

c
(1)
mk = 〈ψ(1)

m (t), H̃(t)ψ
(1)
k (t)〉 = 〈ψ(1)

m , H(t)ψ
(1)
k 〉 = 0, m, k = 1, 2,

by (6.10) we have Ṽ1(t) = I2 and so

ψ̃
(1)
k (t) = ψ

(1)
k (t) = U(0, t)ψ

(1)
k , k = 1, 2,

for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T. Since U(0, T ) = |d〉〈d| − |b〉〈b| − |2〉〈2|, we obtain






ψ̃
(1)
1 (T ) =g

(1)
11 ψ

(1)
1 + g

(1)
21 ψ

(1)
2 ,

ψ̃
(1)
2 (T ) =g

(1)
21 ψ

(1)
1 − g

(1)
11 ψ

(1)
2 ,

where

g
(1)
11 =(|ω1|

2 − |ω0|
2) cosφ− (e−iϕω0ω1 + eiϕω0ω1) sinφ,

g
(1)
21 =eiϕ(|ω0|

2 − |ω1|
2) sinφ− 2ω0ω1 cos

2 φ

2
+ 2e2iϕω0ω1 sin

2 φ

2
.
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Thus, we have

(3.4) G1 =

[

g
(1)
11 g

(1)
21

g
(1)
21 −g

(1)
11

]

= n · σ̄,

where n = (Re(g
(1)
21 ), Im(g

(1)
21 ), g

(1)
11 ), ~σ = (σx, σy, σz) is the standard Pauli matrices:

(3.5) σx =

(

0 1
1 0

)

, σy =

(

0 −i
i 0

)

, σz =

(

1 0
0 −1

)

.

Taking φ = 0, ω0 = eiϑ sin θ
2 and ω1 = − cos θ

2 , one has

(3.6) G1 =

[

cos θ e−iϑ sin θ
eiϑ sin θ − cos θ

]

= n · ~σ

where n = (sin θ cosϑ, sin θ sinϑ, cos θ).

For the initial basis ψ
(2)
1 = eiφ|2〉 in H2(0) = E2[H], since Ṽ2(t) = 1, we have ψ̃

(2)
1 (t) = ψ

(2)
1 (t) and

so

ψ̃
(2)
1 (T ) = −ψ

(2)
1 .

Thus G2 = eiπ, where π is equal to the observable-geometric phase defined in [11] associated with the
non-degenerate eigenstate |2〉 of the observable X0.

4. The Riemann zeros

In this section, we shall show that the NOGPs can be used to find the Riemann zeros. To this end,
we consider the Riemann Ξ function

ξ(E) =
1

2
s(s− 1)π−s/2Γ(s/2)ζ(s), s =

1

2
+ iE,

whose zeros coincide with the Riemann zeros. This can be written as

(4.1) ξ(E) =

∫ ∞

0

Φ(t) cos(Et/2)dt,

where

Φ(t) = 2πe5t/4
∞
∑

n=1

(2πetn2 − 3)n2e−πn2et

(see [10] for the details).
As in Section 3, we consider a three-level system associated with the Hilbert space H = C

3. The
Hamiltonian describing the system takes the form

(4.2) HE(t) = ∆E(|0〉〈1|+ |1〉〈0|) + Ω(t)(|2〉〈b|+ |b〉〈2|),

where ∆E = ξ(E) for any real parameter E, |b〉 = ω0|0〉+ ω1|1〉 with ω0 and ω1 being two constants
such that |ω0|2+ |ω1|2 = 1, and Ω : t 7→ Ω(t) ∈ R is a continuous real-valued T -periodic function such

that
∫ T

0
Ω(t)dt = π.

When s = 1
2 + iE is a Riemann zero, ∆E = 0 and then the Hamiltonian HE(t) reduces to

H(t) = Ω(t)(|2〉〈b|+ |b〉〈2|).

As shown in Section 3, in this case, we obtain the NOGPs as the same as the non-Abelian geometric
phases given by Sjöqvist et al [30]. Indeed, let ω0 = eiϑ sin θ

2 and ω1 = − cos θ
2 , taking the initial basis

ψ
(1)
1 = |0〉 and ψ

(1)
2 = |1〉 we obtain the non-Abelian observable-geometric phase G1 in (3.6), which

defines the one-qubit gate as follows

U (1)(Cn) = cos θ|0〉〈0|+ eiϑ sin θ|1〉〈0|+ e−iϑ sin θ|0〉〈1| − cos θ|1〉〈1| = n · ~σ,

where n = (sin θ cosϑ, sin θ sinϑ, cos θ).
Therefore, the Riemann zeros can be detected by realizing a non-Abelian observable-geometric

phase or equivalently, one-qubit geometric gate, as the real parameter E varies in a three-level Floquet
system. Note that, the first two Riemann zeros can be obtained by detecting the degeneracy of
the quasienergies of a two-level Floquet system (cf.[16, 18, 19]). However, our model concerns the
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realization of the non-Abelian observable-geometric phases, that depend only on the geometrical
properties of a Floquet quantum system.

5. Conclusion

Geometric phases provide a new way of looking at quantum mechanics and have various applications
in quantum information and related fields (cf.[9, 22, 28]). The usual theory of the geometric phase is
based on the Schrödinger picture, that is, the geometric phase is defined for the state and explained as
the geometrical properties of the state space (cf.[6, 27, 31, 1, 24, 3, 4]). In [11], we define the notion of
the geometric phases for the observable (observable-geometric phase) in the Heisenberg picture, which
is explained as the geometrical properties of the observable space. This provide an alternative way of
studying the geometrical properties of the quantum system from the viewpoint of the observable. We
have shown that the observable-geometric phases can be used to realize a universal set of quantum
gates in quantum computation.

Here, we continue to study the so-called non-Abelian observable-geometric phases. A mathematical
construction of the non-Abelian observable-geometric phases is presented. As application, we propose
an approach to finding a three-level Floquet system to study the Riemann zeros via the non-Abelian
observable-geometric phases. Following the Hilbert-Pólya conjecture, instead of the eigenvalues, we
would conjecture that the Riemann zeros correspond to the observable-geometric phases of a (non-
Hermitian) quantum evolution (cf.[12]). Therefore, it may not be unreasonable to hope that this
new insight of the observable-geometric phase may have heuristic value on the investigation of the
Riemann hypothesis.

6. Appendix: Geometry over non-Abelian quantum connection

In this appendix, we first introduce the notion of non-Abelian operator-principal fiber bundles.
Then we define the notions of non-Abelian quantum connections and quantum parallel transportation.
Finally, we give the geometrical description of non-Abelian observable-geometric phases in terms of
the non-Abelian quantum connections.

6.1. Operator-principal fiber bundles. For an orthonomal basis O0 = {en : 1 ≤ n ≤ d} of H,

a [d1, . . . , dn]-partition of Q0 consists of n disjoint nonempty subsets Q
(1)
0 , . . . , Q

(n)
0 of Q0, that is,

Q
(j)
0 = {e

(j)
k : 1 ≤ k ≤ dj} (j = 1, . . . , n),

∑n
j=1 dj = d, Q

(j)
0 ∩Q

(k)
0 = ∅ if j 6= k, and Q0 = ∪n

j=1Q
(j)
0 .

Such a partition of Q0 is denoted by [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1 or [Q

(1)
0 , . . . , Q

(n)
0 ].

Definition 6.1. Given an orthonomal basis O0 of H with a fixed [d1, . . . , dn]-partition [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1 such

that Q
(j)
0 = {e

(j)
k : 1 ≤ k ≤ dj} (j = 1, . . . , n), define

G
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
=

{

U ∈ U(H) : U =

n
∑

j=1

dj
∑

m,k=1

u
(j)
mk|e

(j)
m 〉〈e

(j)
k |, [u

(j)
mk]

dj

m,k=1 ∈ U(dj ,C), 1 ≤ j ≤ n
}

,

where U(k,C) is the set of all k × k complex unitary matrices for an integer k ≥ 1.

Note that G
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
is a topological subgroup of U(H), that is, each U ∈ G

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
is of the form

U =

n
∑

j=1

Uj,

where Uj ∈ U(Hj) with the Hilbert subspace Hj of H generated by {e
(j)
k : 1 ≤ k ≤ dj} for 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

To construct an operator-principal fiber bundle, we fix an orthonomal basis O0 of H with a given

[d1, . . . , dn]-partition [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1. The right action of G

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
on U(H) is defined as: For any G ∈

G
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
,

RG : U 7→ UG, ∀U ∈ U(H).

Since RG1G2U = RG2(RG1U) and RIU = U for all G1, G2 ∈ G
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
and U ∈ U(H), then U(H) is a

right G
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
-space.
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Two unitary operator U and V in U(H) is called G
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
-equivalent provided there exists G ∈

G
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
such that U = V G. This relation is an equivalent relation, and the set UG

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
= {UG :

G ∈ G
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
} is the equivalent class determined by U ∈ U(H). We define

W
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
= {UG

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
: U ∈ U(H)}

with the quotient topology, that is, the largest topology such that the projection

Π
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
: U(H) 7→ W

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0

is continuous. By definition (cf.[20, Definition 4.1.6]), the triple

(U(H),Π
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
,W

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
)

is a G
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
-bundle, denoted by ξ

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
.

Proposition 6.1. The G
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
-bundle ξ

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
is a principal G

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
-bundle.

Proof. Since the equality UG = U for G ∈ G
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
and U ∈ U(H) implies G = I, the right action

of G
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
on U(H) is free. Define τ : X∗ = {(U,UG) : U ∈ U(H), G ∈ G

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
} 7→ G

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
by

τ(U,UG) = G. Since the right action of G
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
on U(H) is free, the mapping τ : X∗ 7→ G

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
is

well defined, and then is a continuous translation function for the right G
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
-space U(H). Thus, by

definition (cf.[20, Definition 4.2.2]), the G
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
-bundle ξ

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
is a principal G

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
-bundle. �

Note that the principal G
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
-bundle ξ

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
is a bundle with fiber G

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
, that is, for

any W ∈ W
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
, (Π

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
)−1[W ] is topologically homeomorphic to G

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
(cf.[20, Proposi-

tion 4.2.6]). In this case, the group G
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
is called the structure group of ξ

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
(in physical

literatures, the structure group G
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
is also called the gauge group of ξ

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
, cf.[9]).

Definition 6.2. Given an orthonomal basis O0 of H with a fixed [d1, . . . , dn]-partition [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1, the

principal G
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
-bundle

ξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
= (U(H),Π

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
,W

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
)

is simply called an operator-principal fiber bundle (OPFB, in short) with the fiber G
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
.

Remark 6.1. Note that the operator-principal fiber bundle ξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
is not a principal fiber bundle

in the usual sense of mathematical literatures (cf. [20, Section 4.5]).

For two orthonomal bases O0 = {en : n ≥ 1} and O′
0 = {e′n : n ≥ 1} of H with the same

[d1, . . . , dn]-partition [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1 and [Q

′(j)
0 ]nj=1, we define a unitary operator U0 by U0e

(j)
k = e

′(j)
k for

1 ≤ k ≤ dj and j = 1, . . . , n. Then the map (T, f) : ξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
7→ ξ

[Q
′(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q′

0
defined by TU = U0UU

−1
0

and f(UG
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
) = U0UU

−1
0 G

[Q
′(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q′

0
for U ∈ U(H) is a bundle isomorphism such that T maps

the fiber of ξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
over UG

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
onto the fiber of ξ

[Q
′(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q′

0
over U0UU

−1
0 G

[Q
′(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q′

0
, namely the
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following diagram is commutative:

U(H)

Π
[Q

(j)
0 ]n

j=1
Q0 ��

T
// U(H)

Π
[Q

′(j)
0

]n
j=1

Q′

0��

W
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0 f
// W

[Q
′(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q′

0
.

Thus, ξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
and ξ

[Q
′(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q′

0
are isomorphic as principal bundles (cf.[21]).

6.2. Non-Abelian quantum connection. As in [11], we need to define the suitable concepts of

quantum connection and parallel transportation over the operator-principal fiber bundle ξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
. In

what follows, we will introduce a geometric structure over ξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
in a certain operator-theoretic

sense, where the differential structure over W
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
is different from the usual one (cf.[21]).

At first, a tangent vector for G
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
is defined in a operator-theoretic way, as in [11, Definition

A.2]. The set of all tangent vectors of G
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
at U is denoted by TUG

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
, and

TG
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
=

⋃

U∈G
[Q

(j)
0 ]n

j=1
Q0

TUG
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
.

In particular, we denote g
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
= TUG

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
if U = I. Note that given an orthonomal basis O0

of H with a fixed [d1, . . . , dn]-partition [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1 such that Q

(j)
0 = {e

(j)
k : 1 ≤ k ≤ dj} (j = 1, . . . , n),

if U ∈ G
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
, then for every Q ∈ TUG

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
there exist n complex matrices X(j) = [x

(j)
mk]

dj

m,k=1

(1 ≤ j ≤ n) such that

(6.1) Q =

n
∑

j=1

dj
∑

m,k=1

x
(j)
mk|e

(j)
m 〉〈e

(j)
k |.

In particular, each element Q ∈ g
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
is of the form

(6.2) Q =

n
∑

j=1

dj
∑

m,k=1

x
(j)
mk|e

(j)
m 〉〈e

(j)
k |,

where X(j) = [x
(j)
mk]

dj

m,k=1 is a dj × dj complex matrix for every j = 1, . . . , n. Therefore, g
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
is a

linear subspace of B(H).

The following is the tangent space for the base space W
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
in the operator-theoretic sense.

Definition 6.3. Fix an orthonomal basis O0 of H with a given [d1, . . . , dn]-partition [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1.

1) A continuous curve χ : [a, b] ∋ t 7→W (t) ∈ W
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
is said to be differential at a fixed t0 ∈ (a, b)

relative to [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1, if there is a nonempty subset A of B(H) satisfying that for any Q ∈ A there

exist ε > 0 so that (t0 − ε, t0 + ε) ⊂ [a, b] and a strongly continuous curve γ : (t0 − ε, t0 + ε) ∋ t 7→

Ut ∈ [Π
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
]−1(O(t)) such that the limit

lim
t→t0

Ut(h)− Ut0(h)

t− t0
= Q(h)

for any h ∈ H. In this case, A is called a tangent vector of χ at t = t0 and denoted by

A =
dW (t)

dt

∣

∣

t=t0
=
dχ(t)

dt

∣

∣

t=t0
.

We can define the left (or, right) tangent vector of χ at t = a (or, t = b) in the usual way.
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2) Given W ∈ W
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
, a tangent vector of W

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
at W relative to [Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1 is define to be a

nonempty subset A of B(H), provided A is a tangent vector of some continuous curve χ at t = 0,

where χ : (−ε, ε) ∋ t 7→ W (t) ∈ W
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
with χ(0) = W, i.e., A = dW (t)

dt

∣

∣

t=0
. We denote by

TWW
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
the set of all tangent vectors of W

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
at W, and write

TW
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
=

⋃

W∈W
[Q

(j)
0

]n
j=1

O0

TWW
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
.

Therefore, the tangent vectors for the base space W
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
are dependent on the orthonomal basis

O0 and its [d1, . . . , dn]-partition [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1.

Definition 6.4. Fix an orthonomal basis O0 of H with a given [d1, . . . , dn]-partition [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1.

1) A strongly continuous curve γ : [a, b] ∋ t 7→ U(t) ∈ U(H) is said to be differential at a fixed
t0 ∈ (a, b), if there is an operator Q ∈ B(H) such that the limit

lim
t→t0

Ut(h)− Ut0(h)

t− t0
= Q(h)

for all h ∈ H. In this case, Q is called the tangent vector of γ at t = t0 and denoted by

Q =
dγ(t)

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=t0
=
dU(t)

dt

∣

∣

∣

t=t0
.

We can define the left (or, right) tangent vector of γ at t = a (or, t = b) in the usual way.
Moreover, γ is called a smooth curve, if γ is differential at each point t ∈ [a, b], and for any

h ∈ H, the H-valued function t 7→ dγ(t)
dt (h) is continuous in [a, b].

2) For a given P ∈ U(H), an operator Q ∈ B(H) is called a tangent vector of ξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
at P, if there

exists a strongly continuous curve γ : (−ε, ε) ∋ t 7→ Pt ∈ U(H) with γ(0) = P, such that γ is

differential at t = 0 and Q = dγ(t)
dt

∣

∣

t=0
. Denote by TP ξ

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
the set of all tangent vectors of

ξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
at P relative to [Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1, and write

Tξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
=

⋃

P∈U(H)

TP ξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
.

3) Given P ∈ U(H), a tangent vector Q ∈ TP ξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
is said to be vertical, if there is a strongly

continuous curve γ : (−ε, ε) ∋ t 7→ Pt ∈ PG
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
with γ(0) = P such that γ is differential at

t = 0 and Q = dγ(t)
dt

∣

∣

t=0
. We denote by VP ξ

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
the set of all vertically tangent vectors at P.

Remark 6.2. For any P ∈ U(H), the tangent space TP ξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
is the same for any orthonomal basis

O0 of H with a fixed [d1, . . . , dn]-partition [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1, since it is the usual tangent space of U(H) at P

in the operator-theoretic sense. However, the vertically tangent space VP ξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
is different from

each other for distinct orthonomal bases O0 with a fixed [d1, . . . , dn]-partition [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1. In particular,

if O0 has a [d1, . . . , dn]-partition [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1 such that Q

(j)
0 = {e

(j)
k : 1 ≤ k ≤ dj} (j = 1, . . . , n), then

every Q ∈ VP ξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
has the form

(6.3) Q =

n
∑

j=1

dj
∑

m,k=1

x
(j)
mkP |e

(j)
m 〉〈e

(j)
k |,

where X(j) = [x
(j)
mk]

dj

m,k=1 is a dj × dj complex matrix for every j = 1, . . . , n.
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Given G ∈ G
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
, the right action RG of G

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
on ξ

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
defined by

RG(U) = UG, ∀U ∈ U(H),

induces a map (RG)∗ : TP ξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
7→ TRG(P )ξ

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
for each P ∈ U(H) such that

(RG)∗(Q) = QG, ∀Q ∈ TP ξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
.

Since RG preserves the fibers of ξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
, then (RG)∗ maps VP ξ

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
into VRG(P )ξ

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
.

Now, we are ready to define the concept of quantum connection over the operator-principal fiber

bundle ξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
.

Definition 6.5. Fix an orthonomal basis O0 of H with a given [d1, . . . , dn]-partition [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1. A

non-Abelian quantum connection Ω[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1 on the operator-principal fiber bundle

ξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
= (U(H),Π

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
,W

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
)

is a family of linear functionals

Ω[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1 = {Ω

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

P : P ∈ U(H)},

where for each P ∈ U(H), Ω
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

P is a linear mapping defined in TP ξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
with values in g

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
,

satisfying the following conditions:

(1) For any P ∈ U(H) and for all vertically tangent vectors Q ∈ VP ξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
, one has

(6.4) ΩP (Q) = P−1Q.

(2) Ω
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

P depends continuously on P, in the sense that if Pn converges to P as well as Qn ∈

TPn
ξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
converges Q0 ∈ TP ξ

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
in the operator topology of B(H), then

lim
n→∞

Ω
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Pn
(Qn) = Ω

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

P (Q0)

in g
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
.

(3) Under the right action of G
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
on ξ

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
, Ω[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1 transforms according to

(6.5) Ω
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

RG(P ) [(RG)∗(Q)] = G−1Ω
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

P (Q)G,

for G ∈ G
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Q0
, P ∈ U(H), and Q ∈ TP ξ

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
.

Such a connection is simply called an [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1-connection.

Next, we present a canonical example of non-Abelian quantum connections, which plays a crucial
role in the expression of the non-Abelian observable-geometric phases.

Example 6.1. Fix an orthonomal basis O0 of H with a given [d1, . . . , dn]-partition [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1 such

that Q
(j)
0 = {e

(j)
k : 1 ≤ k ≤ dj} (1 ≤ j ≤ n). We define Ω̌[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1 = {Ω̌

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

P : P ∈ U(H)} as follows:

For each P ∈ U(H), Ω̌
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

P : TP ξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
7→ g

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
is defined by

(6.6) Ω̌
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

P (Q) = P−1 ⋆
[Q

(j)
0 ]n

j=1

Q

for any Q ∈ TP ξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
, where

P−1 ⋆
[Q

(j)
0 ]n

j=1

Q =
n
∑

j=1

dj
∑

m,k=1

〈e(j)m , P−1Qe
(j)
k 〉|e(j)m 〉〈e

(j)
k |.
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Indeed, by (6.3) one has

P−1 ⋆
[Q

(j)
0 ]n

j=1

Q = P−1Q ∈ g
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0

for any Q ∈ VP ξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
, namely Ω̌

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

P satisfies (6.4). The conditions (2) and (3) of Definition

6.5 are clearly satisfied by Ω̌[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1 . Hence, Ω̌[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1 is an [Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1-connection on ξ

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
. In this

case, we write Ω̌
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

P = P−1 ⋆
[Q

(j)
0 ]n

j=1

dP for any P ∈ U(H).

6.3. Quantum parallel transportation. The quantum parallel transportation in the state space
was introduced in [27, 1] and studied in [4] in details. In [11], the quantum parallel transportation
over the observable space was studied. Next, we continue to study non-Abelian quantum parallel
transport.

Definition 6.6. Fix an orthonomal basis O0 of H with a given [d1, . . . , dn]-partition [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1. For

a continuous curve CW : [a, b] ∋ t 7−→ W (t) ∈ W
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
, a lift of CW with respect to [Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1 is

defined to be a continuous curve

CP : [a, b] ∋ t 7−→ U(t) ∈ U(H)

satisfying that for each t ∈ [a, b], U(t) ∈ (Π
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
)−1[W (t)].

Such a lift CP is called a [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1-lift of CW .

Definition 6.7. Fix an orthonomal basis O0 of H with a given [d1, . . . , dn]-partition [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1. A

continuous curve CW : [a, b] ∋ t 7−→ W (t) ∈ W
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
is said to be smooth relative to [Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1, if

it has a [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1-lift CP : [a, b] ∋ t 7−→ U(t) ∈ U(H) which is a smooth curve. In this case, CP is

called a smooth [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1-lift of CW .

Note that, if a continuous curve CW : [a, b] ∋ t 7−→ W (t) ∈ W
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
is smooth, then it is

differential at every point t ∈ [a, b]. Indeed, suppose that CP : [a, b] ∋ t 7−→ U(t) ∈ U(H) is a smooth

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1-lift of CW . For each t ∈ [a, b], we have dCP (t)

dt ∈ dW (t)
dt , namely dW (t)

dt is a nonempty subset

of B(H), and hence CW is differential.
Now, we are ready to define the parallel transportation with respect to a non-Abelian quantum

connection as follows.

Definition 6.8. Fix an orthonomal basis O0 of H with a given [d1, . . . , dn]-partition [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1. Let

Ω[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1 be a [Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1-connection on ξ

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
. Suppose that CW : [0, T ] ∋ t 7−→ W (t) ∈ W

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0

be a smooth curve relative to [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1. If CP : [0, T ] ∋ t 7−→ U(t) ∈ U(H) is a smooth [Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1-lift

of CW such that

(6.7) Ω
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

U(t)

[dU(t)

dt

]

= 0

for every t ∈ [0, T ], then CP is called a horizontal lift of CW with respect to Ω[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1 .

In this case, CP is simply called the horizontal [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1-lift of CW . And, the curve CP : t 7→ U(t)

is called the parallel transportation along CW with the starting point CP (0) = U(0) with respect to

the connection Ω[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1 on ξ

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
.

The following proposition shows the existence of the horizontal lifts.

Proposition 6.2. Fix an orthonomal basis O0 of H with a given [d1, . . . , dn]-partition [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1. Let

Ω[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1 be a [Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1-connection on ξ

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
. Suppose that CW : [0, T ] ∋ t 7−→ W (t) ∈ W

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0

is a smooth curve relative to [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1. For any U0 ∈ (Π

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
)−1[W (0)], there exists a unique

horizontal [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1-lift CP of CW with the initial point CP (0) = U0.



14 Zeqian Chen

Proof. Let Γ : [0, T ] ∋ t 7−→ U(t) ∈ U(H) be a smooth [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1-lift of CW with Γ(0) = U0. To

prove the existence, note that the condition (2) of Definition 6.5 implies that the function t 7→

Ω
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Γ(t)

[dΓ(t)
dt

]

∈ g
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
is continuous in [0, T ]. Then,

(6.8)
dG(t)

dt
= −Ω

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

Γ(t)

[dΓ(t)

dt

]

·G(t)

with G(0) = I has the unique solution in g
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
in [0, T ]. By computation, we know that CP (t) =

Γ(t)·G(t) is the required horizontal [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1-lift of CW for the initial point U0 ∈ (Π

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
)−1[W (0)].

To prove the uniqueness, suppose ČP : [0, T ] ∋ t 7−→ Ǔ(t) ∈ U(H) be another horizontal [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1-

lift of CW for the initial point U0 ∈ (Π
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
)−1[W (0)]. Then ČP (t) = CP (t) · Ǧ(t) for all t ∈ [0, T ],

where Ǧ(t) ∈ g
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
such that Ǧ(0) = I. Since

0 = ΩǓ(t)

[dǓ(t)

dt

]

= Ǧ(t)−1 dǦ(t)

dt
,

this follows that Ǧ(t) = I for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Hence, the horizontal [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1-lift of CW is unique for

the initial point U0 ∈ (Π
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
)−1[W (0)]. �

Example 6.2. Fix an orthonomal basis O0 of H with a given [d1, . . . , dn]-partition [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1 such

that Q
(j)
0 = {e

(j)
k : 1 ≤ k ≤ dj} (1 ≤ j ≤ n). Suppose that CP : [0, T ] ∋ t 7→ U(t) ∈ U(H) is a unitary

evolution satisfying the operator Schrödinger equation

(6.9) i
dU(t)

dt
= H(t)U(t)

where H(t)’s are time-dependent Hamiltonian operators in H. We define CW : [0, T ] ∋ t 7−→ W (t) ∈

W
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
by W (t) = Π

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
[U(t)] for all t ∈ [0, T ]. In what follows, we construct a horizontal

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1-lift of CW with respect to the non-Abelian quantum connection Ω̌[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1 , which is the

canonical [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1-connection introduced in Example 6.1.

For 1 ≤ j ≤ n, let Ṽj(t) = [ṽ
(j)
mk(t)]

dj

m,k=1 be the solution to the matrix equation

(6.10) i
d

dt
Ṽj(t) = Cj(t)Ṽj(t),

with Ṽj(0) = Ini
, where Cj(t) = [c

(j)
mk(t)]

dj

m,k=1 with c
(j)
m,k(t) = −〈U(t)e

(j)
m , H(t)U(t)e

(j)
k 〉. All Ṽj(t)’s

are dj ×dj unitary matrices, since Cj(t)’s are all Hermitian matrices. Define C̃P : [0, T ] ∋ t 7→ Ũ(t) ∈
U(H) by

Ũ(t) =

n
∑

j=1

dj
∑

m,k=1

ṽ
(j)
mk(t)U(t)|e(j)m 〉〈e

(j)
k |

for every t ∈ [0, T ], along with the initial point Ũ(0) = U(0) ∈ (Π
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
)−1[W (0)]. Then C̃P is a

smooth [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1-lift of CW such that

Ω̌
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Ũ(t)

[dŨ(t)

dt

]

= 0

for all t ∈ [0, T ], Thus, C̃P is the horizontal [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1-lift of CW with respect to Ω̌[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1 , namely

C̃p is the parallel transportation along CW with the starting point CP (0) = U(0) with respect to the

connection Ω̌[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1 on ξ

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
.
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6.4. Quantum holonomy. Fix an orthonomal basis O0 of H with a given [d1, . . . , dn]-partition

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1. Let Ω[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1 be a [Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1-connection on ξ

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
. Suppose that CW : [0, T ] ∋ t 7−→

W (t) ∈ W
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
is a smooth closed curve relative to [Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1. For any U0 ∈ (Π

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
)−1[W (0)],

if there exists a horizontal [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1-lift CP of CW with the initial point CP (0) = U0, then CP (T ) ∈

(Π
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
)−1[W (0)] and hence there exists G ∈ g

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
such that CP (T ) = U0G. In this case, G

is called a quantum holonomy element associated with U0, the connection Ω[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1 , and the curve

CW . If we choose different closed curve CW , we will obtain different group elements G. These group

elements depends on the non-Abelian quantum connection Ω[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1 on the operator-principal fiber

bundle ξ
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
and the initial point U0 = CP (0) of the horizontal lift. The set of such elements

which correspond to a point U0 ∈ U(H) form a subgroup of the structure group g
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
of ξ

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
.

This subgroup is called the quantum holonomy group of Ω[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1 associated with U0.

6.5. Geometric interpretation of non-Abelian observable-geometric phases. We are now
ready to give a geometric interpretation of Gj ’s defined in (2.11) in Section 2. To this end, using the

notations involved in Section 2, we first fix an orthonormal basis O0 = {ψ
(j)
k : k = 1, . . . , dj ; 1 ≤ j ≤

n} of H with a given [d1, . . . , dn]-partition [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1 such that Q

(j)
0 = {ψ

(j)
k : 1 ≤ k ≤ dj} (1 ≤ j ≤ n).

Then, we define Ũ(t) ∈ U(H) for 0 ≤ t ≤ T by

Ũ(t) =

n
∑

j=1

dj
∑

k=1

|ψ̃
(j)
k (t)〉〈ψ

(j)
k |,

where ψ̃
(j)
k (t)’s are defined in (2.8). Let

Ū(t) =

n
∑

j=1

dj
∑

k=1

|ψ̄
(j)
k (t)〉〈ψ

(j)
k |,

where ψ̄
(j)
k (t)’s are defined as in Proposition 2.2. Note that Ū(T ) = Ū(0) by the construction of

ψ̄
(j)
k (t)’s. Define CW : [0, T ] ∋ t 7→ W (t) = Π

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
[Ū(t)], which is a smooth closed curve in

W
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
. Thus,

C̃P : [0, T ] ∋ t 7−→ Ũ(t) ∈ U(H)

is a smooth [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1-lift of CW , since Ũ(t) = Ū(t)Ḡ(t), where

Ḡ(t) =

n
∑

j=1

dj
∑

m,k=1

v̄
(j)
mk(t)|ψ

(j)
m 〉〈ψ

(j)
k | ∈ g

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
,

for every 0 ≤ t ≤ T.

Proposition 6.3. Using the above notions, C̃P is the horizontal [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1-lift of CW with respect to

Ω̌[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1 in the operator-principal fiber bundle ξ

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
, where Ω̌[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1 is the [Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1-connection

defined in Example 6.1. Therefore, C̃P : [0, T ] ∋ t 7→ Ũ(t) is the parallel transportation along CW

with respect to the connection Ω̌[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1 on ξ

[Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
.

Proof. By (2.9), we have for 1 ≤ j ≤ n,

〈ψ(j)
m , Ũ−1(t)

d

dt
Ũ(t)ψ

(j)
k 〉 = 〈ψ̃(j)

m (t),
d

dt
ψ̃
(j)
k (t)〉 = 0, ∀1 ≤ m, k ≤ dj ,

and hence,

(6.11) Ω̌
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

Ũ(t)

[dŨ(t)

dt

]

= 0, ∀t ∈ [0, T ].

This concludes the required result. �
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Remark 6.3. Since

Ũ(T ) =

n
∑

j=1

dj
∑

m,k=1

g
(j)
mk|ψ

(j)
m 〉〈ψ

(j)
k |,

then the non-Abelian observable-geometric phases Gj = [g
(j)
mk]

dj

m,k=1 (1 ≤ j ≤ n) defines a holonomy

element Ũ(T ) ∈ g
[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1

O0
of Ω̌[Q

(j)
0 ]nj=1 associated with the initial point C̃P (0) = I and the curve CW .

Note that, by Proposition 2.2, Gj depends only on the flow of Hilbert subspacesKj : [0, T ] ∋ t 7→ Hj(t)

for every 1 ≤ j ≤ n. Thus, the holonomy element Ũ(T ) does not depend on the curveCW , but depends

only on the orthonormal basis O0 = {ψ
(j)
k : k = 1, . . . , dj ; 1 ≤ j ≤ n} of H with the [d1, . . . , dn]-

partition [Q
(j)
0 ]nj=1 and n Hilbert subspace flows [Kj ]

n
j . This explains the geometrical meaning of

Ũ(T ) in terms of the non-Abelian geometric phases [Gj ]
n
j=1.
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Wuhan Institute of Physics and Mathematics, Innovation Academy for Precision Measurement Science

and Technology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, 30 West District, Xiao-Hong-Shan, Wuhan 430071, China.


	1. Introduction
	2. Non-Abelian observable-geometric phase
	3. An example
	4. The Riemann zeros
	5. Conclusion
	6. Appendix: Geometry over non-Abelian quantum connection
	6.1. Operator-principal fiber bundles
	6.2. Non-Abelian quantum connection
	6.3. Quantum parallel transportation
	6.4. Quantum holonomy
	6.5. Geometric interpretation of non-Abelian observable-geometric phases

	References

