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The essential role of synthetic spin-orbit coupling in discovering new topological matter phases
with cold atoms is widely acknowledged. However, the engineering of spin-orbit coupling remains
unclear for arbitrary-spin models due to the complexity of spin matrices. In this work, we develop
a more general but relatively straightforward method to achieve spin-orbit coupling for multi-spin
models. Our approach hinges on controlling the coupling between distinct pseudo-spins through two
intermediary states, resulting in tunneling with spin flips that have direction-dependent strength.
The engineered spin-orbit coupling can facilitate topological phase transitions with Chern numbers
over 1, a unique characteristic of multi-spin models compared to spin-1/2 models. By utilizing
existing cold atom techniques, our proposed method provides an ideal platform for investigating
topological properties related to large Chern numbers.

I. INTRODUCTION

Cold atoms exhibit quantum properties and statistics
similar to traditional condensed-matter systems, yet con-
fer the technical advantages of the artificial controllabil-
ity [1–4]. It has been established as a clean and tunable
platform to quantum simulate a variety of physics models
that have attracted tremendous interests in cold atomic
research of recent decades. Notably, the successful engi-
neering and realization of the synthetic gauge fields us-
ing cold atoms [1, 2, 5, 6] has shed the light on exploring
topological matters [7, 8]. Among these previous studies,
the synthetic spin-orbit coupling (SOC) between atoms
plays the crucial role because it provides a direct and
simple routine to introduce the nontrivial Berry curva-
ture to the system [1, 2, 9–12], which becomes the origin
of the emergent topological phases.

In neutral atomic gases, SOC is proposed via a two-
photon Raman process [13–15]. The atoms can acquire
a net momentum transfer when transiting between the
coupled internal states. If one interprets these internal
states as the pseudo-spins, this transition will exhibit the
form of an intrinsic gauge field that can emulate the SOC
studied in the condensed-matter physics. Experimental
investigations have reported the successful synthesization
of SOC in atomic species including 87Rb [16–26], 40K
[27, 28], 6Li [29], 87Sr [30–32], 161Dy [33], 173Yb [34–36]
but not limited to these. Most of those achievements
[37–39] and relative applications [15, 40–66] focus on the
spin-1/2 model, which is composed of two pseudo-spins.
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Hence the reported topological phases are usually char-
acterized by Chern number that does not exceed 1. Be-
yond the spin-1/2 model, the multi-spin ones can bring
in more topological properties. The protocol for synthe-
sizing SOC is thus desirable for exploring these systems,
but only the spin-1 model is investigated to date [67–76].
An intuitive scheme is to add more optical fields to cou-
ple the additional pseudo-spins. However the complexity
of spin matrices in multi-spin systems frustrates the ma-
nipulations to these fields, hence it remains elusive so far
in obtaining the desired SOC.

Here in this paper, we propose a general scheme for
realizing SOC in systems with arbitrary pseudo-spins
trapped in optical lattices. The proposal is based on
involving two inter-mediate states that bridge the transi-
tion between different pseudo-spins, leading to an effec-
tive gauge field whose strength is locked to the tunneling
direction. As the results, the SOC is generated simply
by one optical field without introducing additional fields.
After applying SOC in the two-dimensional (2D) system,
we find rich topological transitions associated with large
Chern number, which are the unique feature of the multi-
spin models. Therefore this proposal can offer the feasible
way for exploring and detecting topological properties for
the multi-spin models.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec.II, we present
the model Hamiltonian of focus. We show the engineer-
ing of the effective SOC by introducing two intermedi-
ate states to couple two pseudo-spins. In Sec.III, we ex-
tend the results of the one-dimensional (1D) model to the
2D case. The engineered SOC can exhibit various forms
under the artificial manipulations. Such a system hosts
topological phases as well as topological edge modes, and
the results are discussed in Sec.IV. We discuss the poten-
tial experimental implements of this proposal in Sec.V.

ar
X

iv
:2

40
6.

14
04

2v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.q

ua
nt

-g
as

] 
 2

0 
Ju

n 
20

24

mailto:zhenzhen@m.scnu.edu.cn
mailto:slzhu@scnu.edu.cn
mailto:zwang@hku.hk


2

Finally, we summarize the work in Sec.VI.

II. MODEL HAMILTONIAN

We start from the cold atomic gases with two man-
ifolds of internal states. The atomic level structure is
illustrated in FIG.1(a). We label the level manifold with
the lower energy as the ground states |gσ⟩, and the other
one with the higher energy as the excited states |eσ⟩.
Each manifold is composed of quasi-spins labeled as σ =
1, 2, · · · , Ns with Ns denoting the number of quasi-spins.
To establish a simple physics picture of our proposal, we
firstly deal with the 1D case. The two level manifolds
are respectively loaded into two sets of optical lattices
with the trap potentials as VOL,g(x) = VL cos2(kLx) and

VOL,e(x) = VL sin2(kLx). Here VL denotes the trap depth
and kL = π/d with d denoting the lattice constant. We
assume ℏ = 1 in the whole paper. Such a setup consists
in a superlattice structure shown in FIG.1(b), in which
each |e⟩ site resides in the center of two adjacent |g⟩ sites.
Thereby the unit cell is composed of two sites that belong
to different sublattices.

We consider the following Hamiltonian,

H =
∑
σ

Ĥσ + Ĥoc . (1)

The first part, i.e. Hamiltonian of the spin-σ atoms, in
the free space is expressed as follows,

Ĥσ =

∫
dx

∑
λ=g,e

ψ†
λσ(x)[−

∇2
x

2m
− µ+ VOL,λ(x)]ψλσ(x)

+ Γψ†
eσ(x)ψeσ(x) . (2)

Here ψλσ and ψ†
λσ stands for the annihilation and cre-

ation operators of the |λσ⟩ (λ = g, e) atoms. µ is the
chemical potential. m denotes the atomic mass. Γ stands
for the relative energy detuning of |e⟩ with respect to |g⟩
during the level transition described in the next texts.

To engineer the Hamiltonian of interests, we generate
the optical coupling between the g and e sublattices by
using the field Ω1, which undergoes the transitions from
|gσ⟩ to |eσ⟩ within the same pseudo-spin. Besides, a spin-
flip term is also introduced via a spatially modulated
field Ω2 that only couples pseudo-spins of |e⟩. The level
transitions are shown in FIG.1(a). It gives the form of
the second part of Hamiltonian (1),

Ĥoc =

∫
dx

Ns∑
σ=1

Ω1ψ
†
eσψgσ+

Ns−1∑
σ=1

Ω̂2(x)ησψ
†
eσψe,σ+1+H.c.

(3)

Here Ω̂2(x) denotes the spatially modulated mode of the
Ω2 field. ησ is the coefficient dependent on the particu-
lar transition from |eσ⟩ to |eσ+1⟩ (σ = 1, 2, · · · , Ns − 1),
and we will discuss its form later. H.c. stands for the
Hermitian conjugation.

FIG. 1. (a) Setups of the atomic level transitions. |gσ⟩ and
|eσ⟩ are coupling by the field Ω1 (black solid lines), while
|eσ⟩ and |eσ+1⟩ are coupled by the field Ω2 (yellow dotted
lines). (b) Illustration of the 1D lattice model. The lattice
is composed of Ns chains specified by the pseudo-spin index.
For each chain, the atoms of |eσ⟩ are loaded in the center of
two adjacent atoms of |gσ⟩. The transitions driven by Ω1 in
(a) generate intra-chain coupling t1 (black solid lines), and the
ones driven by Ω2 generate the inter-chain coupling Ve (yellow
dotted lines) but in a staggered pattern in the x direction. (c)
The mapped lattice model after adiabatically eliminating |eσ⟩.
It gives rises to effective SOC (yellow dotted lines) for atoms
of |g⟩.

To capture the physics of the lattice model, we use the
tight-binding approximation, and expand the atomic op-
erator in terms of the Wannier wave function: ψλσ(x) =∑

j W (x − xj)ψjλσ, where xj denotes the coordinate of

the j-th site. Then the model Hamiltonian (1) is written
as

H = H0 +H1 +H2 . (4)

The first part of Eq.(4) originates from Hamiltonian (2),

H0 = −
∑
⟨i,j⟩

∑
λ,σ

t0ψ
†
iλσψjλσ −

∑
j,λ,σ

µψ†
jλσψjλσ

+
∑
j,σ

Γψ†
jeσψjeσ , (5)

where the summation
∑

⟨i,j⟩ takes over all the nearest-

neighbor sites, and t0 is the tunneling magnitude.
The second part of Eq.(4) describes the coupling be-

tween the g and e sublattices. Notice that due to the
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spatial offset between the g and e sublattices, each |g⟩
atoms is coupled to two |e⟩ atoms on its adjacent sites.
Hence H1 is expressed as

H1 =
∑
jσ

t1(ψ
†
j,e,σ + ψ†

j+1,e,σ)ψj,g,σ +H.c. , (6)

where t1 = Ω1

∫
W ∗(x+ d/2)W (x)dx.

The last part of Eq.(4) describes the spin-flip field of
the e sublattice. Practically, its spatial modulated mode
can be prepared as Ω̂2(x) = Ω2 cos(kLx). Since the Wan-
nier wave function W (x) is of even parity with respect to
the site center, H2 is expressed as

H2 =
∑
j

Ns−1∑
σ=1

(−1)j V̂eησψ
†
j,e,σψj,e,σ+1 +H.c. , (7)

where the magnitude of the spin-flip field is V̂e =
Ω2

∫
cos(kLx)|W (x)|2dx. Notice that in Eq.(7), the spa-

tial modulation of the spin-flip term is exhibited as a
staggered pattern. This is ascribed to the 2d periodic-
ity of Ω̂2(x). It indicates that the atom will undergo a
momentum transfer of kL when fliping its spin. Such
a modulation plays the crucial role in generating SOC
which will be seen later.

In the momentum kx space, due to the spa-
tial modulation of Hamiltonian (7), we choose
the basis Ψkx = (Φkx,g,Φkx,e)

T , where Φkx,λ =
(ψkx,λ,1, ψkx+kL,λ,2, · · · , ψkx+(Ns−1)kL,λ,Ns

). Then
Hamiltonian (4) is recast as

H(kx) =

(
Ĥg V̂

V̂ † Ĥe

)
, (8)

where the block-diagonal terms are

Ĥg(kx) = ξkx
σz − µσ0 ,

Ĥe(kx) = Ĥg + Γ + V̂eM+ V̂ ∗
e M† ,

and the block-off-diagonal term is

V̂ (kx) = Diag[t1 + t1e
ikxd, · · · , t1 + (−1)Ns−1t1e

ikxd] .

Here σx,y,z,0 are the Pauli matrices defined in the spin
space. ξkx

= −2t0 cos(kxd). The nonzero elements of the
matrix M are

Mσ,σ+1 = ησ (9)

for σ = 1, 2, Ns − 1, otherwise Mσ,σ′ = 0.

We assume that the atoms are initially prepared in
|g⟩ and far detuned from |e⟩, yielding that |e⟩ can be
adiabatically eliminated. The effective Hamiltonian is
then obtained by Heff(kx) = Ĥg+ V̂ (Ĥg−Ĥe)

−1V̂ † from
Hamiltonian (8) (see Appendix A), which gives

Heff(kx) = ξkx
Mz − µ+ ζ̂kx

+ (α̂kx
V̂eM+H.c.) . (10)

Here V̂e is set as V̂e = Vee
iφe with φe denot-

ing its phase, Mz = Diag[1,−1, 1,−1, · · · ], ζ̂kx
=

Diag[ζ̂1(kx), · · · , ζ̂Ns(kx)], and{
ζ̂σ(kx) = − Γ

Γ2−V 2
e
t21|1− (−1)σeikxd|2

α̂kx
= − Vee

iφe

Γ2−V 2
e
t21(1 + eikxd)(1− e−ikxd)

.

Hamiltonian (10) can be further written in a compact
form,

Heff(kx) = ξeff(kx)Mz − µeff +Hsoc(kx) , (11)

Hsoc(kx) = −2αVe sin(kxd)(ie
iφeM+H.c.) . (12)

Here ξeff(kx) = −2teff cos(kxd), teff = t0 + ζ/2 with
ζ = 2t21Γ/(Γ

2 −V 2
e ) is the effective tunneling magnitude,

µeff = µ+ ζ is the effective chemical potential, and

α =
t21Ve

Γ2 − V 2
e

. (13)

From Eq.(11), we can see the final effective Hamilto-
nian is now assigned with the α term. Such a term de-
scribes a nearest-neighbor tunneling process associated
with the spin flip, and the sign of the tunneling magni-
tude is locked to tunneling direction. Hence the tunnel-
ing process indeed exhibits the physics picture of SOC.
For the spin-1/2 case simply with ησ = 1 in Eq.(9), it
gives rise to Hsoc = 2α sin(kxd)σy when φe = 0 and
Hsoc = −2α sin(kxd)σx when φe = π/2, where σx,y,z de-
notes the Pauli matrix. For the general case with Ns

spins, the spin matrices will have complex forms beyond
the Pauli matrices as Sz = Diag[−S,−S+1, · · · , S] with
S = (Ns−1)/2, and Sx,y are derived by the matrix repre-
sentation of the raising and lowering operators S±, read-
ing Sx = (S+ + S−)/2 and Sy = (S+ − S−)/(2i). Here
the nonzero elements of the S± matrices are given by

[S±]σ±1,σ = 1
2

√
S(S + 1)− (σ − S − 1)(σ − S). There-

fore, intuitively by preparing M = S− using additional
optical fields, we can obtain the generalized form of SOC
for systems with Ns spins. However, it suffers from the
complexity of the spin matrices to deliberately tune the
coupling driven by various optical fields. We will discuss
this issue in Sec.V.

In Eq.(13), the synthetic SOC is composed of two parts
as ieiφe = i cos(φe)−sin(φe). It reveals that the two parts
have a relative π/4 phase, and their relative strength of
can be controllable by changing φe. Since engineered by
adiabatically eliminating two intermediate |e⟩ states, the
engineered SOC indeed originates from a third-order per-
turbative process with respect to Hamiltonian (5), which
can be also recognized by the form of Eq.(13). Therefore
the SOC strength depends on not only the g-e coupling
t1 but also the staggered spin-flip field Ve. This facili-
tates the artificial controllability to the engineered SOC.
We note that in obtaining Eq.(10), we have made the as-
sumption of far detuning. This yields Γ > Ve, hence α in
Eq.(13) is positive.
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FIG. 2. (a) Illustration of the 2D lattice model. The lattice is
composed ofNs planes specified by the pseudo-spin index. For
each plane, the atoms of |e⟩ (or |f⟩) are loaded in the center
of two adjacent atoms of |g⟩ in the x (or y) direction. (b)-
(c) The mapped lattice models after adiabatically eliminating
|eσ⟩ and |fσ⟩, and projecting in the x and y directions. It
gives rises to effective SOC (yellow dotted lines) of which the
strength and phase can be separately controlled in the x and
y directions. Here we show the example of the Rashba SOC.

III. 2D CASE

The proposal can be extended to the 2D lattice model,
which can result in a variety of SOC with rich forms.
To individually manipulating SOC in different spatial di-
mensions, a third manifolds of excited states |fσ⟩ is nec-
essary, and thereby the extended atomic level transitions
are illustrated in FIG.2. The lattice potential is accom-
modated correspondingly: the |e⟩ atoms reside in the
center of two adjacent g sites along the x direction, by
contrast the |f⟩ atoms reside in the similar pattern but
along the y direction. They lead to a Lieb superlattice
structure, which is shown in FIG.2(a).

We process the same derivations as formulated in
Sec.II. After adiabatically eliminating |e⟩ and |f⟩, the ef-
fective Hamiltonian is written in the same form of Eq.(11)
as,

Heff(k) = ξeff(k)Mz − µeff +Hsoc(k) , (14)

where ξeff(k) = −2teff [cos(kxd) + cos(kyd)], and SOC for
the 2D case is presented as

Hsoc(k) = −i2αVe sin(kxd)eiφ
(x)
e M

− i2αVe sin(kyd)e
iφ(y)

e M+H.c. (15)

Practically, φ
(x)
e and φ

(y)
e can be separately tuned. By

FIG. 3. Illustration of the spin texture in the momentum
space generated by (a) Rashba, (b) Dresselhaus, and (c)
equal Rashba-Dresselhaus SOC. The pseudo-spin orientation
is shown by the red arrows, whose length indicates the mag-
nitude.

preparing M = S− as discussed in Sec.II, one can obtain

(i) the Rashba SOC [77] by setting (φ
(x)
e , φ

(y)
e ) = (0, π/2),

H(R)
soc (k) = 2αVe[sin(kxd)Sy − sin(kyd)Sx] , (16)

(ii) the Dresselhaus SOC [78] by setting (φ
(x)
e , φ

(y)
e ) =

(−π/2, π),

H(D)
soc (k) = 2αVe[sin(kxd)Sx − sin(kyd)Sy] , (17)

and (iii) the equal Rashba-Dresselhaus SOC by setting

(φ
(x)
e , φ

(y)
e ) = (−π/4, 3π/4),

H(RD)
soc (k) =

1√
2
[H(R)

soc (k) +H(D)
soc (k)] . (18)

The above three types of SOC exhibit various patterns in
the spin texture, which are illustrated in FIG.3. Intrigu-
ing topological properties can arise from these non-trivial
spin texture structure.

IV. BAND TOPOLOGY

It has been known that the band inversion in accom-
pany of SOC can support the topological phase transition
from the trivial to non-trivial gapped phases. Specifically
in 2D case, this is known to be captured by the quantized
Chern number as the topological invariant [79],

C =
∑

n∈occ

Cn , (19)

where the n’s summation takes over all the occupied (ab-
breviated as occ) bands, and Cn is the Chern number of
the n-th band calculated as

Cn =
1

2π

∫
BZ

An(k)dk .
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FIG. 4. Phase diagram for the 2D model with Ns = 6 and
Rashba SOC. The number denotes the Chern number C of
each phase. The blue regions outline the gapless phase. The
grey-dashed lines correspond to the gap-closing condition in-
dicated by Eq.(21). We set α = 1.2teff .

Here BZ stands for the Brillouin zone. An(k) is the Berry
curvature of the n-th band formulated as

An(k) = i
∑
m ̸=n

⟨n| ∇kxĤ |m⟩ ⟨m| ∇kyĤ |n⟩
En(k)− Em(k)

− (kx ↔ ky) .

|n⟩ and En(k) denotes the eigen-state and eigen-energy

of the n-th band for the Hamiltonian Ĥ.

Notice that in the effective Hamiltonian (14), the ma-
trix Mz is not identical to Sz, and hence the system is
gapless. Since C is only well defined in a gapped system,
we introduce a additional Zeeman term with the strength
hz into the effective Hamiltonian (14),

Ĥ(k) = Heff(k) + hzSz . (20)

Hereafter for simplicity without loss of generality, we con-
sider the Ns = 6 model with the Rashba SOC in Heff ,
see Eq.(16). In experiments, this Zeeman term can be
naturally present by the Zeeman splitting or the energy
offset for the pseudo-spin states. We plot the phase di-
agram in the hz-µeff plane. At µeff = 0, by increasing
hz, C processes the changes from 9, 4, 1, to 0. It reveals
that the transitions occur within three topological phases
with nonzero C. When µeff ̸= 0, the topological phases
are separated by the gapless phase. We remark that the
phenomenon associated with the emergent large C is the
feature of the multi-spin models that is distinct from the
spin-1/2 one [79], because C is limited by its maximum
Ns.

Generally, the topological phase transitions are in ac-
company with the closing and reopening of the band
gaps. To extract a clear picture of the topological tran-
sitions with large C, we calculate the gap characterized
by the quantity ∆g = min(|En(k)|) and plot it as the
function of hz in FIG.5(a). We find ∆g vanishes at the
critical points during the topological phase transitions.

FIG. 5. (a) The Chern number C and gap ∆g as functions of
hz. The grey dashed lines mark the critical points of the phase
transitions. We set µeff = 0 and α = 1.2teff . (b)-(e) Spectrum
of the system with the cylindrical geometry for hz = 1teff (b),
2teff , 4teff (d), and 9teff (e). The value of the Chern number C
is shown in each panel. Other parameters are the same with
(a).

yielding that the band gap closes and reopens. In Hamil-
tonian (20), the band only closes at kc = (kc, kc) with
kc = 0,±kL, i.e. at the center or corners of BZ. It in-
dicates that α does not affect the gap closing, and thus
we do not further inspect the influence of its magnitude
on the topological transition. The phase boundaries are
intuitively determined by assuming that one of diagonal
terms in Eq.(20) vanishes. It gives the following equa-
tion,

|K1teff − µeff ± hzK2/2| = 0 , (21)

where the integers K1 = 0 or ±4, and K2 = 1, 3, or 5.
Particularly at µeff = 0, it gives rise to the phase bound-
aries at hz/teff = 0, 85 ,

8
3 , 8. This result has been verified

in FIG.5(a). When µeff ̸= 0, several phase boundaries de-
viate from the prediction of Eq.(21), as shown in FIG.4.
This is because one of six bands is partially filled when
increasing µeff under the the complex band structure,
hence the system turns to the gapless phase.

As the topological phases support topological edges
modes existed in the band gaps, we plot the spectrum
in FIG.5(b)-(e). We use the cylindrical geometry by
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FIG. 6. Transitions betweens the pseudo-spins for the spin-
5/2 model. The blue and red arrows describe the σ+ and σ−

polarization process. The number beside each arrow indicates
the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients during the transitions.

setting the open boundary condition in the x direc-
tion, while periodic boundary condition in the y direc-
tion. According to the bulk-edge correspondence, the
number of the existing chiral edge modes is closely tied
to C [79]. We calculate Cn for each band, and obtain
Cn = {1, 3, 5,−5,−3,−1} from the bottom to top bands
for panel (b), Cn = {1, 3, 0, 0,−3,−1} for panel (c),
Cn = {1, 0, 0, 0, 0,−1} for panel (d), and Cn = 0 for panel
(e). As defined in Eq.(19), C is given by summating Cn
of all the occupied bands. Therefore, in FIG.5(b)-(d),
one can see that the number of zero-energy nodes in the
spectrum is identical to C (noting that the nodes are two-
fold degenerate at ky = kL in panel (b), and modes at
ky = ±kL are equivalent due to the Bloch theorem).

V. EXPERIMENTAL IMPLEMENTS

In the above investigations, we use the Ns = 6 sys-
tem as a concrete example to present the applications of
the SOC in multi-spin models. A candidate system that
can realize the model is the alkaline-earth-like atomic en-
semble of 173Yb [34]. Because its nuclear spin I = 5/2
provides Ns = 2I + 1 nuclear Zeeman states for both
the ground 1S0 and the meta-stable excited 3P0 elec-
tronic states, which can be respectively selected to em-
ulate |g⟩ and |e⟩. As discussed in Sec.II, the key to the
synthetic SOC to preparing M of Eq.(9) to share the
form of the lowering operator S−. Based on this sce-
nario, we introduce the Ω2 field in FIG.1(a) with the
circular polarization to couple |eσ⟩ and |eσ±1⟩. As the
results, the coefficients ησ in Eq.(9) can be represented
by the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients during the transi-
tions. This is sketched in FIG.6, from which one can find
ησ ∝ [S−]σ−1,σ, and thus M ∝ S− up to a multiplicative
constant. We remark that in this way, all the transi-
tions can occur simultaneously by one optical field. It
indicates that, compared with spin-1/2 one, the SOC for
the multi-spin model can be generated without preparing
additional fields.

VI. CONCLUSION

In summary, we have presented a scheme of synthesiz-
ing SOC for the multi-spin systems. A key of this pro-
posal relies on manipulating the coupling of two inter-
mediate states, which leads to a tunneling process be-
tween two pseudo-spins with the strength locked to the
tunneling direction. A variety of SOC can be proposed
in this way. They pave the way for exploring topological
phases of the lattice models, and hence more topologi-
cal edge modes characterized by the large Chern number
may be discovered for such a multi-spin system.
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Appendix A: Effective Hamiltonian in the
purterbation method

In this appendix we present the general derivations for
obtaining the effective Hamiltonian using the purterba-
tion method [80]. We consider a quantum system de-
scribed by the state space |ψ1⟩ ⊕ |ψ2⟩ composed of two
subspaces |ψλ⟩ (λ = 1, 2). The physics of each subspace
|ψλ⟩ is governed by the Hamiltonian Hλ. V describes
the coupling between the two subspaces. Generally, the
subspace |ψλ⟩ can be made up of several quantum states.
Hence Hλ and V can be cast into the matrix representa-
tion. By choosing the basis (|ψ1⟩ , |ψ2⟩)T , the Hamilto-
nian of the system is written as

H =

(
H1 V
V † H2

)
≡ H0 + U . (A1)

where

H0 =

(
H1

H2

)
, U =

(
V

V †

)
. (A2)

Hereafter we regard the block-diagonal Hamiltonian H0

as the unperturbative term, while the off-block-diagonal
Hamiltonian U as the perturbative one. The Green’s
functions extracted from H and H0 are defined as (with
respect to the variable z)

G(z) =
1

z −H
, G(0)(z) =

1

z −H0
. (A3)
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Since H0 is block-diagonal, its off-block-diagonal ele-
ments vanish. It reveals that

G
(0)
12 = G

(0)
21 = 0 . (A4)

Likewise for U , we have

U11 = U22 = 0 . (A5)

We aim to obtain the effective Hamiltonian for the |ψ1⟩
subspace of interests, yielding the |ψ2⟩ subspace is adi-
abatically eliminated. From the Dyson equation given
as

G = G(0) +G(0)UG . (A6)

we only focus on the following block elements of the G

matrix,

G11 = G
(0)
11 +G

(0)
11 U12G21 , (A7)

G21 = G
(0)
22 U21G11 . (A8)

Submitting G21 into G11, we have

G11 = G
(0)
11 +G

(0)
11 U12G

(0)
22 U21G11 . (A9)

The inverse of G11 gives

G−1
11 = [G

(0)
11 ]

−1(1−G
(0)
11 U12G

(0)
22 U21)

= [G
(0)
11 ]

−1 − U12G
(0)
22 U21 .

Submitting Eq.(A3), we get

z −Heff = z −H1 − V
1

z −H2
V † .

By replacing z by its first-order approximation z ≈ E1

with E1 denoting the eigen-energy of H1, we obtain the
effective Hamiltonian for the |ψ1⟩ subspace written as

Heff ≈ H1 + V
1

E1 −H2
V † . (A10)
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