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Dynamic quantum phase transitions (DQPT) following quantum quenches exhibit singular behav-
ior of the overlap between the initial and evolved states. Here we present a formalism to incorporate
a geometric phase into quench dynamics of mixed quantum states, a process named the Uhlmann
quench, based on the Uhlmann parallel transport. To overcome the incompatibility between the
Uhlmann parallel-transport condition and Hamiltonian dynamics, we formulate the evolution of
purification of the density matrix in a form which not only respects the dynamics according to the
density matrix but also follows the Uhlmann parallel-transport condition to generate a geometric
phase after a quantum quench. For cyclic processes exemplified by a spin-1/2 system, geometric
DQPTs (GDQPTs) can emerge with both singular behavior in the dynamic analogue of the free
energy and jumps of the geometric phase. Moreover, the Uhlmann phase reflecting the holonomy is
generated at the end of each cycle. The Uhlmann quench thus paves the way for investigating the
interplay between quantum dynamics and geometric processes in mixed states.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the formulation of the Berry phase [1], geomet-
ric phase has become an important concept in physics.
The underlying mechanism of geometric phase is closely
related to many geometric and topological properties of
quantum systems [2–4] and related fields of physics [5–7].
The geometric formalism has become an essential theo-
retical tool for studying and understanding topological
quantum computation [8–11], topological insulators and
superconductors [12–21], and other emerging branches of
physics [22–24]. The question of extending the theory
of geometric phase from pure states in the literature to
mixed states naturally arises because mixed states are
ubiquitous. Some proposed generalizations include the
Uhlmann phase [25–27] and the “interferometric geomet-
ric phase” [28]. Here, we focus on the Uhlmann phase
since its formalism is analogous to that of the Berry phase
because both can be derived from the concepts of paral-
lel transport and principal bundles [29, 30]. Importantly,
the Berry phase and Uhlmann phase are genuine geo-
metric objects because they reflect the holonomies of the
underlying fiber bundles, respectively.
Analytical expressions of the Uhlmann phase of sev-

eral exemplary topological models have been derived [31].
Furthermore, temperature-induced topological quantum
phase transitions (TQPTs) have been found in the exact
solutions of those systems, where the Uhlmann phase ex-
hibits quantized jumps. This has sparked more research
on the Uhlmann phase in other quantum systems [32–40].
Meanwhile, the Uhlmann connection also plays a crucial
role in understanding the local geometry of mixed quan-
tum states [41]. Despite those achievements, the formal-
ism behind the Uhlmann phase has some disadvantages
compared to that of the Berry phase. For example, the
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Uhlmann bundle is topologically trivial [29], forcing its
characteristic classes to vanish. Moreover, the Uhlmann
parallel-transport condition was found to be incompat-
ible with Hamiltonian dynamics [30], and the Uhlmann
phase requires transformations of both system and ancilla
representing the environment [42]. It is thus challenging
to measure the Uhlmann phase in natural systems. How-
ever, simulations of the Uhlmann phase of a two-level
system on quantum computers have shown promising re-
sults [35].

While physical processes exhibiting TQPTs typically
require additional geometric constraints, interesting dy-
namic processes due to sudden changes of parameters,
known as quench dynamics, give rise to interesting time-
dependent phenomena. Quantum quench has become a
thriving area of study spanning nonequilibrium physics,
quantum information, and condensed matter physics [43–
47]. One striking phenomenon emerging in this field is
the dynamic quantum phase transition (DQPT), which
exhibits nonanalytic behavior in the real-time dynam-
ics of a quantum system after a quench of a parameter
in time. At a DQPT, the Loschmidt amplitude of the
overlap between the initial and evolved states vanishes,
leading to divergence of the time-analogue of the free
energy. The importance of DQPTs lies in their direct
connections with observable behavior of quantum many-
body systems in quench dynamics. Significantly, DQPTs
have been realized in various quantum systems [48–55].
As will be shown in the following, if a geometric phase
is accumulated in the quench dynamics of mixed states
by following certain geometric constraints, there may be
jumps of the phase at each transition point, which will be
called the geometric DQPT (GDQPT) to emphasize the
dynamics is compatible with additional geometric con-
straints. Some topological aspects of DQPT for pure
states have been studied in Ref.[56, 57]. To our knowl-
edge, the physics of GDQPT for mixed states has not
been systematically investigated in the literature.

In the following, we present an intriguing combination
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of the Uhlmann parallel-transport condition and quench
dynamics due to a sudden change of the system Hamil-
tonian. Despite the incompatibility between Uhlmann’s
parallel transport and Hamiltonian dynamics [30], we
successfully incorporate the Uhlmann parallel-transport
condition into the time evolution process following a
quench by introducing the dynamics of the purification
of the density matrix, which respect the additional condi-
tion. Consequently, both dynamic and geometric phases
are generated in a single physical process, which we re-
fer to as the Uhlmann quench because of its compatibil-
ity with the Uhlmann parallel transport. We will show
that the Uhlmann process can exhibit singular behav-
ior corresponding to the DQPT of ordinary quench pro-
cesses. Nevertheless, the geometric nature of the system
changes at a GDQPT in the Uhlmann process as indi-
cated by a jump of the geometric phase. Moreover, if
the post-quench evolution is cyclic in time, the Uhlmann
phase can be identified when the density matrix returns
because of the associated holonomy. Therefore, this ap-
proach provides a protocol for generating and measuring
the Uhlmann phase in dynamic systems. We present an
explicit example to elucidate the details and subtleties of
the Uhlmann process. Multiple GDQPTs of mixed states
with jumps of the geometric phase at critical times in
the example will illustrate interesting phenomena from
quench dynamics with additional geometric constraints
of mixed states.

The rest of the paper is as follows: In Section II, we
presents the theoretical framework, including purification
of density matrices and the theory of the Uhlmann phase
in Sec. II A, the formalism of the quantum quench dy-
namics in Sec. II B, and the formalism and protocol of the
Uhlmann-quench in Sec. II D. In Section III, we present
an explicit example of a spin- 12 system to illustrate the
GDQPT from the Uhlmann quench and its features. Sec-
tion IV discusses some implications for experimentally re-
alize and measure the Uhlmann quench. Finally, Sec. V
concludes our work.

II. THEORY OF UHLMANN QUENCH

A. Uhlmann process and TQPT

For simplicity, we will set c = ~ = kB = 1 through-
out the paper. To generalize the formalism of geo-
metric phase and quench dynamics to mixed quantum
states, it is convenient to adopt a pure-state-like de-
scription through purification of density matrices [25].
If a full-rank density matrix is diagonalized as ρ =
∑N

n=1 λn|n〉〈n|, it can be decomposed as ρ = WW † by

its purification W =
√
ρU =

∑N
n=1

√
λn|n〉〈n|U . Here

U is an arbitrary unitary matrix and serves as the phase
factor of the amplitude W . Moreover, there is a corre-
spondence between W and a state-vector representation

called the purified state

|W 〉 =
N
∑

n=1

√

λn|n〉s ⊗ UT |n〉a. (1)

Here the extra subscripts “s” and “a” are included to em-
phasize the system and ancilla states respectively. Thus,
U can be regarded as an operator acting on the auxiliary
ancilla space. Moreover, ρ represents the density matrix
of the system states since

ρ = Tra(|W 〉〈W |), (2)

where Tra is the partial trace taken over the ancilla space.
The inner product between two purified states follows the

Hilbert-Schmidt product 〈W1|W2〉 = Tr(W †
1W2).

A quantum system depending on a set of parameters
R = {R1, · · ·Rk} ∈ M is considered, where M is the
parameter manifold. A closed curve C(t) := R(t) (0 ≤
t ≤ τ) in M introduces a process of ρ and its purification
as t evolves. Here t is a parameter of the process, and if
t is chose to be time, the process describes the evolution
of the system. Explicitly,

t 7→ ρ(t), t 7→W (t), ρ(t) =W (t)W †(t), (3)

where ρ(t) ≡ ρ(R(t)) and W (t) ≡ W (R(t)) =
√

ρ(R(t))U(R(t)). The curve γ(t) := ρ(t) is closed since
ρ(R(0)) = ρ(R(τ)). However, due to the arbitrariness
of U , the curve γ̃(t) := W (t) is open in general since
U(R(τ)) is not necessarily equal to U(R(0)). Their dif-
ference after parallel-transport through a cyclic process
generates the Uhlmann phase.

The length of γ̃, given by L(γ̃) =

∫

γ̃

√

〈Ẇ |Ẇ 〉dt, is

minimized by the Uhlmann parallel-transport condition

ẆW † =WẆ †. (4)

In this case, γ̃ represents the horizontal lift of γ, and W
(or its phase factor U) is said to be parallel-transported
along γ̃. We refer to a physical process satisfying Eq. (4)
as the Uhlmann process. Let X be the tangent vector
of γ, then the Uhlmann parallel-transport condition is
equivalent to [30]

∇XU(t) =
dU(t)

dt
+AU (X)U(t) = 0, (5)

where

AU = −
∑

n,m

|n〉 〈n|[d
√
ρ,
√
ρ]|m〉

λn + λm
〈m| (6)

is the Uhlmann connection. The theory of Uhlmann
phase can be formulated using the language of a U(N)
principal bundle briefly outlined in Appendix A. On the
base of the fiber bundle, every continuous curve γ(t) has
a unique horizontal lift γ̃(t) with respect to the connec-
tion AU , which is independent of the choice of the ancilla,
as Eq. (6) suggests.
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Eq. (5) indicates that AU is a non-Abelian gauge con-
nection and defines how the phase factor U(t) is parallel-
transported. At the end of the parallel transport, the so-
lution to Eq. (5) gives the difference between the initial
and final phase factors, known as the Uhlmann holonomy

U(τ) = Pe−
∮
γ
AUU(0). (7)

Here P is the path-ordering operator. The difference
between the initial and final purifications is characterized
by the Loschmidt (or transition) amplitude

GU = 〈W (0)|W (τ)〉 = Tr
[

ρ(0)Pe−
∮
γ
AU

]

, (8)

whose argument is the Uhlmann phase

θU = argGU = argTr
[

ρ(0)Pe−
∮
γ
AU

]

. (9)

According to Eq. (7), the geometric effect carried by the
Uhlmann phase is introduced by U , which acts on the
ancilla state. When the evolution of a quantum system
crosses the zeros of GU , the Uhlmann phase exhibits a
discrete jump, signaling a TQPT because the Uhlmann
holonomy has changed. Some examples of the TQPT of
the Uhlmann process have been shown in Refs. [40, 42].

B. Quantum quench dynamics and DQPT

In a typical scenario of quantum quench dynamics, a
quantum system is initially prepared in the state |ψ(0)〉.
At t = 0+, the system undergoes a sudden quench due to
a change in the Hamiltonian H , and |ψ(0)〉 is in general
not an eigenstate of H . The key object measuring the
deviation of the time-evolved state from the initial state
is the Loschmidt (or return) amplitude

G(t) = 〈ψ(0)|ψ(t)〉 = 〈ψ(0)|e−iHt|ψ(0)〉. (10)

In non-equilibrium physics, |G(t)|2 plays a role analogous
to the partition function in thermodynamics [47]. Ac-
cordingly, we can introduce the counterpart of the free-
energy in the theory of DQPT as

r(t) = − lim
N→∞

1

N
ln |G(t)|2, (11)

where N is the overall degrees of freedom. The critical
time t∗n at which r(t) exhibits singular behavior signify a
dynamic quantum phase transition (DQPT) because t∗n
is a zero of G(t).
The theory of DQPT can be readily extended to mixed

states via purification. We consider a quantum system
initially in the state described by ρ(0) = W (0)W †(0).
After diagonalizing the initial density matrix, ρ(0) =
∑

n λn|n〉〈n| and

W (0) =
√

ρ(0)U(0) =
∑

n

√

λn|n〉〈n|U(0). (12)

Following a quench governed by H , the density matrix
evolves according to the Heisenberg equation ρ(t) =
e−iHtρ(0)eiHt. There are some subtleties when decom-
posing ρ(t). If the following decomposition is imposed,

ρ(t) =W (t)W †(t) = e−iHtW (0)W †(0)eiHt, (13)

a simple choice of the purification evolution is

W (t) = e−iHtW (0). (14)

With this choice, the purificationW formally satisfies the
following Schrödinger-like equation

iẆ = HW. (15)

By generalizing Eq. (10), the Loschmidt amplitude in the
case of mixed states is given by

G(t) = 〈W (0)|W (t)〉 = Tr
[

W †(0)W (t)
]

= Tr
[

ρ(0)U(t)U †(0)
]

= Tr
[

ρ(0)e−iHt
]

. (16)

When the expression is compared to Eq. (9), the argu-
ment of G(t) represents the dynamic phase accumulated
during the evolution following the quench.
We refer to the choice of Eq. (14) and its dy-

namic process described by Eq. (15) as Hamiltonian dy-
namics, in which the density matrix and its purifica-
tion evolve according to the Heisenberg equation and
Schrödinger-like equation, respectively. However, using
√

ρ(t) = e−iHt
√

ρ(0)eiHt and W (t) =
√

ρ(t)U(t) =

e−iHt
√

ρ(0)eiHtU(t), the phase factor evolves according
to

U(t) = e−iHtU(0). (17)

Apparently, this expression differs from the evolution
of the phase from the Uhlmann process described by
Eq. (7). In fact, it can be shown that Hamiltonian dy-
namics is incompatible with the Uhlmann process [30]. A
sketch of the mathematical proof is outlined in Appendix
B.

C. Beyond Hamiltonian dynamics

Our goal is to formulate a time-evolving post-quench
process that is consistent with the Uhlmann parallel
transport. However, such an implementation appears
to be hindered by the inherent incompatibility between
Hamiltonian dynamics and Uhlmann processes [30] if W
follows the Schrödinger-like equation (15). Upon tracing
its origin, we discover that the incompatibility stems from
the choice of Eq. (14). In order to address this challenge,
we attempt to decompose ρ(t) beyond the conventional
form (13) according to

ρ(t) =W (t)W †(t)

= e−iHtW (0)U(t)U†(t)W †(0)eiHt, (18)
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where a unitary operator U has been introduced. The
decomposition leads to

W (t) = e−iHtW (0)U(t). (19)

Here, the evolution of W follows

iẆ = HW + iWU†U̇ . (20)

Importantly, the density matrix still evolves according to
ρ(t) = e−iHtρ(0)eiHt.
In terms of purified states, Eq. (19) reads

|W (t)〉 =
∑

n

√

λne
−iHt|n〉s ⊗ [U(0)U(t)]T |n〉a, (21)

where Eqs. (1) and (12) have been applied. Hence, it
becomes evident that non-dynamic effects can be intro-
duced via U(t) while ρ(t), the density matrix of the
system, still evolves according to the Heisenberg equa-
tion. This opens up the possibility of incorporating
the Uhlmann parallel-transport condition in Hamilto-
nian dynamics. Moreover, by utilizing Eq. (19) and

W (t) =
√

ρ(t)U(t) = e−iHt
√

ρ(0)eiHtU(t), we derive the
following generic relation between U(t) and the phase
factor:

U(t) = e−iHtU(0)U(t). (22)

Thus, the phase factor also acquires additional effects
carried by U(t) beyond dynamic evolution and introduce
non-dynamic phase according to Eq. (16).

D. Formalism of Uhlmann quench

Here we explicitly show the construction of U(t) to
incorporate Uhlmann’s parallel-transport condition in
Hamiltonian dynamics. In a non-trivial Uhlmann pro-
cess, AU (X) 6= 0 in general. Hence, Eq. (6) implies that√̇
ρ 6= 0, or equivalently, ρ̇ 6= 0. In order for the Uhlmann

process to hold, it is then required that iρ̇ = [H, ρ] 6= 0,
which implies that H is time-dependent. For simplicity,
we consider a sudden quench of the Hamiltonian which
changes abruptly at t = 0+ and remains unchanged af-
terward. Clearly, this satisfies [ρ(0+), H ] 6= 0. Further-
more, if the Uhlmann parallel-transport condition is re-
spected by the quench dynamics, we refer to such a pro-
cess as a Uhlmann quench. To generate the Uhlmann
phase, which is related to the holonomy of the underly-
ing Uhlmann bundle [30], we will require the dynamics
following a Uhlmann quench to be cyclic. In other words,
there exists a period τ > 0 such that ρ(τ) = ρ(0).
To explicit construct an Uhlmann quench, we substi-

tute Eq. (19) into the Uhlmann parallel-transport condi-
tion of Eq. (4), which yields

2iW †HW =W †WU†U̇ + U†U̇W †W. (23)

For simplicity, we let the initial phase factor be U(0) = 1.

After using W (0) =
√

ρ(0) and W †W = U†ρ(0)U , the

Uhlmann parallel-transport condition is then equivalent
to

2iH =
√

ρ(0)U̇U†
√

ρ(0)
−1

+
√

ρ(0)
−1U̇U†

√

ρ(0). (24)

By taking derivative with respect to t in Eq. (22), we get

U̇U† = iH + eiHtU̇U †e−iHt. (25)

Using Eq. (5), the condition (24) further reduces to the
following identity:

2
√

ρ(0)H
√

ρ(0) = {ρ(0), H + eiHtiAU (X)e−iHt}. (26)

Here AU is given by Eq. (6). The proof is outlined in
Appendix C.
During an Uhlmann process, the phase factor evolves

as

U(t) = T e−
∫

t

0
dt′AU (X(t′))dt′U(0), (27)

which agrees with Eq. (7). Therefore, the Uhlmann
parallel-transport condition holds during the quench dy-
namics as long as the purification evolves as

W (t) = e−iHtW (0)eiHtU(t)

= e−iHtW (0)eiHtT e−
∫

t

0
dt′AU (X(t′))dt′ (28)

according to Eqs. (19) and (22). In this scenario, the
unitary evolution U(t) is give by

U(t) = eiHtU(t) = eiHtT e−
∫

t

0
dt′AU (X(t′))dt′ . (29)

Therefore, an Uhlmann quench encompasses both
Hamiltonian dynamics and Uhlmann process since the
Uhlmann parallel-transport condition is followed.
In an Uhlmann quench, the Loschmidt amplitude (16)

becomes

G(t) = Tr
[

√

ρ(0)e−iHt
√

ρ(0)U(t)
]

= Tr
[

√

ρ(0)e−iHt
√

ρ(0)eiHtT e−
∫

t

0
dt′AU (X(t′))dt′

]

.

(30)

Since both the dynamic and geometric effects are gen-
erated during an Uhlmann-quench, the argument of the
Loschmidt amplitude gives the total phase θtot, which
includes not only the dynamic phase but also the geo-
metric phase. To isolate the geometric phase, we need
to separate the dynamic part from θtot. We note that
Eq. (28) represents a combined evolution. For simplic-
ity, U(t) = 1 is set, implying U(t) = eiHt and AU = 0.
This ensures that the corresponding post-quench evolu-
tion carries only a trivial Uhlmann process and is thereby
purely dynamic. Thus,

WD(t) = e−iHtW (0)eiHt. (31)

Taking the argument of Eq. (30) for this particular case,
the dynamic phase is given by

θD(t) = arg〈WD(0)|WD(t)〉
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= argTr
[

√

ρ(0)e−iHt
√

ρ(0)eiHt
]

= argTr
[

√

ρ(0)
√

ρ(t)
]

. (32)

Interestingly, since
√

ρ(0) and
√

ρ(t) are both Hermitian
and positive-definite, θD(t) = 0. This is understandable
because in the purified-state representation of Eq. (31),

|WD(t)〉 =
∑

n

√
λne

−iHt|n〉s ⊗
[

eiHt
]T |n〉a, so the con-

tributions from the system and ancilla states cancel each
other. Consequently, for a generic U(t), the geometric
phase is obtained by eliminating the dynamic phase from
θtot. Explicitly,

θG(t) = θtot(t)− θD(t) = θtot(t). (33)

At the zeros t∗n of G(t), the value of θG(t) experiences a
discrete jump, signaling a dynamic quantum phase tran-
sition. Since θG(t) represents the geometric phase in an
Uhlmann quench, we refer to the transition with a change
of the geometric phase as a geometric dynamic quantum
phase transition (GDQPT).
The Uhlmann phase θU is generated only in a cyclic

process because of the definition of the holonomy on a
fiber bundle [30, 58]. Assuming the period of ρ(t) is
τ , so ρ(τ) = ρ(0), then θG(t) is the Uhlmann phase
at t = nτ with n being a positive integer. We remark
that there is no guarantee that t∗n = nτ (or equivalently,
τ 6= t∗n+1 − t∗n in general), hence the value of θU may not
experience a sudden change at the GDQPT transition
point t∗n. Furthermore, the Uhlmann phase is a topo-
logical invariant associated with the Uhlmann holonomy
and differs from the dynamic topological order param-
eter [56] for pure quantum states. The latter is defined
via the winding number evaluated by using the associated
geometric phase and changes abruptly at DQPT points.
Finally, we point out that periodic dynamics with period
τ may exist in certain systems because they only require
[eiHτ , ρ(0)] = 0 to ensure ρ(τ) = ρ(0). This condition
may be achieved in systems with rotational symmetries.
We remark that the condition does not necessarily imply
[H, ρ(0)] = 0.

III. EXAMPLE: SPIN- 1
2
SYSTEMS

For a better understanding of the Uhlmann quench, we
present an explicit example of a quantum spin- 12 param-
agnet in the presence of a magnetic field B. The Hamil-
tonian is H = ω0B̂ ·J, where ω0 is the Larmor frequency,
B̂ = B/|B|, and J = 1

2σ. We assume that initially
B // êz, so H0 = ω0

2 σz. Therefore, the eigenvalues and
eigenstates are

E− = −ω0

2
, |−〉 =

(

0
1

)

; E+ =
ω0

2
, |+〉 =

(

1
0

)

.

(34)

The initial density matrix is

ρ(0) =
1

Z
e−βH0 = f(−ω0)|−〉〈−|+ f(ω0)|+〉〈+|. (35)

where β = 1/T is the inverse temperature, and f(x) =
1/(eβx + 1) is the Fermi distribution function.
The quench is introduced by a sudden change of the

direction of the magnetic field at t = 0+ to B =
B(sin θ cosφ, sin θ sinφ, cos θ)T . After the quench, the
system is governed by the Hamiltonian

H =
ω0

2

(

cos θ sin θe−iφ

sin θeiφ − cos θ

)

, (36)

and the time-evolution operator is

e−iHt = cos

(

ω0t

2

)

− i sin

(

ω0t

2

)

B̂ · σ. (37)

Accordingly, the post-quench density matrix evolves as
ρ(t) = e−iHtρ(0)eiHt. Using Eqs. (C2), (35), and

H = e−iHtHeiHt =
∑

n,m=±

e−iHt|n〉〈n|H |m〉〈m|eiHt,

the Uhlmann connection becomes

iAU (X(t)) = e−iHtχH̃eiHt. (38)

Here χ = 2e
βω0

2

eβω0+1
− 1 and H̃ = |−〉〈−|H |+〉〈+| +

|+〉〈+|H |−〉〈−|. We denote the Uhlmann holonomy by

g(t) = T e−
∫

t

0
dt′AU (X(t′)), which satisfies g(0) = 1 and

dg(t)

dt
= −AU (X(t))g(t) = ie−iHtχH̃eiHtg(t). (39)

Although g(t) involves the time-ordering operator T , its
analytic expression can still be obtained by noticing that
both H and H̃ are independent of t. Let g′(t) = eiHtg(t),
then g′(0) = 1 and

dg′(t)

dt
= iHeiHtg(t) + eiHt dg(t)

dt

= i(H + χH̃)g′(t). (40)

Solving this equation, we get

g′(t) = ei(H+χH̃)tg′(0) = ei(H+χH̃)t, (41)

which further implies

g(t) = e−iHtei(H+χH̃)t. (42)

Using Eq. (30), a straightforward evaluation shows
that the Loschmidt amplitude is

G(T, t) = Tr
[

√

ρ(0)e−iHt
√

ρ(0)ei(H+χH̃)t
]

=
4 sin2 θ sin(ω0t

2 ) sin(ω0t
2 B)

(e
βω0

2 + e
−βω0

2 )2B

+cos

(

ω0t

2
B

)(

A(t)

1 + e−βω0

+
A∗(t)

1 + eβω0

)
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+
i cos θ sin(ω0t

2 B)

B

(

A∗(t)

1 + eβω0

− A(t)

1 + e−βω0

)

, (43)

where

A(t) = cos

(

ω0t

2

)

+ i cos θ sin

(

ω0t

2

)

,

B =

√

cos2 θ + (χ+ 1)2 sin2 θ. (44)

Apparently, this result is independent of the longitude
φ, which is reasonable due to the rotational symmetry of
the system. To simplify the discussions, we examine a
particular example with θ = π

2 , indicating that the end
point of the quenched magnetic field lies on the equator.
In this situation, Eq. (43) simplifies to:

G(T, t) = cos
[ω0

2
(χ+ 1)t

]

cos

(

ω0t

2

)

+
2 sin

[

ω0

2 (χ+ 1)t
]

e
βω0

2 + e
−βω0

2

sin

(

ω0t

2

)

. (45)

In practice, determining the zeros t∗n of G(T, t) typically
requires numerical methods, as G(T, t) = 0 represents a
transcendental equation with respect to t. Furthermore,
the evolution of ρ(t) following the Uhlmann quench is
also periodic, as will be explained below. Without loss
of generality, we opt for φ = 0 due to the symmetry of
the quenched system. Hence, the density matrix evolves
according to

ρ(t) = e−iHtρ(0)eiHt =
1

Z
e−βH(t). (46)

Here

H(t) = e−iHtH0e
iHt =

ω0

2
e−i

ω0t

2
σxσze

i
ω0t

2
σx

=
ω0

2

[

cos(ω0t)σz − sin(ω0t)σy

]

, (47)

which is equivalent to a rotation of H0 = ω0

2 σz about the

x-axis. Therefore, H(t) is cyclic with a period τ = 2π
ω0

,

and so is ρ(t). Based on the previous discussions, at
t = nτ , ρ(nτ) = ρ(0) and θG(T, nτ) = argG(T, nτ) is the
Uhlmann phase since the cyclic condition is satisfied.
To visualize our results, We plot the Uhlmann phase

θG and the rate function r(t) as functions of t in Fig-
ure 1. To be consistent with lattice models, we con-
sider an effective lattice with N sites. Each site hosts
a spin-1/2 paramagnet with no interaction between dif-
ferent sites. Therefore, the total Loschmidt amplitude is
GN (T, t) = G(T, t)N due to the tensor product structure,
and r(t) = − ln |G(T, t)|2 with G(T, t) given by Eq. (45).
The red and blue solid lines in Fig. 1 represent the low-
(T = 0.01ω0) and relative high- (T = 1.0ω0) temperature
scenarios, respectively.
In the high-temperature limit, β → 0 and χ → 0, so

either Eq. (43) or (45) yields G(T, t) = 1. This is reason-
able since limT→+∞ ρ = 1

212 is proportional to the iden-
tity matrix and carries no physical information. Hence,

we choose a moderately high temperature T = 1.0ω0 such
that the behavior of system is nontrivial. We plot θG as
a function of t in the top panel and the corresponding
r(t) in the bottom panel by the blue solid lines. Specif-
ically, the rate function r(t) becomes singular at each
crossing of t∗n, and the value of the geometric phase θG
jumps by ±π. To understand the meaning of the jump,
we recall that the Uhlmann parallel-transport condition
is always satisfied in a Uhlmann quench, which ensures
that W (t + dt) remains as parallel as possible to W (t)
after the quench. However, the parallelism lacks transi-
tivity [39], thereby W (t) may lose parallelism with the
initial amplitude W (0). After crossing each t∗n, the “ori-
entation” of W (t) changes from being parallel to being
anti-parallel to W (0) or vice versa, and the jump of the
geometric phase reflects the change. Thus, the occur-
rence of a GDQPT is accompanied by a change of the
corresponding geometric phase associated with the evo-
lution. Additionally, the star symbols in the top panel of
Figure 1 indicate the times at which the geometric phase
becomes the Uhlmann phase at t = nτ since the cyclic
condition is satisfied. In this scenario, the time interval
between adjacent GDQPTs is larger than τ . The value of
θU remains unchanged between two adjacent GDQPTs,
as shown in the same panel.

In the limit when T approaches 0, β → +∞ and χ →
−1, the Loschmidt amplitude reduces to a simple func-
tion: limT→0 G(T, t) = cos

(

ω0t
2

)

according to Eq. (45).
Consequently, both θG(t) and r(t) act like periodic func-
tions at T = 0.01ω0. In this regime, t∗n ≈ 1

ω0

(2n + 1)π
with n being a non-negative integer. We illustrate the
behaviors of θG(t) and r(t) by the red solid lines respec-
tively in the middle and bottom panels of Fig. 1. The
black square symbols label where θG = θU when the
cyclic condition holds. Moreover, the period of θU is
τ = 2π

ω0

≈ t∗n+1 − t∗n, implying that there is one square
symbol between two adjacent GDQPTs in the middle
panel.

The Uhlmann phase θU characterizes the topological
nature of the evolution curve W (t) via the Uhlmann
holonomy in a cyclic process. At T = 0.01ω0, the topo-
logical nature depends on whether the system undergoes
odd (topological) or even (non-topological) times of the
GDQPTs because of the twists of the holonomy. As il-
lustrated in Fig. 1, θU = 0 (θU = π) when there are
odd (even) numbers of divergent points in r(t) prior to
t. In general, if θU (nτ) = 0, then W (nτ) = W (0), in-
dicating that the horizontal lift γ̃ of the evolution loop
ρ(t) is closed and the Uhlmann holonomy is trivial. If
θU (nτ) = π, then W (nτ) 6= W (0), indicating that γ̃ is
open and the Uhlmann holonomy is topologically non-
trivial. The Uhlmann phase thus reflects the change of
the Uhlmann holonomy.
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Figure 1. The geometric phase as a function of t respectively at relatively high (T = 1.0ω0, blue line in the top panel) and
low (T = 0.01ω0, red line in the middle panel) temperatures. The stars and squares label where the geometric phase is equal
to the Uhlmann phase when the cyclic condition is satisfied. (Bottom panel) The corresponding behavior of the rate function.
The time t is in units of ω−1

0
.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

Experimental measurements of the Uhlmann phase re-
main a challenge, primarily due to the implementation of
the Uhlmann parallel-transport condition which requires
control of the ancilla representing the environment ef-
fect. A simulation of the Uhlmann phase of a simple
two-level system was conducted on IBM’s quantum com-
puter [35] with engineered Hamiltonians on both system
and ancilla. Later, an experimental protocol based on
the spin-j systems was introduced in Ref. [42], where the
Uhlmann parallel-transport condition is again achieved
through unitary transformations on both system and an-
cilla.
Following these ideas, we may simulate the Uhlmann

quench on quantum computers. As an example, we take
the system described in Sec. III and choose the initial
Hamiltonian as H0 = ω0

2 σz and the quench Hamiltonian
asH = ω0

2 (cosφσx + sinφσy). In this case, a straightfor-

ward calculation shows H̃ = H according to the expres-
sion below Eq. (38). After an Uhlmann quench, W (t)
evolves as

W (t) = e−iHt
√

ρ(0)ei(1+χ)Ht (48)

according to Eqs. (28) and (42). The purification can be
simulated on quantum computers by using the purified
state

|W (t)〉 =
∑

n

√

λnUs(t)|n〉s ⊗ UT
a (t)|n〉a, (49)

where Us(t) = e−iHt and Ua(t) = ei(1+χ)Ht are unitary
operators acting on the system and ancilla states, respec-
tively. Us(t) induces dynamic evolution of the system

while Ua(t) ensures the Uhlmann parallel-transport con-
dition holds. Ua(t) may be realized by determining the
parameter χ from temperature via the expression below
Eq. (38) and then constructing the effective evolution op-
erator for the ancilla. Once these two evolution operators
are constructed, the Uhlmann quench may be simulated
on the IBM Quantum Platform similar to that described
in Ref. [35].
Recently, significant progress has been made in exper-

imental realizations of DQPTs on many different plat-
forms, including the interacting transverse-field Ising
model [48], topological nanomechanical systems [53],
photonic platforms [59], superconducting qubits [60], NV
centers in diamonds [61], and nuclear magnetic resonance
quantum simulators [54]. However, to the best of our
knowledge, a direct measurement of the argument of the
Loschmidt amplitude to infer the total phase has yet to
be implemented. On the other hand, several techniques
may help extract the features of the Uhlmann quench
on quantum computers. For instance, the jumps of the
Uhlmann phase may be detected through state tomogra-
phy [35], and the vanishing overlap of the purified states
may be measured by quantum amplitude estimation [62].
Therefore, observation of the Uhlmann quench may be
achieved on quantum computers by suitable transforma-
tions on the system and ancilla to generate the geometric
phase in the dynamics after the quench.

V. CONCLUSION

After examining and comparing the conditions render-
ing the Uhlmann parallel-transport and dynamics follow-
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ing a quench, we have developed a framework to integrate
the geometric constraint into the quench dynamics within
a single physical process called the Uhlmann quench.
The incompatibility between the Uhlmann process and
Hamiltonian dynamics is circumvented by introducing a
more general evolution of the purification of the density
matrix. The Uhlmann quench enables the generation of
a geometric phase in the quench dynamics, which corre-
sponds to the Uhlmann phase for systems with cyclic be-
havior of the density matrix. Moreover, GDQPTs with
singular behavior can arise in the Uhlmann quench, as
illustrated by a spin-1/2 system. With the rapid devel-
oping experimental progress on quantum quenches and
DQPTs, our results pave a way for future experimen-
tal realization and observation of geometric behavior in
quantum dynamics of mixed states.
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Appendix A: Fiber-bundle description of the
Uhlmann phase

Let P be the space spanned by full-rank density matri-
ces, which is also a manifold equipped with a Riemannian
metric [63]. The associated purification form the surface
of a unit sphere, S, since 〈W |W 〉 = Tr(W †W ) = Trρ = 1.
After introducing the projection π : S → P such that
π(W ) = WW † = ρ, a fiber bundle can be constructed
in which S is the total space, and P is the base mani-
fold. At each point ρ ∈ P , W =

√
ρU spans the fiber

Fρ. Clearly, Fρ ∼U(N), which is also isomorphic to the
structural group, making the bundle a U(N) principal
bundle.
The parameter R can serve as the local coordinates

of ρ. A continuous function σ(R) ≡ σ(ρ(R)) =
√

ρ(R)U(R) defines a section on the bundle. Since a
global section σ(ρ) =

√
ρ independent of the local co-

ordinates always exists, this bundle is trivial [64]. On
the base manifold P , there exists a U(N)-gauge connec-
tion, known as the Uhlmann connection AU , given by
Eq. (6). It is also the pull-back of the Ehresmann con-
nection ω on the total space S via σ [30]: AU = σ∗ω.
ω separates the tangent bundle TS into its vertical and

horizontal subspaces. We denote X̃ as the tangent vector
of the curve γ̃(t) given by Eq. (3). Thus, the Uhlmann
parallel-transport condition (4) can be expressed as [30]
ω(X̃) = 0. In this case, W (t) is called the horizontal lift
of ρ(t) = π(W (t)). Since the solution of the first order
differential equation (5) is unique if the initial condition
is given, every continuous curve on P has only one hori-
zontal lift.

Appendix B: Incompatibility between Uhlmann
process and Hamiltonian dynamics

Here, we briefly review how the Uhlmann parallel-
transport condition (4) is incompatible with the Hamil-
tonian dynamics governed by Eq. (15). By substituting
the latter into the former, we obtain

HWW † = −WW †H, or {H, ρ} = 0. (B1)

Since ρ has full rank, its inverse exists. The above equa-
tion thereby leads to

√

ρ−1H
√
ρ = −√

ρH
√

ρ−1 = −(
√

ρ−1H
√
ρ)†, (B2)

where we have applied the fact that both H and ρ are

Hermitian. We note that all eigenvalues of
√

ρ−1H
√
ρ

are equal to those of H since they differ only by a simi-
larity transformation. Moreover, H only have real eigen-
values, and Eq. (B1) implies that all of its eigenvalues are
zero, which is generally impossible. This proof applies to
any dynamic process, regardless of whether it involves a
quantum quench or not.
Ref. [27] considered a similar process in which W

evolves according to

iẆ = HW −WȞ, (B3)

where Ȟ is referred to as the “dual” Hamiltonian. Obvi-
ously, if iU†U̇ = −Ȟ , the generic evolution equation (20)
recovers the “dual” dynamic equation (B3). However,
Ref. [27] did not provide an explicit construction of Ȟ , a
task accomplished in this work.

Appendix C: Proof of the identity (26)

The time-evolved density matrix has the form
ρ(t) =

∑

n λn(t)|n(t)〉〈n(t)|. Since e−iHt is a uni-
tary operator, λn(t) = λn, and |n(t)〉 = e−iHt|n〉,
ρ(t) =

∑

n λne
−iHt|n〉〈n|eiHt. Moreover,

√

ρ(t) =
∑

n

√
λne

−iHt|n〉〈n|eiHt, implying

i
˙√

ρ(t) = [H,
√

ρ(t)]. (C1)

By using Eq. (6), Eq. (26) is equivalent to
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iAU (X) =
∑

nm

e−iHt|n〉 〈n|e
iHt[

√

ρ(t), [H,
√

ρ(t)]]e−iHt|m〉
λn + λm

〈m|eiHt

=
∑

nm

e−iHt|n〉
〈n|eiHt

[

2
√

ρ(t)H
√

ρ(t)−Hρ(t)− ρ(t)H
]

e−iHt|m〉
λn + λm

〈m|eiHt

=
∑

nm

e−iHt|n〉
〈n|

[

2
√

ρ(0)H
√

ρ(0)−Hρ(0)− ρ(0)H
]

|m〉
λn + λm

〈m|eiHt

=
∑

nm

e−iHt|n〉 〈n|
[

2
√
λnλmH −H(λn + λm)

]

|m〉
λn + λm

〈m|eiHt

= 2
∑

nm

e−iHt|n〉 〈n|
√
λnλmH |m〉
λn + λm

〈m|eiHt −H. (C2)

Substituting the expression into Eq. (26), we finally have

√

ρ(0)H
√

ρ(0) = {ρ(0),
∑

nm

|n〉 〈n|
√
λnλmH |m〉
λn + λm

〈m|}

=
∑

nm

|n〉〈n|
√

λnλmH |m〉〈m|, (C3)

which is indeed an identity.
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