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Topological phases arise as the parameters of a quantum system are varied as a function of
time. Under the adiabatic approximation, the time dependency can be removed and the Berry
topological phase can be obtained from a trajectory on the parameter space. Although this approach
is usually applied in solid-state physics without further reflection, in many cases, say in Dirac or Weyl
materials, the adiabatic approximation is never met as many systems are gapless. Here it is shown
how to use other time dependent defined topological quantities, in particular the Aharonov-Anandan
phase that provides information not only about the topology but also about band transitions.
Therefore, we analyze the problem of graphene under electromagnetic radiation from a time-driven
perspective, demonstrating how the Aharonov-Anandan and Berry phases provide complementary
information about the topology and interband transitions. This is achieved using the Dirac-Bloch
formalism and by solving the time-dependent equations within Floquet theory.

I. INTRODUCTION

Beyond electronic properties, the study of quantum
geometry and topology in solid state physics, and spe-
cially in two dimensional (2D) materials, has emerged
as a pivotal area of research [1]. Quantum geometry,
characterized by parameters such as the Berry curvature
and quantum metric, plays a crucial role in understand-
ing various physical phenomena, including the anomalous
Hall effect and topological insulators [2]. Topology, on
the other hand, concerns the global properties of the ma-
terial’s electronic wavefunctions, leading to robust edge
states and exotic phases of matter [3].

In solid state physics, topology is usually studied by
considering the reciprocal space properties of the Hamil-
tonian and its corresponding wave functions [4]. How-
ever, it is often forgotten that this procedure is valid
whenever the parameters of the Hamiltonian are varied
adiabatically in time in such a way that there are no tran-
sitions to other states. It turns out that in many cases
the adiabatic condition does not hold as we will discuss
here[5]. In fact, many 2D materials fall into this category.

Among these, graphene and borophene stand out.
Graphene has being widely celebrated for its exceptional
conductivity and mechanical strength [6], and borophene
for its remarkable flexibility and electronic characteris-
tics [7]. Although numerous studies explore the topo-
logical properties of these 2D materials, it is often over-
looked that many lack a band gap, and thus, the adia-
baticity condition is never truly met. Some researchers
gap the system spectrum by breaking a symmetry, yet
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this does not answer what the required size of the gap
should be or whether this process changes the nature of
the topology. Moreover, as the adiabaticity condition
does not hold, one can also focus on the time-dependent
properties of the problem, as done in Thouless’s pio-
neering work concerning topology [8]. Fortunately, in
other areas of physics, different dynamic approaches have
been developed to identify topological properties [9, 10].
Here we will compare the Aharonov-Anandan phase with
the Berry phase. The advantage is that the Aharonov-
Anandan phase does not require adiabaticity [10]. As we
will see, in many instances, the Aharonov-Anandan and
Berry phases are radically different and encode distinct
physical aspects of the electronic properties of 2D ma-
terials. In principle, in the adiabatic limit, both phases
should coincide, yet degeneracy can make them different
[10].

As a token, the understanding of such time dependent
aspects of the problem open new avenues in material
science and condensed matter as it allows to manipu-
late these materials’ properties through external stimuli
[11, 12]. One such method is time-driving, which consists
in the temporal modulation of a material’s properties us-
ing external fields. This technique not only facilitates
the exploration of new phases of matter but also offers a
platform for the dynamic control of electronic and topo-
logical features [13, 14].

The application of electromagnetic fields to 2D materi-
als offers a powerful means to alter their quantum geom-
etry and topology. By tuning the frequency, amplitude,
and polarization of the applied fields, researchers can in-
duce significant modifications in the band structure and
topological properties of the material [7]. For instance, it
is possible to induce topological phase transitions, where
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the material’s topological invariants change, leading to
new states of matter with distinct edge modes and trans-
port properties [15]. These field-induced modifications
not only enhance the fundamental understanding of 2D
materials but also pave the way for novel applications in
electronic and optoelectronic devices [3].

The ability to dynamically control the properties of
2D materials through time-driving and electromagnetic
fields has far-reaching implications for technology [16].
Potential applications include the development of high-
speed, low-power electronic devices and advanced sensors
[16, 17]. The tunability provided by these techniques al-
lows for the design of materials with tailored properties,
optimized for specific applications [2]. For example, the
induction of topological states can lead to devices with
robust edge conduction, immune to scattering and de-
fects, which is highly desirable for reliable electronic and
spintronic applications [18].

Time-driving in 2D materials typically involves the ap-
plication of periodic external fields, such as electromag-
netic or acoustical waves, which induce a time-dependent
perturbation in the system [19–22]. The response of these
materials to such driving can be effectively studied us-
ing Floquet theory [15, 19, 23]. Floquet theory extends
the concept of Bloch’s theorem to time-periodic systems,
allowing the analysis of the system’s behavior in terms
of quasi-energy states known as Floquet states. These
states provide a comprehensive understanding of the ma-
terial’s dynamic response, enabling the identification of
novel phenomena such as Floquet-Bloch bands and time-
crystalline states [18, 24].

In this article, we will compare and explore the Berry
and Aharonov-Anandan phases by the implementation of
time-driving in materials such as graphene or borophene,
delving into how Floquet theory and Dirac-Bloch equa-
tions serve as essential tools for understanding and pre-
dicting their properties. The layout of this work is as
follows. In Sec. II, we discuss the Berry and Aharonov-
Anandan phases from a time-dependent driving perspec-
tive. Section III presents the results for graphene, fol-
lowed by remarks on the structure of the phases in Sec-
tion IV. Finally, Section V provides a summary of our
findings.

II. BERRY AND AHARONOV-ANANDAN
TOPOLOGICAL PHASES FROM A

TIME-DEPENDENT DRIVING PERSPECTIVE

In this section, we revisit the alternative approaches for
deriving adiabatic (Berry) and non-adiabatic (Aharonov-
Anandan) topological phases from a time-dependent per-
spective. We consider the case of a typical 2D Dirac ma-
terial, graphene. As is well known, the electronic spec-
trum of such a plataform lacks a band gap and instead
forms Dirac cones, where each valley K± hosts an effec-
tive massless electron.

For such a gapless spectrum, the adiabatic condition is
never truly satisfied, yet a topological charge is usually

assigned to each Dirac point [16, 17]. Let us discuss this
situation from a time dependent perspective. Consider
the Schrödinger equation

iℏ∂tΨ(r, t) = ĤξΨ(r, t), (1)

where the graphene’s Hamiltonian is given by

Ĥξ = vFσξ · [p̂+ eA(r, t)] , (2)

vF ≈ 106 m/s , the subscript ξ = ±1 tags the valley and
σξ = (ξσx, σy). For the special case of normal incidence,
the vector potential is independent of position, Eq. (1)
simplifies significantly when we assume the ansatz

Ψ(r, t) = exp (k · r)Ψk(t), (3)

leading to the k-space Schrödinger equation:

iℏ
∂

∂t
Ψk(t) = Ĥk,ξ(t)Ψk(t), (4)

where the k-space Hamiltonian is

Ĥk,ξ = ℏvFσξ ·K(t). (5)

and K(t) = k + eA(t)/ℏ. This Hamiltonian accounts
for the effects of a homogeneous, periodic external vec-
tor potential A(t) with period T , which induces changes
in the Hamiltonian parameters. The components of
Ψk(t) = (Ψk,A(t),Ψk,B(t)) are interpreted as the am-
plitudes of the electron wave function on each of the
graphene’s bipartite lattices, denoted here by A and B.
From this point onward, we drop the valley index and
assume ξ = 1; the results for ξ = −1 can be obtained in
a similar manner.

After these definitions are introduced, the Berry and
Aharonov-Anandan approaches are discussed in the fol-
lowing subsections.

A. Berry phases: the Dirac-Bloch formalism
approach

The Berry phase is typically discussed in the context
of the adiabatic approximation [9, 25, 26]. In this frame-
work, the system’s dynamics are primarily encoded in
the Berry and dynamic phases, with the system predom-
inantly remaining in a single quantum state without un-
dergoing transitions between levels.

Another way to frame this problem, however, is
through the Dirac-Bloch equations (DBEs). In this ap-
proach, the Berry phase is defined in the same way as
in the adiabatic approximation, but the adiabatic condi-
tions are not required to be satisfied (6). Instead, while
the intra-level dynamics are still governed by the Berry
phase, transitions are accounted for through the so-called
Rabi phase.

The Dirac-Bloch equations (DBEs) are pivotal in the
study of the nonlinear optical responses in advanced ma-
terials [27, 28], especially those with complex electronic
band structures like twisted bilayer graphene (TBG)
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[28, 29]. The DBEs provide a detailed description of the
interaction between electrons and electromagnetic fields,
incorporating both intraband and interband transitions.
In this section, we focus on this powerful method as it
allows to analyze the behavior of the Berry phase even
when the adiabatic approximation is not valid.

The solution to the quantum evolution Eq. (4) can be
written as [28],

Ψk(t) =
∑
λ

cλk(t)φ
λ
k(t)e

−iγλ
D,k(t), (6)

where cλk(t) are time-dependent coefficients, λ = ±1 de-
notes the band index, and γλD,k(t) is the dynamical phase
factor. The instantaneous eigenstates

φλ
k =

1√
2
(1, λ exp(iθk(t))

⊺
, λ = ±1, (7)

with the phase

θk(t) = arctan(Ky(t)/Kx(t)), (8)

where Kx(t) and Ky(t) are the components of K(t), sat-
isfy the instantaneous Schrödinger equation with instan-
taneous eigenvalues ϵλk(t),

Ĥk(t)φ
λ
k(t) = ϵλk(t)φ

λ
k(t). (9)

where

ϵλk(t) = λℏvF |K(t)| (10)

The phase dynamical phase is obtained from the instan-
taneous eigenvalues and is defined as [30]:

γλD,k(t) =
1

ℏ

∫ t

0

ϵλk(t
′) dt′. (11)

The Berry phase γλB,k(t) can now be extracted from
[30],

γλB,k(t) = i

∫ t

0

φλ
k(t

′)
dφλ

k(t
′)

dt′
dt′. (12)

When the time in integral (12) is evaluated from t =
0 to t = T , the trajectory followed by K(t)in the k-
parameter space defines a contour CB , which may or may
not encircle the origin n ∈ Q times per period. Thus, the
geometrical Berry phase becomes

γλB,k ≡ γλB,k(T )

= i

∮
CB

φ−λ
k (t′)∇K(t′)φ

λ
k(t

′)dK(t′) = nπ. (13)

Although the Berry phase is only well-defined in the adi-
abatic case, as discussed in Appendix B, it contributes
to the total geometric phase in the non-adiabatic case.

Substituting this proposed solution into the time-
dependent Schrödinger equation and simplifying, we ob-
tain the time evolution of the coefficients:

dcλk(t)

dt
= iΩk(t)c

−λ
k (t) exp

[
iγλD,k(t)− iγ−λ

D,k(t)
]

× exp
[
iγλB,k(t)− iγ−λ

B,k(t))
]
,

(14)

where we have introduced the Rabi phase

γR,k(t) =

∫ t

0

dt′νk(t
′). (15)

and the Rabi frequency νk(t) [28],

νk(t) = iφ−λ
k (t)

dφλ
k(t)

dt
. (16)

B. Aharonov-Anandan phases: the Floquet
formalism approach

When the Hamiltonian is periodic with period T =
2π/Ω, due to the external driving, the solution to Eq.
(4) can be obtained using the Floquet theorem. In this
case, it is convenient to rewrite Schrödinger’s equation
(4) for the time evolution operator as

iℏ
d

dt
Uk(t) = Hk(t)Uk(t). (17)

The Floquet theorem states that the time evolution op-
erator must take the form [22, 31]

Uk(t) = exp

(
− i

ℏ
Ĥe,kt

)
Ŵk(t), (18)

where Ĥe,k is a time-independent matrix known as the
effective Hamiltonian. Its eigenvalues are the quasiener-
gies given by

Ej
k = −ℏΩ

2π
arg(ujk) + nℏΩ, (19)

where ujk is the j-th eigenvalue of Uk(T ) =

exp(−iĤe,kT/ℏ). The corresponding eigenvectors are
Ψj

k(0) and the time-dependent Floquet states are ex-
pressed as

Ψj
k(t) = exp

(
− i

ℏ
Ĥe,kt

)
Ŵk(t)Ψ

j
k(0)

= exp

(
− i

ℏ
Ej
kt

)
P k(t), (20)

where the matrix Ŵk(t), known as the monodromy ma-
trix, is periodic, Ŵk(t) = Ŵk(t + T ), and in particu-
lar Ŵk(T ) = 1. The spinor P k(t + T ) = P k(t) =

Ŵk(t)Ψ
j
k(0) is also periodic. Notice here that the set

of Floquet eigenvectors Ψj
k(0) do not necessarily coin-

cide with the initial wave function Ψk(0) written in the
basis of the conduction and valence bands.

In close analogy to the Berry phase, the Aharonov-
Anandan phase is related to the dynamical phase, which
is given by

γjD,k(T ) =
1

ℏ

∫ T

0

Ψj†
k (t)ĤkΨ

j
k(t), dt. (21)
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Consequently, the non-adiabatic Aharonov-Anandan
phase can be obtained from the Floquet wave function
after one period T by subtracting the dynamical phase
[10]:

Ψj
k(T ) = e−iγj

D,k(T )−iγj
A,k(T )Ψj

k(0). (22)

In turn, from Eq. (20), the quasienergies, as well as the
dynamical and Aharonov-Anandan phases, are connected
through [32, 33]

Ej
kT

ℏ
= γjD,k(T ) + γjA,k(T ). (23)

In this particular case, the non-adiabatic Aharonov-
Anandan phase can be extracted from Eq. (20), giving:

γjA,k(t) =
i

2

∫ t

0

wj∗
k (t)dwj

k(t)− wj
k(t)dw

j∗
k (t)

1 +
∣∣∣wj

k(t)
∣∣∣2 (24)

where

wj
k(t) =

Ψj
k,2(t)

Ψj
k,1(t)

(25)

and Ψj
k,1(t) and Ψj

k,2(t) are the first and second compo-
nents of the spinor [32] Ψj

k(t) .
Even though the Dirac-Bloch and Floquet formalisms

yield phases with quite strong similarities, the phases in
general are radically different and encode different phys-
ical aspects of the system. For example, while the Dirac-
Bloch formalism expresses phases in terms of instanta-
neous solutions, the Floquet formalism requires the use
of Floquet states to ensure that the wave function trajec-
tories form closed loops. Most importantly, the phases
arising from the Dirac-Bloch formalism are entirely deter-
mined by the contour of the vector potential. In contrast,
the phases described by the Floquet formalism depend
solely on the contour of the wave function in complex
space.

When the time integral (24) is performed from t =
0 to t = T we can assume that the integration follows
the geometric contour CA in the complex plane of the
variable wj

k(t). Moreover, due to the Floquet theorem
that also states that Ψj

k(t) = exp(−iEj
kt/ℏ)U

j
k(t) where

U j
k(t+T ) = U j

k(t), we can ensure that the contour closes.
Consequently, the Aharonov-Anandan phase becomes

γjA,k(T ) =
i

2

∮
CA

wj∗
k dw

j
k − wj

kdw
j∗
k

1 +
∣∣∣wj

k

∣∣∣2 , (26)

acquiring a geometrical character similar to the Berry
phase. However, while the integration contour CB of
the Berry phase is defined by the trajectory of A(t), the
contour of the Aharonov-Anandan phase is determined
by the trajectory of the wave function, which can only
be obtained by solving the Schrödinger equation.

In the next section, we determine the phases arising
from the two formalisms and compare them under differ-
ent electromagnetic field parameters.

a)

b)

FIG. 1. Quasi energy spectrum Ej
kT/ℏ as a function of

kx and ky for (a) circularly polarized light (evFEx/ℏΩ2 =
0.5, evFEy/ℏΩ2 = 0.5) and (b) linearly polarized light
(evFEx/ℏΩ2 = 0.5, evFEy/ℏΩ2 = 0.0) in the weak electric
fields regime.

III. BERRY AND AHARONOV-ANANDAN
PHASES IN TIME-DRIVEN GRAPHENE

To analyze this problem in detail, we consider the ex-
ternal driving of the graphene’s effective Hamiltonian by
an electromagnetic wave with angular frequency Ω, prop-
agating along the z-direction, perpendicular to the 2D
lattice plane and described by a vector potential A(t)
[16, 27, 34–36].

Here we study four different cases: linearly polarized
light in the weak and strong field regimes and elliptically
polarized light in the weak and strong field regimes. We
assume that for those cases in which light is linearly po-
larized the vector potential takes the form:

A(t) =

(
Ex

Ω
cos (Ωt), 0

)
, (27)

where Ex is the amplitude of the electric field. In those
where the light excitation is elliptically polarized the vec-
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a)

b)

FIG. 2. Quasi energy spectrum Ej
kT/ℏ as a function of

kx and ky for (a) circularly polarized light (evFEx/ℏΩ2 =
evFEy/ℏΩ2 = 5.0) and (b) linearly polarized light
(evFEx/ℏΩ2 = 5.0, evFEy/ℏΩ2 = 0.0) in the strong elec-
tric field regime.

tor potential is given by:

A(t) =

(
Ex

Ω
cos (Ωt),

Ey

Ω
sin (Ωt)

)
, (28)

where Ey represents the amplitude of the electric field in
the y-direction.

As explained in Appendix A, the time dependent equa-
tion given by Eq. (5) contains an adimensional parame-
ter,

q0 = evF

√
E2

x + E2
y/ℏΩ2 (29)

that defines the limits between weak (q0 < 1) and strong
(q0 > 1) external driving fields. Finally, to compare the
two different topological phases, we numerically solved
Eq. (4) using the two approaches: Dirac-Bloch and Flo-
quet. Below we outline the details of such calculations.

a)

b)

FIG. 3. Topological phases for circular polarized light in the
weak electric fields regime (evFEx/ℏΩ2 = evFEy/ℏΩ2 = 0.5).
Panel a) presents the Berry phase as obtained from the Dirac-
Bloch formalism. Panel b) presents the Aharonov-Anandan
phase obtained from solving Eq. (26). The Berry phase is
non-trivial, γB,k = −π, only within a circular light blue region
centered at the Dirac point, with a radius determined by the
magnitude of the electric field, while it remains trivial in the
light yellow region. In contrast, the Aharonov-Anandan phase
exhibits the same circular region but also features concentric
rings, indicating multiphoton transitions.

A. Berry phase

To calculate the Berry phase, we consider the Dirac-
Bloch formalism [16, 17, 27, 28, 30, 34, 35, 37–42] using
the following ansatz,

Ψk(t) =
∑
λ

cλk(t)φ
λ
k(t)e

−iγλ
D,k(t), (30)
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The instantaneous eigenvalues and eigenvectors were
found from

ℏvFσξ ·
[
k +

e

ℏ
A(t)

]
φλ
k(t) = ϵλk(t)φ

λ
k(t). (31)

where we have used the Hamiltonian given by Eq. (5).
The obtained eigenvalues and eigenvectors are then

substituted into Eq. (13) to compute the Berry phase.
Figure 3 a) shows the resulting Berry phase in recipro-
cal space for the weak electric field regime using circular
polarization, while Fig. 4 a) presents the results for the
strong electric field regime. The cases with linear polar-
ization are not shown, as they yield trivial Berry phases.
A discussion of these results is provided in Sec. IV.

B. Aharonov-Anandan phase

To find the Aharonov-Anandan phase, we numeri-
cally solve the Schrödinger equation (17) considering the
Hamiltonian in Eq. (5). The wave function was ob-
tained using Floquet theory via Eq. (20), as detailed
in Refs. [22, 43]. The dynamical phase, γD,k, can be de-
termined by first computing Ej

kT/ℏ, which corresponds
to the argument of the eigenvalues of the evolution oper-
ator, given by Uk(T ) = exp(−i/ℏĤe,kT ). Obtaining the
corresponding eigenvectors, we use Eq. (26) to calculate
the Aharonov-Anandan phase. Finally, from Eq. (23),
we derive the dynamical phase, γjk(T ).

Figure 1 displays the positive quasienergy, E1
kT/ℏ (j =

1), of the Floquet state Ψ1
k(t) as a function of kx and

ky for (a) circularly and (b) linearly polarized light in
the weak-field regime. In both cases the spectrum is dis-
torted compared to the free electron case from the Dirac
point outwards up to vF (k

2
x + k2y)

1/2/Ω ≈ 0.5. Beyond
this line the free-electron spectrum is recovered. Under
circularly polarized light, the quasi-energy spectrum ex-
hibits circular symmetry, whereas under linearly polar-
ized excitation, it is slightly stretched along the kx axis.
Additionally, the circularly polarized excitation induces
a gap at the Dirac point, while in the linear case, the
Dirac point remains gapless

In Fig. 2 we observe the behavior of the positive
quasienergy E1

kT/ℏ as a function of kx and ky for (a) cir-
cularly and (b) linearly polarized light in the strong field
regime. In both cases the spectrum is distorted in com-
parison with the free electron case from the Dirac point
outwards up to vF (k2x + k2y)

1/2/Ω ≈ 5.0. As in the low
field regime, beyond this line the free-electron spectrum is
recovered. The distortions are however much larger than
in the weak-field regime. Under the circularly polarized
light the quasi spectrum newly has circular symmetry.
The linearly polarized excitation is strongly stretched
along the kx axis and vertical lines appear along ky. Ad-
ditionally, under circularly polarized light the gap that
opens up close to the Dirac point is much larger than in
the weak-field regime. In the linear case the Dirac point
remains.

a)

b)

FIG. 4. Topological phases for circular polarized light in the
strong electric fields regime (evFEx/ℏΩ2 = 5.0, evFEy/ℏΩ2 =
5.0). a) Berry phase, b) Aharonov-Anandan phases. As in
Fig. 3, the Berry phase is non-trivial γB,k = −π, only within
a circular light blue region centered at the Dirac point, with
a radius determined by the magnitude of the electric field.
The Aharonov-Anandan phase exhibits the same circular re-
gion but also features concentric rings, indicating multiphoton
transitions.

The shape of the quasispectrum in Figs. 1 and 2 is in
fact determined by an effective Whittaker and Hill difer-
ential equation with complex parameters, see Appendix
A.

Finally, once the Floquet states are found using Eq.
(20), the Aharonov-Anandan phase is calculated through
Eq. (26). Figs. 3,4,5 and 6 present the resulting
Aharonov-Anandan phases in reciprocal space for the
weak and strong-field regimes using different polariza-
tions. The discussion of these results is given in Sec. IV.
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FIG. 5. Topological Aharonov-Anandan phases for linear po-
larized light in the weak electric fields regime (evFEx/ℏΩ2 =
0.5, evFEy/ℏΩ2 = 0.0). The phase vanishes for momenta in
the light yellow region, particularly for those parallel to the
applied field (ky = 0). Note that for this case of linear polar-
ization, the Berry phase is always zero throughout the entire
reciprocal space; therefore, we do not include such a trivial
plot.

IV. DISCUSSION AND REMARKS

Let us discuss the main features observed in the nu-
merically obtained plots.

A. Weak external field

In Figs. 3 we present the Berry and Aharonov-
Anandan phases in the weak-field regime using circular
polarized light. The Berry phase is different from zero,
γB,k = −π, in a region centered at the tip of the Dirac
cone, as seen in Fig. 3 a) as a light blue circle. This
justifies the idea of assigning a topological charge to the
Dirac cone [44], even if the adiabatic condition is never
met at the cone tip. The radius of the non trivial topolog-
ical Berry phase is determined by the magnitude of the
electric field, while it remains trivial in the light yellow
region. Meanwhile, as seen in Figs. 3 b), the Aharonov-
Anandan phase is also different from zero in the same
region but also presents several concentric rings. As we
shall discuss later, such rings are associated with transi-
tions from the valence band to the conduction band. The
Aharonov-Anandan phase in Fig. 4 b) exhibits a similar
behavior. However, in this case there are strong distor-
tions within the circle of radius q0 = evFE/ℏΩ. Outside
this circle the typical thin lines corresponding to the res-
onance condition reappear as in the weak-field case.

In Fig. 5, we present the case of linearly polarized
light. The Berry phase is not included, as it remains triv-
ial for all values of k. Instead, the Aharonov-Anandan

FIG. 6. Topological Aharonov-Anandan phases for linearly
polarized light in the strong electric field regime (q0 =
evFEx/ℏΩ2 = 5.0, evFEy/ℏΩ2 = 0.0). As in the weak field
regime, the phase vanishes for momenta parallel to the ap-
plied field (ky = 0), the phase vanishes. Under these same
conditions, the Berry phase is zero throughout the entire re-
ciprocal space and is therefore not shown.

phase exhibits a much richer and more intricate struc-
ture. For instance, along the kx-axis (ky = 0), the
Aharonov-Anandan phase is zero, a fact that will be ex-
plained later. Additionally, the rings observed in Fig. 3
are now deformed, transforming into ellipses that even-
tually recover their circular shape.

B. Strong external field

Fig. 4 presents the Berry and Aharonov-Anandan
phases for the strong external field case with circular po-
larization. Its structure is similar to the case of a weak-
field except that the radius is expanded due to the bigger
magnitude of the electric field. Again the Berry phase is
non-trivial only within a circle around the Dirac cone. In
contrast, the Aharonov-Anandan phase seen in Fig. 4 b)
exhibits concentric rings, indicating multiphoton transi-
tions.

The Aharonov-Anandan phases shown in Fig. 6 ex-
hibit a rather intriguing behavior. First the phase is zero
along the ky = 0, meaning that for states with momen-
tum only in the direction of the applied field, the phase
remains zero. For states with ky ̸= 0, the rings observed
in Fig. 4b) transform into ellipses with a modulation that
creates a pearl-necklace-like structure. In this case, the
Berry phase does not provide information about these
structures, as it remains zero throughout the reciprocal
space.
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C. Remarks on the phases

In summary, for linearly polarized light, the Berry
phase yields trivial results. In contrast, for circularly
polarized light, the Berry phase is nonzero only in a re-
gion around the Dirac cone where the adiabatic condition
is not met. This region, determined in reciprocal space
by the strength and frequency of the external drive, also
exhibits a nonzero Aharonov-Anandan phase. However,
the Aharonov-Anandan phase reveals much more struc-
ture, which can be understood by considering band tran-
sitions..

It can be shown from Eq. (10) and the Stokes theorem
that the Berry phase in Eq. (12) can be rewritten as:

γλB,k =
1

2

∮
C

Ky(t)dKx(t)−Kx(t)dKy(t)

K2
x(t) +K2

y(t)

= −1

2

∫
S

dKxdKy

[
∂

∂Kx

(
Ky

K2
x +K2

y

)
+

∂

∂Ky

(
Kx

K2
x +K2

y

)]
, (32)

where Kx(t) and Ky(t) are the components of K(t).
Here, C is the contour traced by the vector potential
over one period T , and S is the surface enclosed by this
contour.

This integral evaluates to −π as long as the singularity
at k = 0 lies inside the contour C. Conversely, if the sin-
gularity lies outside the contour C, the right-hand side of
Eq. (32) vanishes trivially. In the specific case where the
vector potential is given by Eq. (28), the Berry phase is
−π if the ellipse centered at (kx, ky), with semi-minor and
semi-major axes equal to eEx/ℏΩ and eEy/ℏΩ, respec-
tively, contains the origin in reciprocal space. Otherwise,
the Berry phase vanishes. In this way, when graphene is
subject to linearly polarized light (Ex ̸= 0 and Ey = 0)
the eccentricity of the ellipse is zero and the Berry phase
vanishes all over the reciprocal space. Instead, under cir-
cularly polarized light the eccentricity of the ellipse is
one. This is confirmed in the numerical simulations; we
observe in Figs. 3 a) and 4 a) that the Berry phase is
−π inside the circle of radius eEx/ℏΩ = eEy/ℏΩ and 0
elsewhere.

Regarding the Aharonov-Anandan phase we note the
following points:

1. The rings that form in the Aharonov-Anandan
phase in the weak field regime under circularly
polarized excitation shown in Fig. 3 are consis-
tent with the resonance condition 2ϵk = 2qℏω for
q = 1, 2, . . . photons as it was shown in the rotating
wave approximation [43].

2. The Aharonov-Anandan phase also presents rings
in the weak field regime but under linearly polar-
ized light, as can be seen in Fig. 5. However, in
this case the rings disappear near the region where
ky = 0 where the transitions between the valence

and conduction bands are forbidden as we demon-
strate below. When ky = 0 and under linearly
polarized light (Ey = 0) the evolution operator is
obtained from the Hamiltonian in Eq. (5) giving

U(t) = exp [−ivFα(t)σx] , (33)

where

α(t) = kxt+
eEx

ℏΩ2
sin(Ωt). (34)

Under this very particular set of conditions, the
conduction and valence band states

ψC =
1√
2

(
1
1

)
, ψV =

1√
2

(
1
−1

)
, (35)

also correspond to the Floquet states with quasi en-
ergies E±1 = ±ℏvF kx. The transition probabilities
between these two states vanish, namely

⟨ψC |U(t)|ψV ⟩ = 0 (36)

Moreover, assuming that the system begins in the
conduction band, the time dependent wave func-
tion is given by

ψ(t) =
1√
2

(
eiα(t)

−eiα(t)

)
(37)

The Andandan phase of Eq. (26) in this case van-
ishes because wj

k = 1 for any of the bands and
therefore dwj

k = 0. This can be clearly seen in
Figs. 5 and 6 where γjA,k = 0 in the kx-direction
where ky = 0. A similar argument can be made in
the bipartite lattice base

ψA =

(
1
0

)
, ψB =

(
0
1

)
, (38)

where the Aharonov-Anandan phase is given by
γA,k = −

∫ T

0
tanα(t)dα(t)/dtdt = 0.

An alternative approach is shown in Appendix A,
as is possible to derive the trivial nature of the
phases for ky = 0 from integrating a Whittaker-
Hill equation.

3. This also explains some other features of the
Aharonov-Anandan phase in the strong field regime
observed in Fig. 6 as the vertical lines with val-
ues of γA,k ̸= 0 in the vicinity of −π in the re-
gion of reciprocal space where the field dominates
(k < eEx/ℏΩ). In this region the symmetry in
reciprocal space is strongly broken by the field pro-
ducing vertical lines. As we move far from this
region (k > eEx/ℏΩ) the symmetry is restored and
the transition lines that comply with the resonance
condition 2ϵk = 2qℏω recover the circular symme-
try. However, the distortions of the oscillating elec-
tric field along the kx-direction are still observed as
small modulations in the transition lines.
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4. Thus in general, it can be established that γA,k ̸=
0 (≈ −π) where the resonance condition is met
(2ϵ(k) = qℏω where q = 1, 2 . . . , n) and γA,k = 0
between the transition lines. It is then natural to
ask ourselves why is there a connection between
the transitions and the Aharonov-Anandan phase.
This question can be answered through the follow-
ing argument. Weather in the conduction-valence
band basis ψV , ψC or the bipartite lattice basis ψA,
ψB the Floquet wave function must be of the form

ψj
k(t) = exp

(
−i

Ej
k

ℏ
t

)
eiχ(t)

(
eiβ(t)a(t)
b(t)

)
(39)

where, in accordance with the Floquet theorem,
Ej
k is the quasi energy, and χ(t), β(t), a(t) and
b(t) real numbers and are periodic with period T .
The Aharonov-Anandan phase that arises from this
wave function is

γA,k =
1

2

∫ T

0

β̇(t)
a2(t)

a2(t) + b2(t)
dt. (40)

Far away from the resonant condition a(t) and b(t)
are constants. In this case the Aharonov-Anandan
phase is

γA,k =
1

2

a2(t)

a2(t) + b2(t)

∫ T

0

β̇(t)dt = 0. (41)

If, on the contrary, the resonant condition is met,
a(t) and b(t) are time dependent and and the be-
haviour of the Anandan phase is non-trivial.
In Fig. 7, we have used the difference between the
maximum and minimum probabilities of the Flo-
quet state being in site A (ψA) during a period T
as a measure of the transition probability. Similar
results are obtained by subtracting the minimum
and maximum probabilities of being in the conduc-
tion band, though they are not shown here. Given
the strong resemblance between these density plots
and the Aharonov-Anandan phase, along with the
result of Eq. (41), it is evident that γA,k encodes
information about the transitions induced by the
periodic drive.

5. The connection between the Berry and Aharonov-
Anandan phases can also be worked out from a per-
turbative approach of the time-evolution operator
as shown in Appendix B.

V. CONCLUSIONS

Although many solid-state systems are gapless, the
Berry topological phase is derived from a trajectory in
parameter space without accounting for the breakdown
of the adiabatic approximation. While the Berry phase
can always be computed using well-known formulae, it

FIG. 7. Transition probability as a function of kxvf/Ω and
kyvf/Ω for (a) circularly polarized light in the weak electric
field regime (q0 = evFEx/ℏΩ2 = 0.5, evFEy/ℏΩ2 = 0.5)
and (b) circularly polarized light in the strong electric field
regime (q0 = evFEx/ℏΩ2 = 5.0, evFEy/ℏΩ2 = 5.0), (c) lin-
early polarized light in the weak electric field regime (q0 =
evFEx/ℏΩ2 = 0.5, evFEy/ℏΩ2 = 0.0), (d) linearly polarized
light in the strong electric field regime (q0 = evFEx/ℏΩ2 =
5.0, evFEy/ℏΩ2 = 0.0).

does not provide insight into the limits of adiabaticity.
Determining these limits requires a time-dependent ap-
proach, as demonstrated here for graphene under elec-
tromagnetic radiation. We also show that the Aharonov-
Anandan phase serves as a valuable alternative for weak
fields, as it coincides with the Berry phase while offering
additional insights, such as identifying regions of multi-
photon transitions.

The Berry and dynamical phases derived from the
Dirac-Bloch formalism are solely determined by the con-
tour of the vector potential. Consequently, these topo-
logical phases can be engineered by simply adjusting the
polarization state and overall shape of the incident light.
In contrast, tailoring the Aharonov-Anandan phase and
its associated dynamical phases, which emerge from the
Floquet formalism, is more challenging, as their evolution
is entirely governed by the time-dependent dynamics of
the wave function.

In stark contrast with the Berry phase, that represents
the phase acquired by the wave function remaining in the
same sate, the Aharonov-Anandan phase encodes infor-
mation of the transition between levels.
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Appendix A: Quasienergy spectrum of graphene
under time dependent radiation.

In this section, we study the time-dependent Eq. (1),
focusing on the most interesting result observed in the
numerical simulations: the case of linear polarization.
The evolution of the wave function is given by solving
Eq. 1. The solution can be found by using the Floquet
theory. This requires to uncouple the spinor components
in the Dirac time-dependent equation. Consider the lin-
ear polarized case given by Eq. (27). First we apply a
rotation around the y axis [22],

Ψ(t) = exp
[
−i
(π
4

)
σ̂y

]
Φ(t). (A1)

Substituting (A1) into Eq. (1) we obtain,

i
d

dϕ
Φ(ϕ) =

2

ℏΩ

[
Π̃xσ̂z + k̃yσ̂y

]
Φ(ϕ) , (A2)

where we defined k̃x = ℏvF kx, k̃y = ℏvF ky In what fol-
lows, we will use a scaled time ϕ = Ωt/2, a scaled mo-
mentum Π̃x = k̃x − ζx cos(2ϕ) and a frequency-weighted
induced dipole moment,

ζx =
evxEx

Ω
. (A3)

The spinor components of Φ(ϕ) = (Φ+(ϕ),Φ−(ϕ))
⊤ are

given by Φ+(ϕ) = [ΨA(ϕ) + ΨB(ϕ)]/
√
2 and Φ−(ϕ) =

[ΨA(ϕ) − ΨB(ϕ)]/
√
2. A final tranformation allows to

remove the term proportional to σ̂0 in Eq. (A2)

Φ(ϕ) = exp

[
−2i

k̃y
ℏΩ

ϕ σ̂0

]
χ(ϕ), (A4)

where χ(ϕ) = (χ+1(ϕ), χ−1(ϕ))
⊤. Finally, if Eq. (A4)

is inserted into Eq. (A2), the following Whittaker-Hill
differential equation is found,

χ′′
η(ϕ) + 4

[(
k̃x
ℏΩ

− q0 cos(2ϕ)

)2

+

(
k̃y
ℏΩ

)2

+ iηq0 sin(2ϕ)

]
χη(ϕ) = 0. (A5)

where η = 1, 2 is a label for the spinor component and q0
is an important parameter that defines the cases of weak
(q0 > 1) and intense fields (q0 < 1),

q0 =
ζx
ℏΩ

=
evFEx

ℏΩ2
(A6)

For the circular polarized case, a similar calculation re-
places Ex by the norm of the electric field. Notice that
the transition region q0 = 1 is clearly seen in Fig. 2
b). We remark that in Eq. (A5) the spinors components
are completely decoupled. A further advantage is that
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χ+1(ϕ) and χ−1(ϕ) are the probability amplitudes of the
valence and conduction band, respectively.

The case ky = 0 can always be integrated for any field
intensity,

χη(t) = χη(0) exp

[
iη

(
q0 sin (Ωt)−

ϵkt

ℏ

)]
. (A7)

with ϵk =
√
k̃2x + k̃2y. From here if follows that the Berry

and Aharonov phases are always zero in agreement with
Figs. 4 and 6. The transitions between states are seen
in Eq. (A5) by considering gaps in the stability chart
diagram of the Whittaker and Hill equation with complex
parameters [45, 46].

Appendix B: Topological phases obtained from the
time-evolution operator

To establish the relationship between the Aharonov-
Anandan phase, γA,k, and the Berry phase, γB,k, we
rewrite the Hamiltonian from Eq. (5) for ξ = 1, in terms
of the eigenenergies and instantaneous phases as,

Ĥk = |ϵλk(t)|
(

0 e−iθk(t)

eiθk(t) 0

)
. (B1)

Next, we define the unitary rotation transformation:

R(t) ≡ 1√
2

(
1 1

−eiθk(t) eiθk(t)

)
,

R†(t) ≡ 1√
2

(
1 −e−iθk(t)

1 e−iθk(t)

)
.

(B2)

This allows us to rewrite the Schrödinger equation in the
transformed state as:

iℏ
d

dt
φk(t) = Hkφk(t) (B3)

Here, the transformed state φk(t) and the effective
Hamiltonian Hk are defined as:

φk(t) ≡ R†(t)ψk(t)

Hk(t) ≡
{
R†(t)ĤkR(t)− iℏR†(t)

d

dt
R(t)

}
= −

{
|ϵλk(t)|+ ℏ

dγB,k(t)

dt
σ0 + ℏνk(t)σx

} (B4)

It can be seen that, with the basis transformation, the
Hamiltonian is rewritten in terms of the time derivative
of the dynamic, Berry, and Rabi phases.

The unitary time evolution operator can be approxi-
mated as:

Û(t) = exp

{
− i

ℏ

∫ t

0

Hk(t
′)dt′

− 1

ℏ2

∫ t

0

dt′
∫ t′

0

dt′′
[
Hk(t

′),Hk(t
′′)
]

+
i

ℏ3

∫ t

0

dt′
∫ t′

0

dt′′
∫ t′′

0

dt′′′
[
Hk(t

′),
[
Hk(t

′′),Hk(t
′′′)
]]

+ . . .

}
(B5)

By evaluating the integrals term by term, we obtain
the following contributions:

− i

ℏ

∫ t

0

Hk(t
′)dt′ = i

(
|γλD,k(t)|σz

+γB,kσ0 + γR,kσx)

− 1

ℏ2

∫ t

0

dt′
∫ t′

0

dt′′
[
Hk(t

′),Hk(t
′′)
]
= 2i

×
{∫ t

0

dt′νk(t
′)|γλD,k(t

′)|

−1

ℏ

∫ t

0

dt′|ϵλk(t′)|γR,k(t
′)

}
σy

(B6)

For the next term we have:

i

ℏ3

∫ t

0

dt′
∫ t′

0

dt′′
∫ t′′

0

dt′′′
[
Hk(t

′),
[
Hk(t

′′),Hk(t
′′′)
]]

=
4i

ℏ2

∫ t

0

∫ t′

0

∫ t′′

0

dt′dt′′dt′′′
[
ℏνk(t′)σz − |ϵλk(t′)|σx

]
×
[
νk(t

′′)|ϵλk(t′′′)| − |ϵλk(t′′)|νk(t′′′)
]

(B7)

Finally, the time evolution operator is:

Û(t) ≈ exp
{
i
(
|γλD,k(t)|σz + γB,k(t)σ0 + γR,k(t)σx

)
+ 2i

(∫ t

0

dt′νk(t
′)|γλD,k(t

′)| − 1

ℏ

∫ t

0

dt′|ϵλk(t′)|γR,k(t
′)

)
σy

+
4i

ℏ2

(∫ t

0

∫ t′

0

∫ t′′

0

dt′dt′′dt′′′
[
ℏνk(t′)σz − |ϵλk(t′)|σx

]
×
[
νk(t

′′)|ϵλk(t′′′)| − |ϵλk(t′′)|νk(t′′′)
]}

(B8)

It is important to note that in the adiabatic limit, with
no transitions, the only phases present are the dynamic
phase and the Berry phase, as expected. However, in
the non-adiabatic case, correction terms related to transi-
tions between energy levels emerge, particularly the Rabi
phase term. These terms are generally incorporated into
the Aharonov-Anandan geometric phase discussed in Sec.
II.
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