
ar
X

iv
:2

50
2.

14
69

7v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.m

tr
l-

sc
i]

  2
0 

Fe
b 

20
25

Nonadiabatic quantum geometry and optical conductivity
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The ground-state quantum geometry is at the root of several static and adiabatic properties, while
genuinely dynamic properties are routinely addressed via Kubo formulæ, whose essential entries are
the excited states. It is shown here that the ground-state metric-curvature tensor evolves in time by
means of a causal unitary operator, which by construction elucidates the geometrical effect of the
excited states in compact form. In the condensed-matter case the generalized tensor encompasses the
whole conductivity tensor at arbitrary frequencies in both insulators and metals, with the exception
of the Drude term in the metallic case; the latter is shown to be eminently nongeometrical.

Quantum geometry made its appearance in electronic-
structure theory the early 1980s, in the form of an en-
tity nowadays called Berry curvature [1, 2]. Since then,
the quantum geometry of the ground state constitutes a
conceptual foundation and a computational framework
for several—apparently disparate—static and adiabatic
properties in condensed-matter [3–6] and in molecules
[7]. It has been challenging, instead, to relate quantum
geometry to genuinely nonadiabatic properties, which
in a Kubo formulation involve excited states as well.
Some pioneering results in this direction appeared re-
cently, all of them in a band-structure framework ad-
dressing the mean-field crystalline case [8–11]. I adopt
instead the many-body formulation of quantum geome-
try [2, 4], which allows for compact and very transpar-
ent notations (besides addressing in principle even sys-
tems with disorder and correlation). The geometrical
nature of a dynamical response property is perspicuous
in the time domain, where the metric-curvature tensor
evolves by means of a unitary causal operator, Eq. (5)
below, which accounts for the effect of the excited states
in a meaningful form. The geometrical tensor so defined
allows retrieving the full conductivity tensor—real and
imaginary parts, longitudinal and transverse terms—in
both insulators and metals, with one exception in the
metallic case: the Drude term. The latter is shown to be
in fact the nongeometrical term in the adiabatic response
to a dc field.
Let us consider a system of N interacting d-

dimensional electrons in a cubic box of volume Ld, and
the family of many-body Hamiltonians parametrized by
κ, called “flux” or “twist”:

Ĥκ =
1

2m

N
∑

i=1

(

pi +
e

c
A(ri) + ~κ

)2

+ V̂ , (1)

where V̂ includes the one-body potential (possibly disor-
dered) and electron-electron interaction; the vector po-
tential summarizes all intrinsic time-reversal breaking
terms, as e.g. those due to a coupling to a background of
local moments. We assume the system to be macroscopi-
cally homogeneous; the eigenstates are normalized to one

in the hypercube of volume LNd. The thermodynamic
limit N → ∞, L → ∞, N/Ld constant is understood
throughout this work.

We impose Born-von-Kàrmàn periodic boundary con-
ditions: the many-body wavefunctions are periodic with
period L over each electron coordinate ri independently;
the potential V̂ and the vector potential A(r) enjoy the
same periodicity. If the eigenvalue problem is instead
solved for the same Hamiltonian by adopting standard
L 2 boundary conditions, one may address some geo-
metrical properties other than conductivity in molecules
[7]. The flux κ—cast into inverse-length dimensions for
convenience—corresponds to perturbing the Hamiltonian
with a vector potential ~cκ/e, constant in space; if it is
constant even in time, then its occurrence is a pure gauge.

The symbols Ĥ , |Ψn〉 and En will refer to κ = 0 quan-
tities; the velocity operator at κ = 0 is

v̂ =
1

m

N
∑

i=1

[

pi +
e

c
A(ri)

]

=
1

~
∂κĤ. (2)

The Berry curvature at κ = 0 is

Ωαβ = −2 Im 〈∂κα
Ψ0|∂κβ

Ψ0〉, (3)

where Greek subscripts indicate Cartesian coordinates;
sum over repeated subscripts is implicitly understood in
the following. The intrinsic anomalous Hall conductivity
is

σ
(−)
αβ (0) = −

e2

~Ld
Ωαβ ; (4)

the expression holds for metals and insulators, in either
2d or 3d. The equivalence of Eqs. (3) and (4) to the corre-
sponding Kubo formula can be straightforwardly proved
[12].

For d = 2 and in the insulating case Eq. (4) is topolog-
ically quantized, although in the L→ ∞ limit only. The
single-κ expression 2πΩxy/L

2 converges in fact to the
Chern number [13], while instead the κ-averaged value is
quantized at any L [2, 4].
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The Berry curvature is naturally endowed with a sym-
metric part and with a time dependence by defining

Fαβ(t) = 〈∂κα
Ψ0|Ũ(t)|∂κβ

Ψ0〉,

Ũ(t) = θ(t)
∑

n

|Ψn〉e
−iω0nt〈Ψn|. (5)

where ω0n = (En −E0)/~. This expression is not gauge-
invariant; therefore it is mandatory to evaluate the κ-
derivatives in the parallel-transport gauge, thus yielding

Fαβ(t) = θ(t)
∑

n6=0

〈Ψ0|v̂α|Ψn〉〈Ψn|v̂β |Ψ0〉

ω2
0n

e−iω0nt. (6)

By construction, the ground-state Berry curvature is re-
trieved as

Ωαβ = −2 Im Fαβ(0
+), (7)

while Re Fαβ(0
+) is the quantum metric evaluated in the

parallel-transport gauge (i.e. setting 〈Ψ0|∂κΨ0〉 = 0).
The metric is divergent in metals [14, 15], and therefore
only the insulating case is addressed for the time being;
metals will be considered again below. In the present ap-
proach, both the metric and the curvature evolve causally
by means of the unitary operator Ũ(t).
The Fourier transform of Eq. (6) is

Fαβ(ω) =
∑

n6=0

〈Ψ0|v̂α|Ψn〉〈Ψn|v̂β |Ψ0〉

ω2
0n

i

ω − ω0n + iη
,

(8)
where η → 0+. In order to compare Fαβ(ω) to the Kubo
formulæ for optical conductivity it is expedient to adopt
the notation

〈Ψ0|v̂α|Ψn〉〈Ψn|v̂β |Ψ0〉 = Rn,αβ + i In,αβ, (9)

where the real term Rn,αβ is symmetric and the imagi-
nary one In,αβ is antisymmetric.
The symmetric and antisymmetric parts of the Fourier

transform of Fαβ(t) are:

F
(+)
αβ (ω) =

∑

n6=0

Rn,αβ

ω2
0n

[

πδ(ω − ω0n) +
i

ω − ω0n

]

,(10)

F
(−)
αβ (ω) =

∑

n6=0

In,αβ
ω2
0n

[

iπδ(ω − ω0n)−
1

ω − ω0n

]

,(11)

Two of the above expressions are immediately related to
standard Kubo formulæ for ω > 0 [12]:

Re σ
(+)
αβ (ω) =

e2

~Ld
ωRe F

(+)
αβ (ω); (12)

Im σ
(−)
αβ (ω) =

e2

~Ld
ω Im F

(−)
αβ (ω). (13)

The independent-electron version of Eqs. (10) and (12)
was previously arrived at by following a very different
logical path [8–11].

The remaining Kubo formulæ are also obtained in
terms of Fαβ(ω) as ω-integrals via the Kramers-Kronig
relationships. The real part of the transverse conductiv-
ity is thus

Re σ
(−)
αβ (ω) =

e2

~Ld

2

π

∫ ∞

0

dω′
ω′2Im F

(−
αβ(ω

′)

ω′2 − ω2
, (14)

yielding in the dc case

σ
(−)
αβ (0) =

2e2

π~Ld

∫ ∞

0

dω Im F
(−)
αβ (ω), (15)

consistently with Eqs. (4) and (7).
The imaginary part of the longitudinal conductivity is

Im σ
(+)
αβ (ω) = −

e2

~Ld

2ω

π

∫ ∞

0

dω′
ω′Re F

(+)
αβ (ω′)

ω′2 − ω2
; (16)

in insulators this quantity is related to the static polar-
izability [10] as

χαβ(0) = lim
ω→0

Im σ
(+)
αβ (ω)

ω

= −
2e2

π~Ld

∫ ∞

0

dω
Re F

(+)
αβ (ω)

ω
. (17)

Even this expression is proved to be equivalent to the
corresponding Kubo formula [12].
In the metallic case a comparison with the Kubo for-

mula for longitudinal conductivity shows that Eq. (12)
yields the regular term only and lacks the Drude contri-
bution. It has been observed above that Re Fαβ(0

+)—
i.e. the quantum metric—diverges in metals: this di-
vergence owes in fact to the Drude term in the Souza-
Wilkens-Martin sum rule [14, 15]. If the same sum rule
is evaluated by excluding the Drude term, one gets a
regular metric which coincides indeed with Re Fαβ(0

+).
The Drude term accounts for the longitudinal adia-

batic response of the many-electron system to a dc field;
it can be expressed in the same κ-space whose geome-
try we are investigating here, but it will be shown that
in the present framework it is eminently nongeometrical.
Quite generally, the adiabatic evolution of an observable
is comprised of a nongeometrical and a geometrical term:
in the present case of dc conductivity, the longitudinal
one is the nongeometrical term and the transverse one is
the geometrical term.
The adiabatic observable is the macroscopic current

density, whose operator is

ĵ = −
e

Ld
v̂ = −

e

~Ld
∂κĤ. (18)

If the Hamiltonian acquires a time-dependence, the κ-
derivative of the energy is

∂κα
〈Ψt| Ĥt |Ψt〉 = 〈Ψt| ∂κα

Ĥt |Ψt〉 (19)

+ i~(〈∂κα
Ψt|Ψ̇t〉 − 〈Ψ̇t|∂κα

Ψt〉).
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The adiabatic theorem states that “when the change of
the Hamiltonian in time is made infinitely slow, the sys-
tem, when started from a stationary state, passes through
the corresponding stationary states for all times” [16] .
If we set |Ψt〉 = |Ψ0〉 at t = 0, the adiabatic limit of
Eq. (20) yields

〈Ψ0| ∂κα
Ĥ |Ψ0〉 = ∂κα

E0 − ~Ωαβ κ̇β , (20)

where the Hellmann-Feynman theorem has also been
used. The two terms in the adiabatic evolution are clearly
the nongeometrical and geometrical one, respectively.
It has been observed above that κ is actually a vector

potential; therefore κ̇ = −eE/~ when a macroscopic field
E is switched on. By considering its geometrical term
only, Eq. (20) yields

jα = −
e

~Ld

1

~
〈Ψ0| ∂κα

Ĥ |Ψ0〉 = −
e2

~Ld
ΩαβEβ , (21)

which indeed coincides with Eq. (4). If we consider in-
stead the nongeometrical term only in Eq. (20) the time-
derivative of the current is

∂tjα(t) = −
e

~Ld

∂2E0

∂t∂κα
=

e2

~2Ld

∂2E0

∂κα∂κβ
Eβ, (22)

clearly showing that the many-electron system in a dc
field undergoes free acceleration (in absence of extrinsic
dissipation mechanisms). The causal Fourier transform
of Eq. (22) leads to the famous Kohn’s formula for lon-
gitudinal dc conductivity [17]:

σ
(Drude)
αβ (ω) =

Dαβ

π

i

ω + iη
, Dαβ =

πe2

~2Ld

∂2E0

∂κα∂κβ
.

(23)
Therefore—as stated above—the transverse dc con-

ductivity is geometrical and is in fact proportional to
Im Fαβ(0

+); the longitudinal one is nongeometrical and
out of reach of our tensor Fαβ(t) as a matter of principle.
Despite being eminently a nongeometrical quantity,

the Drude weight Dαβ can nonetheless be retrieved from
our geometric tensor by means of the f -sum rule [12]:

Dαβ = D
(free)
αβ −

2e2

~Ld

∫ ∞

0

dω ωRe F
(+)
αβ (ω), (24)

where

D
(free)
αβ =

πe2N

mLd
δαβ (25)

is the Drude weight of an electron gas, i.e. an interacting
many-electron system in a flat potential.
In the special case of a crystalline system of non-

interacting electrons in a Kohn-Sham framework the
ground-state |Ψ0〉 is a Slater determinant of Bloch or-
bitals |ψjk〉 = eik·r|ujk〉 with eigenvalues ǫjk, normalized

in the crystal cell of volume Vcell. The |ujk〉 orbitals are
eigenstates of the one-body Hamiltonian

Hk =
1

2m

(

p+
e

c
A(r) + ~k+ ~κ

)2

+ V (r), (26)

hence a κ-derivative coincides with a k-derivative. The
n-th state is a monoexcited determinant where the
occupied orbital |ujk〉 is replaced by the unoccupied
|uj′k〉 one; the vertical transition frequency is ωjj′k =
(ǫj′k − ǫjk)/~. The many-body matrix elements of v̂

are transformed—owing to the Slater-Condon rules—into
the matrix element of the corresponding one-body veloc-
ity v = ∂kHk/~, evaluated at k = 0. If ǫF is the Fermi
level, Eq. (8) becomes

Fαβ(ω) =
∑

ǫjk<ǫF
ǫj′k>ǫF

〈ujk|vα|uj′k〉〈uj′k|vβ |ujk〉

ω2
jj′k

i

ω − ωjj′k + iη
;

(27)
the formula is given here per spin channel.
As usual when dealing with conductivities, the singu-

lar function Fαβ(ω) becomes a regular one in the ther-
modynamic limit L → ∞. The limit can be explicitly
performed in the crystalline case, where the sum over k
converges to a Brillouin-zone (BZ) integral:

Fαβ(ω) =
Vcell
(2π)d

∑

jj′

∫

BZ

dk
i fjk(1− fj′k)

ω − ωjj′k + iη

×
〈ujk|vα|uj′k〉〈uj′k|vβ |ujk〉

ω2
jj′k

, (28)

where fjk is the Fermi occupancy factor.
Analogously to the many-body original definition,

Eq. (5), the geometrical content of the tensor is clearly
apparent in the time domain:

Fαβ(t) =
Vcell
(2π)d

∑

j

∫

BZ

dk fjk〈∂kα
ujk|Ujk(t) |∂kβ

ujk〉,

Ujk(t) = θ(t)
∑

j′

|uj′k〉e
−iωjj′kt〈uj′k|. (29)

In the insulating case this is apparently similar to—and
conceptually different from—the time-dependent quan-
tum geometric tensor of Refs. [10, 11]..
By construction, at time t = 0+ Eq. (29) yields

the standard band-structure expression for the metric-
curvature tensor [3] evaluated in the parallel-transport
gauge:

Fαβ(0
+) =

Vcell
(2π)d

∑

j

∫

BZ

dk fjk〈∂kα
ujk|∂kβ

ujk〉; (30)

this is subsequently evolved by the unitary matrix Ujk(t).
Notice that Eq. (30) applies even to the metallic case:
its imaginary part is then proportional to the intrinsic
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anomalous Hall conductivity [5], while its real part is pro-
portional to the Souza-Wilkens-Martin integral [14, 15],
where only the regular part of the longitudinal conduc-
tivity is included.
A final comment concerns dissipation. Insofar as L

stays finite, σαβ(ω) is causal but nondissipative. It be-
comes dissipative after the L → ∞ limit is performed,
because an infinite system can be regarded as its own
thermostat [18]. Owing to Ohm’s law the Joule heating
Q is proportional to the squared electric field [19]. When
the spectrum is continuous—as in Eq. (28)—its geomet-
rical expression in terms of Fαβ(ω) becomes [5]:

Q =
e2ω

2~Ld

{

Re F
(+)
αβ (ω)Re [Eα(ω)E

∗
β(ω)]

+ Im F
(−)
αβ (ω) Im [Eα(ω)E

∗
β(ω)]

}

. (31)

In conclusion, I have shown that both the metric and
the curvature are naturally endowed with a time depen-
dence, which elucidates the geometrical nature of elec-
tron transport even beyond the adiabatic regime. The
causal evolution of the metric is at the root of the lon-
gitudinal optical conductivity and provides its explicit
exact expression at any frequency, with the exception of
the Drude term in the metallic case.. Analogously, the
evolution of the curvature is at the root of the trans-
verse optical conductivity and provides its explicit exact
expression. The presentation is made in a many-body
framework, which allows dealing in principle with cases
including interaction and disorder, but has also the virtue
of showing the main concepts by means of simple no-
tations and formulæ. The special case of a crystalline
system of noninteracting electrons, in a band-structure
formalism, is also presented.
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Supplemental Material:

Kubo formulæ

I adopt here the notations of the main text in order to
explicitly display the relevant Kubo formulæ.

Longitudinal (symmetric) conductivity:

σ
(+)
αβ (ω) = Dαβ

[

δ(ω) +
i

πω

]

+ σ
(regular)
αβ (ω), (32)

Dαβ =
πe2

Ld





N

m
δαβ −

2

~

∑

n6=0

Rn,αβ

ω0n



 , (33)

where for ω > 0:

Re σ
(regular)
αβ (ω) =

πe2

~Ld

∑

n6=0

Rn,αβ

ω0n
δ(ω − ω0n), (34)

Im σ
(regular)
αβ (ω) =

2e2

~Ld

∑

n6=0

Rn,αβ

ω0n

ω

ω2
0n − ω2

; (35)

the Drude weight Dαβ vanishes in insulators. At ω = 0
Eq. (33) can be actually summed, to yield the famous
Kohn’s (1964) formula:

Dαβ =
πe2

~2Ld

∂2E0

∂κα∂κβ
. (36)

In the main text the same quantity occurs as the nonge-
ometrical term of the adiabatic response.

The real part of longitudinal conductivity obeys the

f -sum rule

∫ ∞

0

dω Re σαβ(ω) =
Dαβ

2
+

∫ ∞

0

dω Re σ
(regular)
αβ (ω)

=
πe2N

2mLd
δαβ , (37)

Transverse (antisymmetric) conductivity:
The intrinsic (geometric) contribution to the anomalous
Hall conductivity requires spontaneous breaking of time-
reversal symmetry. Its expression is:

Re σ
(−)
αβ (ω) =

2e2

~Ld

∑

n6=0

In,αβ
ω2
0n − ω2

(38)

Im σ
(−)
αβ (ω) =

πe2

~Ld

∑

n6=0

In,αβ
ω0n

δ(ω − ω0n), ω > 0.(39)

The dc transverse conductivity is easily recast in terms
of the many-body Berry curvature at κ = 0:

Re σ
(−)
αβ (0) = −

e2

~Ld
Ωαβ . (40)

The expression holds for metals and insulators, in either
2d or 3d.
Polarizability (symmetric):
The polarizability tensor in insulators is defined as
χαβ(ω) = ∂Pα/∂Eβ. Since the current is the time deriva-
tive of the polarization, one has jα(ω) = −iωPα(ω) =
−iωχαβ(ω)Eβ(ω) and

Re χαβ(ω) =
Im σ

(+)
αβ (ω)

ω
=

2e2

~Ld

∑

n6=0

Rn,αβ

ω0n(ω2
0n − ω2)

.

(41)
In the ω → 0 one retrieves the Kubo formula for the
static polarizability:

χαβ(0) =
2e2

~Ld

∑

n6=0

〈Ψ0|v̂α|Ψn〉〈Ψn|v̂β |Ψ0〉

ω3
0n

, (42)


