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Quantum states can acquire a geometric phase called the Berry phase after adiabatically travers-
ing a closed loop, which depends on the path not the rate of motion. The Berry phase is analogous
to the Aharonov-Bohm phase derived from the electromagnetic vector potential, and can be ex-

pressed in terms of an Abelian gauge potential called the Berry connection.

Wilczek and Zee

extended this concept to include non-Abelian phases — characterized by the gauge independent
Wilson loop— resulting from non-Abelian gauge potentials. Using an atomic Bose-Einstein con-
densate, we quantum-engineered a non-Abelian SU(2) gauge field, generated by a Yang monopole
located at the origin of a 5-dimensional parameter space. By slowly encircling the monopole, we
characterized the Wilczek-Zee phase in terms of the Wilson loop, that depended on the solid-angle
subtended by the encircling path: a generalization of Stokes’ theorem. This observation marks the
observation of the Wilson loop resulting from a non-Abelian point source.

INTRODUCTION

The seemingly abstract geometry of a quantum sys-
tem’s eigenstates now finds application in fields ranging
from condensed-matter and quantum information science
to high-energy physics. The Berry curvature— a geomet-
ric gauge field present for a single (non-degenerate) quan-
tum state moving in any parameter space [I] — is a prime
observable associated with this geometry. The Berry
phase is the direct analogue to the Aharonov-Bohm phase
for motion along a closed loop with the enclosed Berry
curvature playing the role of magnetic field. Berry’s cur-
vature and phase have been measured in a variety of
physical systems throughout physics and chemistry [2H6],
and even have an analog for planetary-scale atmospheric
waves [7]. Monopoles, or conical intersections, singular
points in the energy landscapes of a range of physical
systems [Bl [BHIT] where the curvature diverges, play a
crucial role in geometric effects, since particles encircling
the singular point can acquire non-zero Berry phase.

The Wilczek-Zee (W.-Z.) phase [12] extends these
ideas to include non-Abelian ‘operator-valued’ geomet-
ric phases possible for adiabatically evolving systems
with a degenerate subspace (DS). Initial nuclear mag-
netic resonance experiments [I3], [I4] inspired holonomic
quantum computation utilizing the W.-Z. phase to affect
noise-resistant geometric quantum gates [I5HI9]. A non-
Abelian phase has been also studied and characterized in
‘non-degenerate’ multi-band optical lattice on non-cyclic
paths at the strong-force limit [40]. Despite the univer-
sality of Wilczek and Zee’s concept and the tremendous
theoretical and experimental interest in synthetic non-
Abelian gauge fields [19430], there has been no realistic
cold-atom scheme for robust control of non-Abelian geo-
metric phase in an adiabatic matter, nor a measurement
of non-trivial gauge-independent Wilson loop on a closed

path that characterizes the non-trivial non-Abelian geo-
metric phase in cold-atom systems.

Here, we observed and characterized the W.-Z. phase
in an atomic Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) as it un-
derwent near-adiabatic motion in a five-dimensional (5D)
parameter space with a non-Abelian Yang monopole at
its origin [31, B2]. Each point in this synthetic dimen-
sional parameter space defined the Hamiltonian for four
atomic hyperfine states, and the W.-Z. phase, governed
by a non-Abelian SU(2) gauge field, described the adi-
abatic response within a spin-1/2 DS. We obtain the
analog to Stokes’ theorem, connecting W.-Z. phase to
the solid-angle subtended by a closed path by charac-
terizing the phase with gauge-independent Wilson loop
(WL) [33].

This geometric process, shown in Fig. lc, can be
viewed as moving a test particle in 5D around the Yang
monopole, the source of the SU(2) gauge field [3I], [32).
The Yang monopole is a non-Abelian generalization of
Dirac monopole [34], and characterized by a non-zero
second Chern number. Our manuscript is organized as
follows: (1) we introduce the essential physics of the WL,
(2) describe our experimental setup. We then (3) show
the non-Abelian operator character of the W.-Z. phase
factor using quantum process tomography, and (4) char-
acterize it in terms of the gauge-independent WL. Lastly,
(5) we comment on extensions of these techniques to
larger gauge groups, such as the SU(3) gauge group of
the strong nuclear force.

Although the usual Berry connection, the gauge po-
tential associated with the Berry curvature, is gauge de-
pendent [I], both the Berry phase and Berry curvatures
are gauge independent. Specifically, they are invariant
under the local gauge transformation U = e'®@ for
any choice of position-dependent phase ®(q). In con-
trast, non-Abelian extensions of Berry’s phase and cur-



vatures need not be gauge invariant. The WL, defined
as trace of the W.-Z. phase factor (non-Abelian holon-
omy) is a gauge-independent geometric quantity that
reduces to the Berry phase for a single non-degenerate
state [35]. It was originally considered for the problem
of quark-confinement [33], [36] and is often used in formu-
lating gauge theories. In topological quantum computa-
tion, the WL describes braiding evolution of non-Abelian
anyons [37), B8]. Moreover, in crystalline systems — in-
cluding both conventional materials and synthetic quan-
tum matter — the eigenspectrum of the WL can charac-
terize the topology of multiple Bloch bands [39H42].

In the framework of differential geometry [43], adia-
batic motion is described in terms of fiber bundles, where
the fibers represent the gauge degree of freedom. As the
state adiabatically evolves, a parallel transport condition
sets the choice of basis state leading to a vertical lift
along the fiber (Fig. 1d). After tracing out a closed loop
C in space, the state will have evolved according to the
unitary transformation

Uczpexp(i/c,&q.dq>, (1)

the W.-Z. geometric phase factor, i.e., the non-Abelian
holonomy. Here P indicates that the exponential should
be evaluated in a path-ordered manner and Aq is a non-
Abelian gauge field (non-Abelian Berry connection). The
cyclic property of the trace makes the WL W = tr(U)
manifestly gauge independent. Previous experimental
work on a multi-band system in an optical lattice charac-
terized the matrix elements of the non-Abelian holonomy
along a non-cyclic path in crystal-momentum space and
reconstructed the gauge-dependent Wilson line [40]. Sim-
ilar to this work, we characterize the non-Abelian holon-
omy. However, we measured its process matrices instead
to include potential imperfection in the analysis to prove
the near-unity fidelity of our robust control, in addition
to the reconstruction of the WL. We demonstrate that
a gauge-independent WL on a closed path can be fully
tuned, in contrast to the previous study in multi-band
system [40], where gauge-independent WL on a closed
path was trivial.

RESULTS

Ezperimental setup We prepared 3"Rb BEC with ~
1 x 105 atoms in |F,mp) = |1,—1) in a crossed optical
dipole trap formed by two horizontal 1064 nm optical
trapping beams. We engineered a non-Abelian SU(2)
gauge field with the BECs, using four |F, mp) hyperfine
ground states [32]: {|1,0),]1,—1),]2,0),|2,1)} respec-
tively labeled {|1),]2),]3),]4)}. The 19.8 G bias magnetic
field (with 2.5 ppm long-term stability), resolved the rf
and microwave transition frequencies within the hyper-
fine states (Fig. 1a). As shown in Fig. 1b, we coupled

these states with rf and microwave fields parameterized
by two Rabi frequencies 25 and (25 with phases ¢ and
¢B. We parameterize the coupling ratio 25/ = tan 6,
in terms of an angle 6. The system then evolved accord-
ing to the Hamiltonian

R B .
H= —52%57 (2)

expressed in terms of the reduced Planck constant £, and
the five Dirac gamma matrices ;. In addition, the vector
a = (q1, 92,93, 4, g5 ) defines coordinates in a 5D param-
eter space, and is determined by laboratory parameters
@1 = —{2pcosep, g2 = —f2ac080a, g3 = —2asinPa,
qs = 07, and g5 = —§2gsin¢gg. The detuning dz, from
the linear Zeeman shift, is set to zero throughout our
measurement. The Hamiltonian can be represented by
a 4-by-4 matrix by taking the four hyperfine states as
the basis, where the diagonal part shows the detuning,
and the non-zero off-diagonal elements shows the cou-
pling between the hyperfine states. The resulting spec-
trum, insensitive to environmental noise such as mag-
netic field fluctuations, always consisted of a pair of
two-fold degenerate energy manifolds with eigenstates
{I1-(q)), {_(a))} for the ground state manifold (See
Eq. 5) and {[T,(q)), |4, (a))} for the excited state man-
ifold. Throughout this manuscript, the gap (AE(q) =
hla|l = /923 + 022) is h x 2.0 kHz, and was measured
by inducing coherent Rabi-like oscillations between the
eigenstates [see Methods]. Due to the two-fold DS, the
underlying gauge field A is non-Abelian and has SU(2)
symmetry. When q is adiabatically changed along a
closed path, the quantum state evolves within the sub-
space and acquires W.-Z. phases.

Wilczek-Zee phase The consequence of the acquired
W.-Z. phase can be experimentally captured by explic-
itly following an initial state as it evolves within the
DS as a result of adiabatically moving q in param-
eter space. We demonstrated this by preparing an
cigenstate (|1_(ao)) = 1/v2I1) — 1/2]2) + 1/2/4)) at
Qo = (—28,—024,0,0,0) with 63 = 7w/4 in the ground
state manifold. After the state preparation, we linearly
ramped the rf phase (¢a(t) = 2nt/T, where T = 2 ms),
tracing out a closed loop C. We performed state to-
mography within the DS to compare the initial and final
states.

The state within the DS is described by the Bloch vec-
tor on a Bloch sphere. The states before (blue) and after
(red) the control sequence are shown in the left panel of
Fig. 2a. The Bloch vector is rotated even though the
final control parameters are the same as the initial ones,
manifesting the operator content of the W.-Z. phase fac-
tor. This is striking in contrast with the Abelian Berry
phase, which would leave the orientation on the Bloch
sphere unchanged.

Geometric phases depend on ramp-direction, however,
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FIG. 1. Experimental and conceptual schematic. a Experimental setup. A ¥Rb BEC subject to uniform bias magnetic
field was illuminated with rf and microwave fields which coupled its hyperfine ground states. b Cyclically coupled four-level
system realized with hyperfine ground states of 8’Rb. The total phase of the four complex coupling is n[32]. ¢ W.-Z. phase
measurement. A test particle encircling the Yang monopole along a path C acquires a W.-Z. phase. (inset) Energy landscape.
The synthesized Yang monopole is a singularity at four-fold degenerate point, where the energy gap AE = 0. d Fiber-bundle
description of the W.-Z. phase. Left: the vertical lift along the SU(2) fiber bundle describes the W.-Z. phase. Right: The state
evolution in our DS is represented by the trajectory of the Bloch vector. The final state differs from the initial state by a factor

of the holonomy.

for the Abelian case reversing the ramp direction along
the same closed path simply inverts the sign of the phase.
For the non-Abelian case, this relation does not hold, in-
deed, the right panel of Fig. 2a shows the final state is
quite different when the ramp is reversed. We denote mo-
tion along the same path in the reversed direction by C_.
The trajectories can be varied by changing 05, with ini-
tial eigenstate [1_(qo)) = (|1) —cos 0]2) +sin O]4))/v/2.
Figure 2b shows the dependance of the final state on 6
for both ramp directions. The control vector q traces
out a closed loop C in parameter space with q(t) =
(—02p,— 024 cos(2mt/T), — 24 sin(2mt/T), 0,0), a circle in
5-space subtending a solid angle = = 27t(1 — sin f3) with
respect to the origin. In the following sections, we will
see that the states resulting from the £ ramps can be
related by process tomography and WL measurement.

Quantum process tomography We fully characterize the
process of W.-Z. phase acquisition using quantum process
tomography [44], [45] within the ground DS. An arbitrary
transformation (operation) on a quantum system with
initial density operator pi,; can be described by the ac-

tion of Kraus operators f{k: Pfin = Zk IA(kﬁiniK',i. The
Kraus operators Ky completely describe the whole pro-
cess, and can be expanded by a basis for operators {El}
as Kj, = > criEi, where cri(€ C) is the coefficient.
Thus, the density operator encoding the state within the
DS transforms as pg, = Z” E‘iﬁiniEA}Xij, with weights
given by the process matrix x;; = >, CriCy;- The process
matrix x completely and uniquely represents arbitrary
transformations. In our experiment, the path-dependent
process matrix y describes the transformation from the
initial quantum state at q(t = 0) = qo to the final state
at q(t = T) = qo, characterizing the W.-Z. phase ac-
quisition process including any potential experimental
imperfection. Under ideal unitary evolution, each ele-
ment x;; = tr(UE;)tr(UE;)* /4 is derived from the non-
Abelian W.-Z. phase .

We experimentally obtain the process matrix x by
repeating the measurement illustrated in Fig. 2 for
four-independent initial states (JA) = |T_(qo)), |B) =
[_(q0)). IC) = (JA) + [B))v2, D) = (|A) +i|B))v2)

and applying maximum likelihood estimation to obtain a
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FIG. 2. Acquisition of W.-Z. phase within the DS. a
Bloch vector within the DS before (blue arrows) and after (red
arrows) adiabatically following paths Ci, which traced the
same loop with opposite direction (inset). The initial Bloch
vector was (6) = (0,0,1) and the path dependent final Bloch
vectors were (64) = (—0.62(3), —0.70(5),0.47(2)) and (6_) =
(—0.68(1),0.59(5),0.40(5)). The laboratory parameters are
20 = 28 = h x 1.4kHz. b The angle dependence of the
final Bloch vectors for paths with forward ramp (left) and
reverse ramp (right). The dots are individual data and the
solid curves are the theory. The error bars show the standard
deviation of the data.

positive semi-definite and Hermitian matrix y. We took
{E:} = {lo,6x,6y,5,} as the basis.

Figure 3a, b illustrates the reconstructed process ma-
trices of the non-Abelian W.-Z. phase obtained for the
forward and the reverse ramps at 6 = 7t/4. The two re-
sults for opposite ramps along the same path show that
the real part of y takes almost the same values, whereas
the imaginary parts of y have the opposite sign. This
trend can be explained from the definition of the W.-Z.
phase (Eq. ) satisfying the relation Ug . = U(L and
thus x;;(C4+) = X (C-) for the process matrices of the
non-Abelian W.-Z. phase. The above behavior of the pro-
cess matrix elements holds for different coupling ratios
(i.e. 03) as shown in Fig. 3c, where different non-Abelian
W.-Z. phases are realized (See Methods). The result,
which is in stark contrast to the Abelian Berry phase, is
in excellent agreement with the generalized relation for
holonomy.

The process matrix allows us to evaluate the fidelity
of our holonomic control within the DS. Using the ana-
lytical expression for the non-Abelian holonomy Ue, the
fidelity of the process shown in Fig. 3 a, b reached as
high as F¢ = 0.98 for forward ramp and F¢_ = 0.96
for reverse ramp even for finite ramp time. Here the fi-
delity is defined as F = tr(xsnXx), where x is theoretical
expected process matrix. This high fidelity then enabled
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FIG. 3. Quantum process tomography. a,b Recon-

structed process matrices x;; of the non-Abelian holonomy
Ue for a forward and b reversed ramps at 6> = 71/4. The real
part (Re[xi;]) and the imaginary part (Im[y;;]) are shown
separately. Values in brackets are theoretical. The fidelity of
the geometric process reached Fc¢, = 0.98 and Fc_ = 0.96
for forward and reversed ramp, respectively. ¢ Process matrix
components (x;;) for forward (left panels) and reverse (right
panels) ramps for different W.-Z. phase realizations. The top
panel shows the real parts [xoo (red), xxx (green), x. (pur-
ple), xxz (blue)] and the bottom panels shows the imaginary
parts [xox (red), xo. (orange)]. We note that x is Hermitian.
The solid curves are the theory. Matrix components that are
constantly zero in the theory are not shown for clarity.

us to characterize the W.-Z. phase with high accuracy.
It has been argued that the non-adiabatic effect does not
contribute to the state evolution in the DS up to first
order, even though the state deflects from the adiabatic
limit [32] 46].

Wilson loop The above measurements depend on a
choice of basis, i.e., of gauge, whereas the WL does not.
The absolute value of the WL is [W¢| = 2,/x00, derived
from a single component of the process matrix shown in
Fig. 3. Figure 4 shows |W¢| for forward (C+) and reverse
ramps (C_) as the path C is varied by changing the solid
angle =(62). The expected relation |We | = [We_| is
evidenced in experimental data, which also shows good
agreement with the analytical curve for adiabatic con-
trol. At £ = 2m (f2 = 0) our system decomposes into
two uncoupled two-level systems; the geometric phase is
UC = —fo and We, = —2 results from the £7 Berry
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FIG. 4. Wilson loop. a |[Wc,| for forward (Wc, , blue
diamonds) and reverse (We¢_, red circles) ramps are plotted
along with theory (solid curve). At = = 0 (f2 = m/2), the
circular paths reduce to a point, which we trivially measure
with 7=0 ms (green diamond). b The phase difference of the
eigenvalues of W.-Z phase factor |6Ac, | obtained from the
WL measurement in a, with the same symbols. Inset: In the
complex plane, the eigenvalues appear on the unit circle (pink
and green points), and sum to W¢ (red arrow).

phase of these two-level systems seperatly. The exper-
imental result shows the maximum change of the pos-
sible |W¢| (from 0 to 2), manifesting the non-Abelian
nature of the geometric property. Since the system is
time-reversal (TR) invariant [47], the global phase factor
should be +nm (n is an integer) making the WL real val-
ued. Stokes’ theorem, which equates Berry phase to the
enclosed Berry curvature, is valid for the Abelian case,
but not for the non-Abelian case. Still, for closed cir-
cular paths on a hypersphere centered at the monopole,
the WL is We, = 2cos(Z/2), determined by the solid
angle subtended. Like the Aharonov-Bohm phase from a
Dirac monopole, equal to half the solid angle, the angle
dependence of the WL characterizes the Yang monopole
(but is not proportional to the solid angle, as would be
implied by Stokes’ theorem).

We gained further insight to the WL using the eigen-
values of the W.-Z. phase factor obtained from our mea-
surements.  Since holonomy Ug is unitary, its unit-
magnitude eigenvalues exp(i);) are given by the argu-
ments A\; and Ag. This immediately relates the WL
to the gauge-independent difference dA = |\ — Az| via

|[We| = 2| cos(6A/2)]. Figure 4 b shows the phase differ-
ence inferred from WL measurements in good agreement
with the theory. The inset illustrates that for our TR
invariant system, the real-valued WL implies A\ = —Aq
and shows that the WL directly provides the eigenvalues
of W.-Z. phase factor up to a n7m phase uncertainty.

DISCUSSION

Our experiment realized Wu and Yang’s gedanken ex-
periment [48] to apply the generalized Aharonov-Bohm
effect to the SU(2) isospin doublet of neutron and a
proton, as an isospin gauge field detector. Such ex-
periments remain impractical for probing the standard
model’s combined U(1) x SU(2) x SU(3) gauge symme-
try, but further progress in quantum analogues such as
ours can shed light on the operation of such experiments.
An exciting next step in this direction would be creating
a monopole source of a SU(3) gauge field (requiring a
three-fold degenerate manifold), in analog to the Dirac
monopole’s U(1) gauge field (for a single non-degenerate
state) and the Yang monopole’s SU(2) gauge field (the
two-fold degenerate manifold discussed here).

Our experiments demonstrated essentially the full set
of high-fidelity SU(2) holonomic control in a subspace
which was protected against environmental noise and im-
perfections. In the Bloch sphere picture, the process
can be regarded as holonomic single qubit gate opera-
tion [I5], where the Bloch vector is rotated by an angle
of £27sinfy around an axis (— cosfa, 0,sinfs) depend-
ing on the path C1. Universal operation are possible with
more general path for Eq.[2] since there is no experimen-
tal limitation in our implementation. We note that our
four level system can be used to code two qubits simul-
taneously — one per degenerate manifold — this may have
application for redundant encoding, or possibly even in-
dependent holonomic control.

This scheme forms a building-block broadly applicable
to a wide range of systems including trapped ions, super-
conducting qubits [27], NV centers and other solid-state
spins. Applications in this broader setting include pre-
cision measurement (e.g. magnetometry [49]), quantum
gate operations, and quantum simulation using adiabatic
W.-Z phases.

METHODS

Atom preparation and atom number counting

Bose-Einstein Condensates (BECs) of rubidium-87 of
~ 1 x 10° were prepared in a crossed optical dipole trap
formed by two horizontal 1064 nm optical trapping beams
with the trapping frequencies (fx, fy, f») = (50,110, 70)
Hz, where the y-axis is along the direction of gravity.



Initially, the BECs were prepared in the |1,—1) state.
Atoms were then transferred to prepare a superposition
state of |1, 0) and |2, 0) by rf and microwave pulses, which
is the ground state of our Hamiltonian in Eq. at
an= |an](0,0,0,1,0). The bias magnetic field of 19.8
G pointing along the z-axis was stabilized for long term
drift at 2.5 ppm.

We performed an absorption imaging and Stern-
Gerlach measurements to resolve the atoms in the hyper-
fine ground states. After the rf and microwave control
was finished, we abruptly turned off the optical dipole
trap beams for time-of-flight (TOF). During the TOF,
a magnetic field gradient pulse was applied to perform
Stern-Gerlach measurement, which separated atoms in
|1,0) and |2,0) from those in |1,1) and |2, —1) in space.
We imaged the atoms in F' = 2 manifold by illuminating
a probe pulse resonant to 55y /5, F' = 2 — 5P3/5, F' = 3
transition after TOF of 23.2 ms. A short repump laser
pulse resonant wit the 55,5, F = 1 — 5P, F = 2
transition was applied before the probe pulse in order to
image atoms in ' = 1 and F' = 2 manifolds. When we
focused on the state in ground DS, we apply a m-pulse
resonant with the microwave transition |1,0) <> |2,1) to
swap the population between the two states right before
the TOF and only measure atoms in the F' = 2 mani-
fold. This allowed us to measure the relative population
(Ny — Ny)/(N+ + Ny) with a single shot image. Here
N4(N)) is the atom number in |1) = |1,0)(|}) = |2,0))
state before the microwave 7-pulse was applied.

The Dirac matrices

_ As the representation of the Dirac matrices, we take
I = (Afy®5'y, I = Iy ® 6y, I3 = —6’Z®5'y7 I, =
Io®6, and I's = 65 ® 6y. Here 6;, (i = x,y, z) are the
Pauli operators, Ij is the identity operator, and ® is the
Kronecker product. The left (right) Pauli operators in
the products operate on the F' = {0,1} (jmp| = {0,1})
space. Each Dirac matrix has eigenvalues of 41, each of
which is two-fold degenerate.

Pulse control for state preparation and state
mapping

For state preparation and mapping, we applied rf and
microwave pulses with the same coupling configuration
as in Fig. 1 (b). The unitary operator corresponding
to these operations can be expressed using the following
time-independent Hamiltonian.

ih . . A .
Hpap(q) = —5(10®Uz)(Q1F1 +q2I5+q3l5+q515). (3)

Note that only the relative phases of the cyclic coupling
are different from the Hamiltonian in Eq. [2] with zero de-

tuning (g4=0). The unitary evolution during the pulsing
is then

Utrans(ta Q) = exp(fiHmap (Q)t% (4)

where ¢ is the pulse duration, and the state oscillates
at a period determined by the energy gap (AE). For
torep = T/(24/823 + §23), the basis states at qn, which
are [1) = |1) and |} = |3), are mapped to |T_(qo))
and [J_(qg)) at ¢a = ¢ = 0, respectively. For
tmap = 37/(24/ 923 + 23), the basis states at q along
C, which are |1_(q)) and |}_(q))), are mapped back to
[1) and |}), respectively. The former pulse operation
(Utrans(tpmp,qo) = Uprcp) is applied for preparing the
eigenstates at qg before the phase ramp, whereas the lat-
ter (Utrans(tmamq) = Umap) is applied after the phase
ramp along the loop C to read out the state.

The basis states for the DS

We take the following eigenstates for the basis of the
ground DS at g for the region in parameter space we have
experimentally explored (§ = 0, ¢p = 0,04 € [0,27],0, €

[0,7/2]),

[1_(@)) = (1) — e7”* cos 62|2) + sinba[4)) /V2

. (5)
11(q)) = (—sin6]2) + [3) — €!?4 cos Bs[4)) /2
Using the basis states, the pure state within the DS at q
is described by

¥(q)) = crlt—(a)) + e i (a), (6)

which can be represented by a two-component spinor ¥ =
(er,c)T, where |cr|? + |cy|? = 1 is met.

Each eigenstate can be prepared by applying the cyclic
coupling pulse as described above to one of the bare spin
states.

|T_ (q)> = Utrans (tprepv q)|T>7

. 7

H_(a)) = Utrans(tprep, )[4, "
where |1) = [1) and |]) = |3) is the basis state of the
ground DS at qn. Therefore, the four initial eigenstates
(|A), |B), |C) and |D)) at o can be prepared by applying
the pulse for the duration tp,ep, with the parameter vector
qo to the states [1), 1), (|1)+[1))/v2, and (1) +i[)/V2,
respectively. For the state mapping, the basis states of
the DS at q can be mapped to the bare spin states.

1) = _UtraHS(tmapa q)t_(a)),

5 (8)
|\l,> - _Utrans(tmapa CI)H— (q)>7



Quantum state tomography

After the state acquired the W.-Z phase, we measured
the final state within the DS by evaluating the Bloch vec-
tor ({(6x(q)), (6y(q)), (62(q))). Here the Pauli operators
are defined from the basis states of the DS at q.

Using the state mapping procedure described above,
the target Bloch vector is obtained by performing state
tomography for the superposition states in the microwave
clock transition (|1,0) <+ |2,0)). The z-component was
obtained from the population imbalance (Nt —N)/(Ny++
N,). The x or y-component was obtained by rotating the
Bloch vector with a 7t/2-pulse with an appropriate mi-
crowave phase before measuring the population imbal-
ance.

Quantum process tomography using maximum
likelihood estimation

Quantum process tomography is a scheme to charac-
terize unknown quantum process by the knowledge of
final output states for different input states. This in-
formation is used to reconstruct the process matrix that
characterizes an arbitrary transformation. To determine
X, d? linearly independent input states are required for
a d-dimensional Hilbert space. For our DS with d = 2,
four inputs states, |A),|B), |C), |D) are taken as a set of
inputs. In order to the find physical process matrix x
that represents the W.-Z. phase from our measurement,
we adopted maximum likelihood estimation in the quan-
tum process tomography. For the process matrix to be
physical, we define x as

x =TT /tx(TTT), (9)

where T is the lower triangular matrix of the form

t1 0 0 0
ts + itg to 0 0
T = . . 1
t11 +1t12  t7 +itg (10)

Agata) = 5 (

= (cos ¢ sin by cos G20 — sin ¢4 sin Oy cos B2y + cos 20202)/2.

From the definition in Eq. , we obtain W.-Z. phases

(— cos(7rsin fy) =+ isin O sin(7rsin bs)
Ue, =

Ficos Oy sin(7rsin 0)

where t;, (i = 1,...,16) is real. We define a minimizing
function f(t) as

2

R . T
p n,j — § Em AiniE‘Jr )
pﬁ 5] {m p n <tr(TTT)>mn}
sn 7

(1)
where t = (t1,t2, -+ ,t16), j € {A,B,C,D} distinguish
the four initial states in the W.-Z. phase measurements,
Pini = |J)(J], and pgy is the density operator for the state
after it traced out the (open or closed) loop C. An aver-
age of measurements was used for each pgn ;. We numer-
ically minimize f(t) for the parameter vector t to obtain
optimum 7" and the process matrix x.

Synthetic non-Abelian SU(2) gauge field and
Wilson loop

f&)=>"

J

Consider a quantum system with a Hamiltonian H (q)
that depends continuously on the position vector q =
(q1,42,--.). The system is described by eigenstates and
eigenenergies

H(Q)|¥a (@) = En(Q)[Pna(@)), (12)

where |¥,,,(q)) (@« =1,2,...,Ng) is N,-fold degenerate
eigenstate with energy FE, forming an N,-fold DS. For
quantum states in a single energy level F,,, a gauge po-
tential called the Berry connection

A (@) = i{Pa(a)|0/ 04w |¥s(a)), (13)

is encoded in the systems’ eigenstates, where A;f is
the m-th component of the vector gauge field A rep-
resented as N,-by-N, matrix. Here, we omitted n in
the Lh.s. for simplicity, and the matrix indices take
a,B € {1,2,--- ,N,}. The gauge field (Berry connec-
tion) is non-Abelian when two components of the gauge
field do not commute with each other.

Now, we consider the gauge field for the Hamiltonian
in Eq. . We focus on the parameters relevant to the
experiment (25 = {2cosfs, 25 =sinfs, 5 = 0, and ¢p =
0). The non-Abelian SU(2) Berry connection for the two-
fold degenerate ground states is

cos 264 el®A gin By cos B
e~ 1?4 gin 05 cos O —cos? 0y (14)
[
factors and Wilson loops (WLs) for the paths Cy,
J
Ficos by sin(7tsin 03) (15)
—cos(7tsin o) Fisin Oy sin(7rsinfy) /-



We, = —2cos(msinbs). (16)

The physical process can be regarded as holonomic single
qubit gate operation, where the two eigenstates of the de-
generate level are taken as the qubit basis states and the
Bloch vector representing the qubit is rotated by an an-
gle of £27sin Oy around an axis (— cosfs,0,sin6s). The
dependence on the ramp direction for the W.-Z. phase
factors (UC+ = 02,)» and the WLs (W, = W{ ) can be
clearly seen. Both the W.-Z. phases factor and the WL
do not depend on {2, thus they are robust against fluctu-
ation in the coupling strength. By varying the rf phase
¢a, the SU(2) WL covers the full range (-2 < W < 2),
realizing various non-Abelian SU(2) holonomic controls.

Wilson line for an open path (theory)

In the following we give an argument on non-cyclic W.-
7. phase and Wilson line for an open path. The definition
for non-cyclic W.-Z. phase and Wilson line are essentially
the same as the cyclic case, except the integral is taken
over for an open path C.

We = tr(Ue) = tr {P exp (I/C A, dqﬂ . (7

J

Uc = je—19/2 gin (ﬁ) N2

ip/2 ) _ gin (%
el¢/ [cos (2\@) ﬁsm(zﬁ)}
o)

where A is non-Abelian Berry connection.

Consider a spinor state vector |¥) representing the
state within the degenerate subspace (DS). Under local
gauge transformation, the wavefunction transform as

%) = V(q)|¥), (18)

where V(q) is a position-dependent unitary operator.
This can be regard as a change in the basis states for
the DS. Accordingly, the non-cyclic W.-Z. phase factor
transforms as

Uc - V(Qf)UCVT(QO)y (19)

where qg and g are the start point and end point of the
open path C, respectively. Manifestly, the r.h.s depends
on the unitary operators, V(qo) and V(qf). When the
trace is closed (qp = qr), the Wilson line is equivalent to
the WL and is gauge-independent.

For our experimental parameters for Wilson line mea-
surement in Fig. 5 (§ = 0, ¢ = 0 and 6, = 7t/4), the non-
cyclic non-Abelian W.-Z phase and Wilson lines along a
segment are

2

iel®/2 gin <$> /2
e 19/2 [cos (%) _|\_/§\/15 sin (%)} ) (20)

We = V2sin (‘5) sin (;E) + 2cos (Z) cos (2?@) . (21)

Here we took the basis in Eq. for the matrix repre-
sentation.

Wilson line for an open path (experiment)

We show measurement on the Wilson line on open
paths by observing non-cyclic W.-Z. phases. The non-
cyclic W.-Z. phases is defined by simply replacing the
closed path for the integral in Eq. with an open path
C. The Wilson line, defined as the trace of the non-cyclic
W.-Z. phase factor, is not gauge-independent, and thus
it depends on the choice of the basis at both ends of the
path. The experimental procedure is the same as the WL
measurement, except the rf phase ramp is halted at vari-
able phase ¢pp = ¢ ranging from 0 to 27. After prepar-
ing the eigenstates at qg, we ramp the control vector
as q(t) = (—2,—24 cos(2mt/T), — 24 sin(27t/T), 0, 0)
for t = [0, ¢T/27] until the control vector reaches qf =

(

(=825, — 24 cos ¢, — 24 sin ¢, 0,0). The final state within
the DS at qr is always mapped to the DS at q = qq
for the state tomography. By performing the process
tomography for the four-independent initial eigenstates,
the process matrix of the non-cyclic non-Abelian geo-
metric phase is reconstructed in the same manner as in
Fig. 3 for each phase. Figure 5 shows the obtained Wil-
son lines from the reconstructed process matrices for a
choice of the basis states based on our experimental pro-
cedure. The Wilson line is trivially We = 2 at ¢ = 0
and becomes gauge-independent at ¢ = 27 where the
trajectory is closed.

The whole unitary process including the state prepa-
ration and the state mapping processes can be viewed as
a local gauge transformation of the W.-Z phase: Ue —
V(a))UeVT(ao) = —Umap(¢)UcUprep, where V(q) is a
position-dependent unitary operator, and Uprep (Umap)
is a unitary operator that represents the pulse that maps
the state within the DS at qn (qr) to the state within the
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FIG. 5. Wilson line. Absolute values of measured Wilson

line |W ()| for open paths with variable path length charac-
terized by rf phase range ¢. Theory curve (solid line) also
shown. The inset illustrates the control sequence for Wilson
line measurement of a segment from qo to qf on a circular
loop. After preparing one of the eigenstates at qo, the rf
phase ¢a is ramped from 0 to ¢. The red and green curves
represent the pulse controls for the state preparation and the
state mapping for the read-out. The laboratory parameters
are 24 = 28 = h x 1.4 kHz.

DS at qg. This clearly illustrates that the Wilson line is
gauge-independent only when qf = qg, where it becomes
equivalent to the WL.

Non-adiabatic effect due to finite ramp time

Although we have focused on evolution within the
ground-state manifold, a small fraction of atoms can be
populated to the excited state manifold due to the finite
ramp time. We experimentally confirmed this by mea-
suring the fraction of atoms in the excited state mani-
fold. After the state mapping, we evaluated the fraction
Neo/(Ne + Ng), where No = Njgy 4 Ny is the atom num-
ber in the excited state manifold, Ny = N1y + N)3) is the
atom number in the ground state manifold, and Nj; is
the atom number in the bare spin state |i), (i = 1,2,3,4).
The observed fraction of atoms, which depends on the
initial state is negligibly small, and consistent with the
numerical simulation (See Fig. 6a). The dependence
of the excited atomic fraction on the initial state can
be understood by the state-dependent nature of the
state deflection due to local non-Abelian gauge field [32].
Longer ramp time led to a smaller fraction in the ex-
cited state manifold as confirmed by the numerical sim-
ulation [Fig. 6b]. Experimentally, the fidelity of the our
holonomic control is expected to be degraded for longer
ramp time due to the small but finite energy gap opening
in the nearly-degenerate levels, which we assume to be
about 1% of the energy gap of the system.

Surprisingly, the fidelity in the W.-Z. phase measure-
ment within the DS is robust against small non-adiabatic
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FIG. 6. Excited state population after the W.-Z.

phase acquisition. a Experimentally and numerically ob-
tained excited state population at 7' = 2 ms for 6, = 117t/36.
Experimental data for the paths C; (green points) and C—
(purple points) compared with numerical simulation for the
paths C; (green bar) and C_ (purple bar). b Fraction of
atoms in the excited state manifold after state acquired W.-
Z. phase along C_ numerically simulated for the four initial
states at 02 = m/4. The four states are |A) (red), |B) (blue),
|C) (green), and |D) (purple). Due to finite ramp time 7" for
tracing out the loop, the non-adiabatic effect is non-negligible
when the ramp rate becomes comparable to the scale of the
energy gap (AE = h x 2 kHz).

effect. Fig. 7 shows the numerically obtained fidelity of
the W.-Z. phase by varying the ramp time. For our ex-
perimental parameters with 8y = 7t/4, the fidelity reaches
0.998% at T=2 ms.

Measurement of the energy gap

The energy gap can be clearly measured by inducing
coherent Rabi-like oscillations between the eigenstates.
Figure 8 shows that the time evolution of the population
imbalance (Ne — Ng)/(Ne + Ng) after abruptly turning
on the cyclic coupling described by the Hamiltonian in
Eq. . Since the system has only two eigenenergies, the
state oscillates between the ground and excited eigen-
states at the frequency determined by the energy gap.
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FIG. 7. Infidelity of the non-Abelian W.-Z. phase
(1 — F) due to finite ramp time 7. The non-Abelian
W.-Z. phase factor is numerically evaluated by solving time-
dependent Schrodinger equation for our experimental condi-
tion for the path C_ with 2 = 7t/4 and analyzed by following
the same procedure used in the experiment to numerically
obtain the process matrix. The solid line is a power-law fit to
the numerical results.
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FIG. 8. Rabi-like oscillation between the two eigen-
states. The population imbalance (Ng — N¢)/(Ng + Ne) was
measured after the cyclic coupling for 02 = 71/4 was abruptly
turned on with the BEC in state |2). The observed oscillation
frequency of 2.0 kHz determines the energy gap of our system.
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