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Abstract

We illustrate the geometric phase associated with the cyclic dynamics of a classical

system of coupled oscillators. We use an analogy between a classical coupled oscillator

and a two-state quantum mechanical system to represent the evolution of the oscillator

on an equivalent Hilbert space, which may be represented as a trajectory on the surface of

a sphere. The cyclic evolution of the system leads to a change in phase, which consists of

a dynamic phase along with an additional phase shift dependent on the geometry of the

evolution. A simple experiment suitable for advanced undergraduate students is designed

to study the geometric phase incurred during cyclic evolution of a coupled oscillator.

Keywords : two-level system, geometric phase, atom-laser interaction, coupled oscillator

1 Introduction

Cyclical evolutions, where a system returns to its initial state at the end of the evolution, are
often studied in Physics. The state vector of a quantum mechanical system after a cyclical
evolution is related to its initial state vector by a phase factor. This phase has a component
related only to the geometry of the evolution, as was shown by Pancharatnam in 1956 for
cyclic evolution of the polarization state of light [1], and later by Berry in 1984 for adiabatic
evolution of the Hamiltonian [2]. Geometric phase for adiabatic evolution has been discussed
in [3]. Aharonov and Anandan generalized this to any cyclical evolution, where the geometric
phase was shown to depend on the closed trajectory of the state ray in the Hilbert space [4].
Geometric phase has been observed experimentally in interference experiments, such as in the
Aharonov-Bohm effect [5], in nuclear magnetic resonance [6], and in laser optics [7, 8]. This
concept is being applied in a number of areas of research, such as the theory of insulators [9]
and quantum information [10].

In this article, the quantum mechanical system under consideration is that of a two-state
atom interacting with a steadily oscillating electric field such as a laser. Such a system will ex-
hibit Rabi oscillations [11, 12], and will thus evolve cyclically. We mathematically demonstrate
the motion of a system of two classical coupled oscillators to be analogous to such a system.
The periodic transfer of energy between the oscillators is analogous to Rabi oscillations in the
atom. This analogy is used to study the evolution of the oscillator as a trajectory on an equiv-
alent Hilbert space and thus to obtain the geometric phase associated with the evolution. A
simple experiment suitable for undergraduate students is designed to demonstrate and measure
the geometric phase, and the measured value is found to be in good agreement with the ex-
pected phase. The analogy used here has been demonstrated previously in [13], and explored
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in electrical RLC circuits to demonstrate electromagnetically induced transparency (EIT) [14],
double EIT [15] and Fano interference [16]. A detailed discussion on analogies between classical
and quantum mechanical systems is found in [17].

2 Analogy between coupled oscillator and two-level quan-

tum system

Figure 1: (a) Schematic diagram of a system of coupled oscillators. (b) Level scheme of a
two-state atom interacting with a single-mode laser as an example of a two-level quantum
system.

Figure 1(a) illustrates the classical system of two masses m1 and m2, attached to rigid walls
with springs of spring constants k1 and k2 respectively and to each other with a spring k. If
the masses are displaced by x1 and x2 from their respective equilibrium positions, then the
equations of motion are

m1ẍ1 = −k1x1 + k(x2 − x1), (1)

m2ẍ2 = k(x1 − x2)− k2x2. (2)

This can be expressed as a matrix equation

− d2

dt2
ξ = Aξ, (3)

where we have defined

ξ =

(

x1
x2

)

and A =

(

ω2
1 −Ω2

1

−Ω2
2 ω2

2

)

, (4)

where ω2
i = (ki + k)/mi and Ω2

i = k/mi, i = 1, 2. ω1 and ω2 are the natural frequencies of the
individual oscillators. The equations of motion can be solved in the standard manner [18] to
obtain the normal mode frequencies

ω2

± =
1

2

(

ω1
2 + ω2

2 ±
[

4Ω1
2Ω2

2 + (ω2

1 − ω2

2)
2
]1/2

)

. (5)

The solution to (3) is then

ξ = Re[F+ξ+ exp(−iω+t− iφ+) + F−ξ− exp(−iω−t− iφ−)], (6)

where ξ± are the normal mode eigenvectors. The constants F± and φ± are determined from
the initial conditions.
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The system illustrated in figure 1(b) is that of an atom with a ground state |g〉 of energy
~ωg and an excited state |e〉 of energy ~ωe, with resonant frequency ωe − ωg = ω0. It interacts
with an oscillating electric field E(t) = Re(E0eiωLt) such as a single-mode laser. We define the
dipole moment µ = e 〈g|r · Ê |e〉, where e is the electronic charge. Then the Hamiltonian matrix
of the system in the {|g〉 , |e〉} basis is [12]

H =

(

~ωg −µE(t)
−µ∗E(t) ~ωe

)

. (7)

If we transform the state vector using the unitary operator U = |g〉〈g| + e−iωLt |e〉〈e|, then
the Hamiltonian matrix elements in the new basis

{

|g̃〉 = U † |g〉 = |g〉 , |ẽ〉 = U † |e〉 = eiωLt |e〉
}

become time independent under the rotating wave approximation,

H̃ = ~

(

ωg −Ω/2
−Ω/2 ωg +∆

)

, (8)

where we have defined ∆ = ω0 − ωL (called the detuning) and Ω = µE0/~ (called the Rabi
frequency). Ω is in general a complex quantity depending on the phase of the laser; here we
choose the phase to be zero so that Ω is real. Physically, this may be interpreted as moving the

laser source towards or away from the atom to ensure that µE0 is real. Then the state
∣

∣

∣
ψ̃(t)

〉

of the system at a time t, with the initial condition
∣

∣

∣
ψ̃(0)

〉

= |g̃〉, is given in the {|g̃〉 , |ẽ〉} basis

as [12]
∣

∣

∣
ψ̃(t)

〉

= c1(t) |g̃〉+ c2(t) |ẽ〉 ≡
(

c1(t)
c2(t)

)

, (9)

where

c1 =
1

2

[(√
∆2 + Ω2 −∆

)

exp
(

−i
(

∆+
√
∆2 + Ω2

)

t/2− iωgt
)

+
(√

∆2 + Ω2 +∆
)

exp
(

−i
(

∆−
√
∆2 + Ω2

)

t/2− iωgt
)]

(

∆2 + Ω2
)−1/2

, (10)

c2 =
1

2

[

Ωexp
(

−i
(

∆−
√
∆2 + Ω2

)

t/2− iωgt
)

− Ωexp
(

−i
(

∆+
√
∆2 + Ω2

)

t/2− iωgt
)]

(

∆2 + Ω2
)−1/2

. (11)

The coefficients c1(t) and c2(t) are the probability amplitudes, so that at any given time t,
|c1(t)|2 and |c2(t)|2 are the probabilities of the system collapsing to the states |g̃〉 and |ẽ〉
respectively if its energy is measured.

To understand the analogy between the two systems, we look at Schrödinger equation,

i~
d

dt

∣

∣

∣
ψ̃
〉

= H̃
∣

∣

∣
ψ̃
〉

. (12)

For a two-dimensional Hilbert space, we can express
∣

∣

∣
ψ̃
〉

and H̃ in the basis {|g̃〉 , |ẽ〉} to write

(12) as a matrix equation. Differentiating (12) with respect to t, we obtain

− d2

dt2

∣

∣

∣
ψ̃
〉

= ~
−2H̃2

∣

∣

∣
ψ̃
〉

, (13)

since the Hamiltonian matrix elements are independent of time in the chosen basis. If the state

vector
∣

∣

∣
ψ̃
〉

is taken to be analogous to the displacement vector ξ of the coupled oscillator,

then (13) is seen to be equivalent to (3) if we have

A = ~
−2H̃2, (14)
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where H̃ is the matrix of the Hamiltonian in the chosen basis. Thus, as long as A is hermitian
(symmetric in this case, since its entries are real), the coupled oscillator system can be found
to be analogous to a two-state quantum system whose Hamiltonian is obtained from (14). The
displacements x1 and x2 observed from the experiment are then analogous to the real parts

of the coefficients c1 and c2 in (9), up to normalization. It should be noted that
∣

∣

∣
ψ̃
〉

and ξ

are physically different quantities, even though they evolve with time following mathematically
similar equations. The quantities Ω and ∆ have no exact physical meaning for the coupled
oscillator, but they roughly indicate the coupling strength and the difference between the
natural frequencies respectively. The relation between the quantities associated with the two
systems has been shown in table 1.

Table 1: Relation between the quantities associated with the classical coupled oscillator and
the equivalent quantum two-level system.
Coupled oscillator Two-level system
Oscillator displacements x1, x2 Real parts of probability amplitudes c1, c2
First natural frequency ω1 (ω2

g + Ω2/4)1/2

Second natural frequency ω2 [(ωg +∆)2 + Ω2/4]1/2

Coupling Ω1 = Ω2 [Ω(2ωg +∆)/2]1/2

3 Experimental observation of normal mode frequencies

The experiment is set up as shown in figure 2. Two vertical vibrating metal rulers fixed at the
bottom serve as the oscillating bodies, which are coupled by connecting them with a rubber
band. The motion of this set-up is similar to that of the coupled oscillator described in the
previous section, where the masses and spring constants of the equivalent spring-mass system
depend on the masses and elastic moduli of the rulers and on the position and elastic properties
of the rubber band.

The motion of the rulers can be observed using cameras or any kind of motion sensors. In
our case, a He-Ne laser beam is used to accurately measure the displacements of the rulers. The
unpolarized beam is split into two polarized beams with perpendicular planes of polarization
using the polarizing cube beam splitter PBS1. The transmitted beam is made to reflect off a
plane mirror mounted on the first ruler. It is also made to pass through a quarter-wave plate
aligned to rotate the plane of polarization of the beam by π/2, so that it is then reflected by
PBS1 onto the quad photodetector D1 instead of being transmitted back towards the laser
source. The optical arrangement is shown schematically in figure 2(b).

When the the ruler vibrates, the small segment of it to which the mirror is attached describes
angular oscillation about the vertical, which can be considered to be simple harmonic as long
as the amplitude of motion is small. The laser beam reflected off the mirror thus describes
angular oscillation about the horizontal, and the laser spot on the detector moves up and down
with its motion proportional to that of the ruler as shown in figure 3. A quad photodetector
is used, and the signals detected by the upper and lower halves of the detector are separately
amplified (with the same gain) and subtracted. As the laser spot moves upward from the mean
position, the upper half of the photodetector detects a larger signal than the lower half, and
the reverse happens when it moves downward. Therefore, the difference between the output
voltages of the two halves is proportional to the displacement of the oscillating ruler, and this
is measured using an oscilloscope. The photodetector circuit has been further described in
the appendix. The amplitude of oscillation has no significance for demonstrating the analogy
between the oscillator and the two-level atom, and we normalize the signals of the two oscillators
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Figure 2: (a) Photograph of the experimental set-up. The two vertical metal rulers connected
by a rubber band serve as a system of coupled oscillators. Their motion is studied using a laser
beam as explained in the text. (b) Schematic diagram of the experimental set-up (top view)
showing the path taken by the laser beam. PBS1, PBS2: polarizing cube beam splitters; D1,
D2: quad photodetectors.

Figure 3: Schematic diagram of a portion of the experimental set-up (side view) showing the
relation between the vibration of the ruler and the oscillation of the laser spot incident on the
quad photodetector. The beam splitters and wave plates have not been shown in this figure for
simplicity.
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so that the sum of the squares of their amplitudes is initially 1, calling them the normalized
displacements. Similarly, the beam reflected by PBS1 is further reflected by a second polarizing
cube beam splitter PBS2 and then by a plane mirror mounted on the second ruler. This beam
is also made to pass through a quarter wave plate to rotate its plane of polarization so that it
is is then transmitted by PBS2 onto the quad photodetector D2, where the signal is recorded
in a similar manner.
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Figure 4: Normalized displacements of the two oscillators as functions of time t. The open
circles are the experimental data, and the solid lines denote the fitted functions. The fitted
parameters for this plot are ωg = 98.917 rad/s, ∆ = −0.088 rad/s and Ω = 7.560 rad/s.

We strike one of the rulers to start the oscillation and record the time-evolution of the
normalized oscillator displacements as shown in figure 4. It is seen that both the oscillator
displacements have beat-like forms, exhibiting rapid oscillations whose amplitudes are also
varying periodically with a relatively longer period. The rapid oscillations correspond to the
oscillatory motions of the individual oscillators, while the periodic variation in amplitude is
caused by the transfer of energy between the two oscillators due to the coupling. For the
equivalent quantum mechanical system, the rapid oscillations are interpreted as the result of
the dynamic phase incurred by the state vector, while the periodic variation of amplitudes is
indicative of Rabi oscillations. The displacement of the ruler that was initially struck is fitted
with the function

f(t) = A cos[ω+(t− d) + φ] +B cos[ω−(t− d) + φ] + C. (15)

Damping is ignored in this fitting, since the damping of the oscillation over the recording period
of 2 seconds is insignificant. The fitted values of A, B, ω+ and ω− are used to calculate the
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parameters ωg, ∆ and Ω of Rabi model by comparison with (10), and are obtained as

∆ = (ω+−ω−)
B − A

B + A
, Ω = (ω+−ω−)

[

1−
(

B −A

B + A

)2
]1/2

, ωg =
ω+ + ω− −∆

2
. (16)

C and d are introduced to account for offsets, and the global phase factor φ is set equal to zero.
We change the effective detuning ∆ by attaching small masses to one of the rulers to change
the natural frequency (this also changes the other parameters ωg and Ω, but by a relatively
smaller amount), and thus obtain the parameters for different values of detuning. The normal
mode frequencies ω± determined from the fitting have been plotted as functions of the effective
detuning ∆ in figure 5.
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Figure 5: Normal mode frequencies (ω±) as functions of the detuning ∆. The circles are the
experimental data, and the solid lines denote the fitted curves. The parameters determined
from the fitting are ωg = 98.44 rad/s and Ω = 7.82 rad/s.

4 Phase change and geometric phase in coupled oscilla-

tor

The beat-like evolution of the oscillator displacements can be explained by noting from Eqs. (6),
(10) and (11) that the coupled oscillator displacements as well as the state vector coefficients
for the two-state atom evolve with time in the form

f(t) = Ae−iω+t +Be−iω
−
t. (17)

Here, f(t) can be considered a coefficient of the atomic state vector, or we can equivalently
take Re(f(t)) to be one of the coupled oscillator coordinates. Then we have

|f |2 = |A|2 + |B|2 + 2AB cos[(ω+ − ω−)t], (18)
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which indicates an oscillatory behavior with a frequency of ΩR = ω+ − ω−. The graph of
Re(f(t)) as a function of t is thus expected to be sinusoidal, where the envelope of the sinusoid
is periodic with frequency ω+ − ω−, as can be seen in figure 4. For the two-state atom, ΩR

is called the effective Rabi frequency, and the system evolves cyclically, returning to its initial
state after one Rabi period TR = 2π/(ω+ − ω−). However, the state vector can incur a phase
shift during the Rabi oscillation, which may include a geometric phase.

To find the phase change, we note that f(0) = A + B, but f(2π/(ω+ − ω−)) = (A +
B) exp[−2πiω−/(ω+ − ω−)]. The global phase change is thus −2πω−/(ω+−ω−). From Eqs. (10)
and (11), we see that the effective Rabi frequency for a two-state atom is ΩR =

√
∆2 + Ω2, and

the phase shift after one Rabi period is

φ =
−2πωg√
∆2 + Ω2

+ π

(

1− ∆√
∆2 + Ω2

)

. (19)

The phase change thus has two components. The state of the system has a constant average
energy of ~ωg, and the first term of the phase shift is simply the corresponding frequency ωg

multiplied by the time period TR = 2π/
√
∆2 + Ω2 for one Rabi oscillation. This is the dynamic

phase change of the system. The second term depends only on the parameters ∆ and Ω, and
not on the energy ωg. This phase change is the geometric phase associated with the quantum
evolution. The geometric phase φG is thus given by

φG = π

(

1− ∆√
∆2 + Ω2

)

. (20)

At resonance (∆ = 0), we have φG = π. For very high detuning (∆ → ±∞), we get φG → 0,
noting that phase is unique only up to an added multiple of 2π.

Figure 6: Trajectory of the Bloch vector for Ω = 0.8 and ∆ = 1.2, with n̂ showing the direction
of the fictitious magnetic field. The area of the shaded spherical cap gives the solid angle ΘS

subtended by the trajectory.

The geometric interpretation of φG can be seen from the Bloch sphere representation of the
system. We know that any state of a two-level quantum mechanical system can be represented
as a unit vector, called the Bloch vector [11, 19]. The Bloch vector for the initial state |g̃〉 is
the unit vector along the positive z-axis. The Hamiltonian obtained in (8) is seen to be

H̃ = −~

[(

−ωg −
∆

2

)

I + ΩSx +∆Sz

]

, (21)
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where I is the identity operator, and Si = σi/2 (i = x, y, z) are the generators of rotation about
the axes. σi, expressed in the {|g̃〉 , |ẽ〉} basis, are the Pauli matrices. This is equivalent to the
dynamics of a spin-1/2 particle in presence of a fictitious magnetic field B = (Ωêx+∆êz). The
Bloch vector will rotate about B, with its tip tracing out a circle. The solid angle subtended
by this circle at the center of the Bloch sphere is ΘS = 2π

(

1−∆/
√
∆2 + Ω2

)

. The geometric
phase is half of this solid angle [4], which gives us the expression obtained in (20). The trajectory
of the Bloch vector is shown in figure 6.

5 Observation of geometric phase in coupled oscillator
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Figure 7: Plot showing geometric phase in a coupled oscillator for ∆ = 0.030 rad/s, and
Ω = 7.402 rad/s. The open circles represent the data for the uncoupled oscillator, fitted with
the dashed line. The closed circles represent the data for the coupled oscillator with small
detuning, fitted with the solid line.

Figure 7 illustrates geometric phase in a coupled oscillator by comparing the time-evolution
of displacement of one oscillator for low detuning with that of the same oscillator for high de-
tuning (which is equivalent to an uncoupled system). At t = 0, the phases of the displacements
of the coupled and uncoupled oscillators are made to match. The frequency of the uncoupled
oscillator is approximately ωg, and thus the phase change of its displacement after one Rabi
period is roughly equal to the dynamic phase of the coupled oscillator. The phase difference
between the two signals after one Rabi period thus gives an estimate of the geometric phase
incurred by the coupled oscillator after a cyclic evolution. From figure 7, the phase change is
seen to be close to π, as expected for a system with low detuning. From the fitted parameters
∆ = 0.030 rad/s and Ω = 7.402 rad/s, the geometric phase is calculated to be 0.996π.

To measure the phase change, the effective Rabi frequency is at first calculated from the
fitted parameters. Then the fitted function is shifted along the t-axis by one Rabi period (by
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(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 8: Procedure to determine the phase shift. In each of the three graphs, the open circles
represent the data for the same oscillator signal. In (a), the graph shows the function fitted
to the data, represented by the solid line. In (b), the function has been shifted by one Rabi
period. The envelopes match, but a phase difference remains between the data and the plotted
function. In (c), the phase has been fitted to match the function with the data keeping the
other parameters fixed, and this gives the total phase shift.

replacing d with d − 2π/(ω+ − ω−) in f(t)). The phase parameter φ in (15) is then adjusted
to obtain the total phase change over one Rabi period. From this, the dynamic phase of
−2πωg/(ω+ − ω−) is subtracted to obtain the geometric phase, which is compared with the
geometric phase calculated from the fitted values of ∆ and Ω using (20). The method for
obtaining the phase shift is demonstrated in figure 8. The geometric phase corresponding to
different values of detuning were determined using the above analysis, which have been shown
in figure 9. The geometric phase in the coupled oscillator as measured from the experiment is
found to be in very good agreement with the expected phase based on the theory of a two-state
atom.
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Figure 9: Geometric phase φG as a function of the detuning ∆. The circles are the experimental
data, and the solid line denotes the fitted curve. The parameter determined from the fitting is
Ω = 7.32 rad/s.

6 Conclusions

We have demonstrated that the classical system of coupled oscillators evolves in a manner
similar to a two-state atom in a steadily oscillating electric field. This analogy may be used
to simulate in classical coupled oscillators various phenomena associated with the dynamics of
quantum mechanical systems. The Rabi model parameters of the equivalent two-level quantum
mechanical system have been calculated, and the geometric phases associated with the cyclical
evolution have been estimated and found to be in very good agreement with the expected
values. This experiment can be used to get a better insight of the concept of geometric phase,
which usually does not have any simple demonstration suitable for undergraduate students.
The experiment described here can be easily reproduced in undergraduate laboratories with
commonly available equipment.
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Appendix: Photodetector design
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Figure 10: Circuit diagram of a photodetector. The quad photodetector consists of four photo-
diodes arranged in a square. The upper two photodiodes together detect the upper laser signal,
while the lower two together detect the lower signal. Their outputs are separately amplified
with the same gain using AD708 op-amps, and subtracted using a differential amplifier to ob-
tain the signal voltage corresponding to the displacement of the ruler, which is observed in an
oscilloscope.

The photodetector circuit diagram is shown in figure 10. Quad photodetectors were used,
and the voltages in the upper and lower photodiodes were separately amplified and then sub-
tracted. The circuit was soldered onto a prototyping board. The ±VCC voltages were supplied
using 9 V batteries. The outputs were fed to oscilloscopes using BNC cables.
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