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The massless Dirac equation is studied in curved space-time on the (2+1) dimensional graphene
sheet in time-dependent geometries. Emergent pseudogauge fields are found both in the adia-
batic regime and, for high-frequency periodic geometries, in the nonadiabatic regime for a generic
Friedmann–Lemâıtre–Robertson–Walker metric in Fermi normal coordinates. The former extends
the conventionally understood homogeneous pseudogauge field to include weak temporal inhomo-
geneities. The latter, through the usage of Floquet theory, represents a new class of emergent
pseudogauge field, and is argued to potentially provide a condensed matter realization of cosmolog-
ical high-frequency geometries.

I. INTRODUCTION

The realization of a Dirac-like dispersion relation in
graphene [1, 2] has made possible an interdisciplinary
bridge between condensed matter, high-energy physics,
and gravity. In particular, in curved space the study
of the Hawking effect [3, 4], BTZ black holes [5], and
even wormholes [6], among others, has been made possi-
ble through corrugations in graphene. A striking exam-
ple is provided through the appearance of strain-induced
pseudo-magnetic fields [7], observed even with previously
inaccessible strength in excess of 300 T [8]. pseudo-
gauge fields in graphene have been widely discussed [9]
and moreover are thought relevant for fundamental quan-
tum field theory (QFT) descriptions of high-energy phe-
nomena. For example, SU(2) monopole like gauge fields
were observed from the intrinsic curvature of fullerene
molecules [10, 11] and, furthermore, Abelian and non-
Abelian, with Wu-Yang ambiguity, pseudogauge field dif-
ferences from elastic degrees of freedom were explored
in [12]. Let us also stress that pseudogauge fields are not
limited to graphene, e.g., Weyl semimetals [13] and their
pseudogauge manifestation from its torsional strain have
been well studied [14]. For a review of pseudogauge fields
in graphene see [15].

A limitation of our current understanding of pseudo-
gauge fields in graphene is that the emergent fields are
modeled as homogeneous. While this approach is impor-
tant for physical opacity and to make manifest the ex-
perimental realization of, e.g., Landau levels of the pseu-
domagnetic field [8] (whose emergence was also argued
in a quasistatic nanoscale motor in graphene in [16]), it
is important to extend our understanding to the more
realistic time-dependent curvature induced fields. Fur-
thermore, many curved space backgrounds of interest
are time-dependent, and thus for condensed matter re-
alizations it is essential that we explore the more general
time-dependent case. Hence our aim in this work is to
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provide a map from time-dependent curved space geome-
tries to their corresponding quantum mechanical system.
To achieve this we explore two cases.

1. The adiabatic case — here the bispinor Green’s
function approach (which has been utilized suc-
cessfully in the homogeneous case [17]) is extended
to encompass adiabatic time-dependent geometries.
A phenomenological merit is that existing experi-
mental setups good for the homogeneous case may
readily observe new adiabatic features.

2. The nonadiabatic and periodic with high-frequency
case — here we explore a novel emergent field
structure in graphene using Floquet theory [18],
the merit of which here, it is argued, is that with
application of an engineered high-frequency time-
dependent magnetic field onto graphene, the corre-
sponding curved space analog system may be real-
ized on a tabletop experiment. This is thought im-
portant for high-frequency setups such as are found
for rotating neutron stars, compact binaries, and
early universe quantum fluctuations, among others.

To concretely study time-dependent geometries
in graphene we examine the case of a Fried-
mann–Lemâıtre–Robertson–Walker (FLRW) metric in
(2+1) dimensions. This is specifically examined because
its simple yet general profile may readily be modeled (for
shorter distances than the Hubble radius [19]) on the
graphene sheet for either weakly inhomogeneous times
or in high-frequency Floquet induced systems.

Furthermore, the FLRW geometry covers a number of
cosmological setups of interest. Floquet techniques have
been used in the study of preheating scenarios following
inflation via parametric resonance [20]. Importantly, the
idea that fermionic matter on FLRW systems plays an
important role in cosmology has been gaining increas-
ing attraction. For example, in [21], a curvature depen-
dent fermionic mass inspired by covariant Hamiltonian
approaches has been reported to not only successfully
drive inflation, but also to produce a tensor-to-scalar
ratio in agreement with observations among other fea-
tures. In addition, lepton number asymmetry induced by
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fermionic matter during inflationary epoch is being ac-
tively considered as an alternative mechanism of baryoge-
nesis [22]. Last, spontaneous CP violation may generate
dark fermions in inflation [23].

To produce a map to a corresponding quantum me-
chanical system one can make use of a coordinate sys-
tem that is locally flat. In contrast to time-independent
fields where the connection to a local Lorentz frame may
be achieved with Riemann Normal Coordinates (RNC),
here for the general time-dependent case and proper in-
terpretation of an observable in curved space [24, 25] one
requires a frame along the worldline, and thus usage of
Fermi Normal Coordinates (FNC) [26–28] is indispens-
able.

This work is organized as follows: In Sec. II we provide
our setup of the Dirac equation in curved space moti-
vating FNC. In Sec. III we argue an effective Hermitian
Hamiltonian based on the scalar product making connec-
tion to a local flat space. Then we illustrate through a
more conventional approach, namely with the bispinor
Green’s function in Sec. IV, how emergent fields may be
identified adiabatically; we concretely examine the case
of an FLRW background in Sec. V. Finally, we argue the
identification of a new class of emergent fields for the
unique case of a Floquet engineered graphene in Sec. VI.

For our notations, we use Greek symbols for curved in-
dices, and for flat Lorentz indices we use the Latin letter
set {a, b, c, d}. Other Latin letters are reserved for spatial
indices. We use a mostly plus flat space metric denoted
as ηab. Our spin tensor in flat space reads Σab = [γa, γb].
In (2+1) dimensions our gamma matrices are γ0 = −iσ3

and γiγ0 = σi for i = 1, 2; σa being the ordinary Pauli
matrices.

II. CHIRAL FERMIONS IN CURVED
SPACE-TIME

The scale that governs the graphene dynamics, the
Fermi velocity, is a hundredth of the speed of light bring-
ing physics to relativistic domain and the particle-hole
system is describable with chiral fermions. Due to the σ-
bonds formed by the carbon atoms in the graphene mono-
layer, the sheet is able to withstand up to 25%, in elastic
strains [29]. Last, out-of-plane ripples may result from
topological defects such as occasional pentagon/heptagon
dislocations in the honeycomb lattice. These properties
allow one to model the graphene system as quasiparti-
cles subject to a curved space-time. Therefore, we make
use of a curved QFT approach to graphene. Such an
approach has proved indispensable to graphene physics
leading to experimental discoveries such as including the
pseudo-quantum Hall effect [1, 30], space-time dependent
Fermi velocities [31], and the Klein paradox [32].

The dynamics of the collective modes on graphene are
governed by the massless Dirac equation [33]. Let us
review some basics of the dynamics of chiral fermions
on curved space. We will perform most of the analysis

in d+1 dimensional space-time only to specialize on the
graphene sheet, (2+1) dimensions, later on.

iγµ(x)∇µψ = 0 , (1)

where the γ’s denote space-time dependent γ-matrices re-
lated to the usual γ matrices as γµ(x) = γae

a
µ(x), where

eaµ(x) are vielbein vector fields describing the metric,

gµν(x) = eaµ(x)ebν(x)ηab. {a, b, c, d} correspond to flat
Lorentz indices. The spinorial affine connections are de-
fined by the vanishing of the covariant derivative of γµ,
that is,

∇µγν = ∂µγν − Γλµνγλ − [Ωµ, γν ] = 0 . (2)

The covariant derivative acting on the spinor fields with
spin connection, Ωµ, is

∇µψ = (∂µ − Ωµ)ψ =
(
∂µ −

1

8
ωabµ Σab

)
ψ , (3)

where the following are understood:

Σab = [γa, γb] , (4a)

ωabµ = eaνg
νλ(Γσµλe

b
σ − ∂µebλ) . (4b)

To interpret an emergent quantum mechanical frame-
work, our next task is to determine a suitable coordi-
nate system that is locally flat. Usage of RNC is suc-
cessful in this regard for time-independent systems. To
study general emergent phenomena, such as is required
for high frequency Hamiltonians found in Floquet engi-
neered [18] graphene and semimetals, we must treat time
dependence. To this end we make use of FNC [26]; see
also [27, 28]. FNC have proved valuable in the determi-
nation of energy-levels of a single atom in curved space-
time [24, 25]. This is because FNC supplies one with a
continuous locally inertial reference frame along the ob-
server’s worldline making possible the determination of
a well-defined observable. In essence FNC are defined
by the Fermi conditions; gµν |G = ηµν and Γ ρ

µ ν |G = 0

imposed along the geodesic G. With time y0 = τ and
proper time τ , one may construct an orthogonal set of
timelike and spacelike geodesics, to which the timelike
geodesic runs parallel to proper time and the spacelike
hypersurface intersects it; see Fig. 1. In this way the re-
gion of validity of the coordinates form a cylinder about
the proper time; this is in contrast to RNC, whose va-
lidity only exists at a single space-time point (taken as
O in Fig. 1) and are thus inadequate for time-dependent
emergent systems from curved space. To specifically con-
struct FNC, one may examine a second geodesic, which
is orthogonal to the geodesic traversed by τ and thus
serving as a spacelike hypersurface, extending a proper
distance σ away from point O to point P . Then one may

find in a rigorous way FNC such that yµ = (τ, σξνe
(i)
ν )

for vielbein e
(i)
ν . See Refs. [34] for further details.

The metric in FNC reads [34]

g00 = −1−R0l0my
lym + · · · , (5a)
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FIG. 1. Trajectory with geodesic with proper time, τ , and
observer O is described by means of FNC with correspond-
ing cylindrical region of validity, extending the notion of
the its cousin, RNC with spherical region of validity only
in the neighborhood of O. For FNC, yµ, the timelike viel-
bein, e0(a), is tangent to the trajectory’s geodesic, and for
given proper time an orthogonal hypersurface extending to
P by proper distance σ may be constructed such that yµ =

(τ, σξνe
(i)
ν ) [34].

g0i = −2

3
R0limy

lym + · · · , (5b)

gij = δij −
1

3
Riljmy

lym + · · · , (5c)

where Latin indices, with exception to {a, b, c, d}, denote
space components. Here Rijlm are to be understood
as curvature components evaluated on the geodesic,
with Rijlm|G omitting the evaluation on G for notation
brevity. The inverses can be easily read off from the
above expression by a change of sign of the second term
of g00 and gij , whereas g0i remains unchanged. With the
above one may determine

g = −1 +
1

3
(Rlm − 2R0l0m)ylym + · · · , (6)

where g := det(gµν). The time dependence of this expres-
sions is completely contained within the curvature com-
ponents whereas space dependence is explicitly shown in
the expansion, in contrast to RNC where the expansion is
considered around a fixed space-time point. For our pur-
poses the first term of the expansion suffices to address
spatial dependence. In a similar way to g, the vielbein
fields are

ea0 = δa0 −
1

2
Ral0my

lym , (7a)

eai = δai −
1

6
Ralimy

lym . (7b)

With the above we can write in FNC the Christoffel con-
nections to linear order in curvature, whose components
read

Γ0
00 =

1

2
∂0R0l0my

lym , (8a)

Γ0
0i = R0i0my

m , (8b)

Γi00 = R0i0my
m − 2

3
∂0R0limy

lym , (8c)

Γ0
ij =

1

3
(R0ijm +R0jim)ym − 1

6
∂0Riljmy

lym , (8d)

Γi0j = R0mjiy
m − 1

6
∂0Riljmy

lym , (8e)

Γijk =
1

3
(Rjikm +Rkijm)ym . (8f)

The above differ with those obtained in [24] in which
terms with time derivatives were dropped under the cri-
teria of temporal slowly varying fields. For the analysis of
time-dependent background geometries, we employ FNC
which is valid for arbitrary time. Spatial deformations
in FNC are addressed by the inclusion of higher order
terms in the y-expansion as needed. Here we keep the
discussion within the weak regime, hence keep terms up
to O(y2

i ) implying linear curvature. With Eq. (8) one
can determine the components of the spin connection as

Ω0 =
1

2
γ0γjR

j
00my

m +
1

4
γkγjR

kj
0my

m

+
1

12
γ0γj∂0R

j
l0my

lym , (9a)

Ωi =
1

4
γ0γjR

0j
imy

m +
1

8
γkγjR

kj
imy

m

+
1

12
γ0γj∂0R

j
limy

lym . (9b)

Equipped with the above, we are now in a position
to explore effective and emergent systems made possible
with FNC. We first analyze a linear effective Hamiltonian
construction by means of the scalar inner product, that
will lead us to a high-frequency description for usage in a
Floquet environment. Then we analyze a quadratic form
that emphasizes certain emergent features in an adiabatic
sense.

III. EFFECTIVE HERMITIAN HAMILTONIAN

Let us begin our discussion of an effective Hamiltonian
by examining the massless Dirac equation, Eq. (1). Such
a Hamiltonian has been well studied in the context of
a one-electron atom’s spectrum [24, 25], in condensed
matter analog systems with gapless dispersion, among
others. Rearranging terms, one can recast the massless
Dirac equation as a Schrödinger-like equation, i.e, i∂0ψ =
Hψ, whose Hamiltonian reads [24],

H = −i(g00)−1γ0γi∇i + iΩ0 . (10)

Let us adopt FNC according to Eqs. (5)-(7). Then one
may find

H = −iγ0γ
i(∂i − Ωi) + iΩ0

− i

2
ylym(R0l0mγ0γ

i∂i +R0lim∂
i)
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− i

6
ylym(Riljmγ0γ

j∂i +R0ljmγ
jγi∂i) . (11)

By virtue of the FNC for a time-dependent system we
find the massless Dirac Hamiltonian is expressible with
flat indices.

An immediate drawback of Eq. (11) can be seen in that
non-Hermitian terms are present, making comparison to
an emergent quantum mechanical setting challenging. In-
deed particle number conservation is not conserved in a
time-dependent metric. However, for the purpose of con-
structing an emergent quantum mechanical Hamiltonian,
heff, as an observable with associated well-defined real
energy spectrum, let us confine our attention to the sin-
gle particle Hamiltonian with conserved and Hermitian
scalar product.

Parker [24, 25], and further by Huang and Parker
[35], have demonstrated that a Hamiltonian may be con-
structed that is Hermitian with respect to the curved
scalar product,

(φ,H ψ) := −
∫
d3x
√
−gφ†γ0γ0(x)H ψ , (12)

such that (φ,H ψ) = (H φ, ψ) for Hermicity. H is the
Dirac Hamiltonian, Eq. (10), augmented to ensure Her-
micity and reads

H := H −∆H , (13)

with Hermitian correction factor

∆H =
i

2

γ0γ0

g00
√
−g

∂0[
√
−gγ0γ0] . (14)

Let us now demonstrate the role of the above correction,
again making use of FNC. One can find to leading order
in curvature in FNC the corrective factor becomes

∆H =
i

12
(∂0R0l0m + ∂0Rlm − ∂0R0limγ

0γi)ylym . (15)

∆H has the effect of canceling out the time derivative
contributions from the spin connection in Eq. (9), which
would otherwise, break the Hermicity of the Hamiltonian
in Eq. (10). The second and third term cancel the time
derivative at Ωi, whereas the first cancels out with that
of Ω0.

To define our effective quantum mechanical Hamilto-
nian, let us take the scalar product in Eq. (12), how-
ever expressed in flat space indices, and thus depicting
a flat scalar product. In this way, one may make sense
of the spectrum and expectation values of observables.
We take terms emerging from the deformed scalar prod-
uct as contributions of an effective potential to the Dirac
Hamiltonian describing our system. To arrive at the ef-
fective Hamiltonian let us note that the equivalent quan-
tum mechanical scalar product reads, with single particle
Hamiltonian, heff, as

(φ, heffψ)0 :=

∫
d3xφ†heffψ . (16)

Equating the above with the curved space definition in
Eq. (12), we can arrive at the corresponding effective
quantum mechanical Hamiltonian,

heff := −
√
−gγ0γ0(x)HF . (17)

In FNC the additional factor results in an overall correc-
tion:

heff =
{

1− 1

6
[Rlm+R0l0m+Ril0mγ

iγ0]ylym
}

HF . (18)

And keeping to first order in curvature we finally find

heff = −iγiγ0(∂i − Ω̄i) + iΩ̄0 +
i

6
ylym[Rlmγiγ

0

+ 2Rl00mγiγ
0 −Riljmγjγ0 − 3R0lim]∂i . (19)

The modified spin connections read

Ω̄0 = Ω0 −
1

12
γ0γj∂0R

j
l0my

lym , (20a)

Ω̄i = Ωi −
1

12
γ0γj∂0R

j
limy

lym . (20b)

with the spin connections given in Eq. (9). The above
Hamiltonian is Hermitian, and let us simply show that is
indeed the case. One should notice the offensive terms in
the spin connections, i.e., the first term of Ω0 and the first
term of Ωi in (9), which both fail to preserve Hermicity.
However additional terms in (19) yield new contributions
from the derivative operator, which are

h†eff 3
i

6
(δliy

m + ylδmi )[γiγ0(Rlm + 2Rl00m)

− γjγ0Riljm − 3R0lim] . (21)

Their addition has the effect of ultimately ensuring the

Hamiltonian is Hermitian, h†eff = heff. Eq. (19) is valid
for arbitrary time dependence including time derivatives
of Riemann curvature, stemming from its curved space
analog by virtue of FNC.

We have formulated an emergent and effective Hamil-
tonian and we would like to briefly turn our attention to
specific terms that resemble emergent fields. To do so,
let us turn to the general case in the (2+1) dimensional
graphene sheet of arbitrary geometry, in which the spin
connections become

Ω̄0 =
1

2
σjRj00my

m − i

2
σ3R12m0y

m , (22a)

Ω̄i =
1

4
σjR0jimy

m − i

4
σ3R12miy

m . (22b)

It is from the close identification of the spin connec-
tion resembling a gauge connection for a gauge covari-
ant derivative, i.e., ∂a − Ω̄a → ∂a + ieAa, that motivates
the emergent fields, and in the vicinity of curvature in
graphene the spin connection is physical [36]. We will
examine two such cases with time dependence whereby
components of the spin connection in Ω̄a give rise to cur-
vature induced fields, one in the adiabatic case and the
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other in the nonadiabatic and high-frequency case. It
turns out that they differ, with the high-frequency case
representing a new class of emergent field. Before we
analyze just how they emerge, let us spell out their de-
composition from the above spin connections. Let us first
look at the adiabatic case. What is essential here is the
appearance of terms proportional to the spinor diagonal
element, iσ3. Let us go ahead and write their decompo-
sition suggestively in the form of a pseudogauge field for
spatial indices as

AAd
i :=

1

4
R12miy

m . (23)

In two dimensions the Riemann tensor has only one de-
gree of freedom and can be completely characterized by
the Ricci scalar, and in (2+1) dimensions, the Riemann
tensor has six degrees of freedom allowing for a Ricci
decomposition,

Rµνρσ = 2(gµ[ρRσ]ν − gν[ρRσ]µ)−Rgµ[ρgσ]ν . (24)

In the above decomposition let us write the above pseu-
dogauge fields as

AAd
i =

1

8
(Rεim + 4Rj[iεm]j)y

m . (25)

In the static two-dimensional limit, the Ricci tensor is
completely determined by its scalar Rij = 1

2Rgij , hence

only the vector potential AAd
i = 1

8Rεiky
k remains. This

hints at the emergence of a uniform pseudo-magnetic field
in symmetric gauge modulated solely by curvature. In-
deed, under some considerations, the two-dimensional
system embeds the dynamics of the Landau Hamilto-
nian [17]. The consideration of time dependency results,
in addition to AAd

i , into what could be a non-vanishing
scalar potential AAd

0 in (1 + 2) dimensions. However, we
will demonstrate in the next section that electric fields
associated with the scalar potential are not present in
the emergent system in the same way as they are for
emergent magnetic fields.

Next let us turn our attention to the high-frequency
nonadiabatic case; we will find such emergent fields exist
in Floquet materials, which we will discuss in Sec. VI.
To show their appearance let us write for the effective
Hamiltonian in (2+1) dimensions,

heff = H0 + iσiΩ̄i + iΩ̄0 + hL . (26)

Here the free Hamiltonian is H0 = σipi, and the re-
maining terms are represented by hL. Note that we
have also introduced the operator, pi = −i∂i. We will
eventually show the term hL introduces angular mo-
mentum dependent terms, with a specific example of
FLRW space-time in Sec. V. The emergence of an en-
tirely new pseudo-magnetic field comes from the identi-
fication that not only may Ω̄i contribute to a gauge-like
coupling, but also Ω̄0. Let us consider the first term in
Ω̄0, or (1/2)σjRj00my

m. Then note that one may write

σj = −iεijσ3σi for j = 1, 2. In this way one can see
that there is an additional gauge-like term that is pro-
portional to σ3 and that modifies Eq. (23). For later
usage, we go ahead and identify the combined term in a
Floquet setting as

AF
i :=

1

4
R12miy

m + εji
1

2
Rj00my

m , (27)

where notice the first term is given by Eq. (23). Again
let us perform a Ricci decomposition to find that

AF
i =

1

2

[(
R00 +

3

4
R
)
εim +Rj[iεm]j +R j

m εji

]
ym . (28)

Then we can see that the proposed field will be mod-
ified by time-dependent contributions directly with the
addition of the R00 and also the coefficient associated
with the scalar curvature will be changed in contrast
to Eq. (23). While the effective Hermitian Hamilto-
nian given in Eq. (26) resembles the quantum mechani-
cal equivalent, because of the spin dependent structure
the relationship requires elucidation. An essential way
to achieve this is by exploiting the quadratic form of the
Dirac operator [17], which has the added benefit of physi-
cal opacity, as we will show in the next section. Moreover
in examining the quadratic form we may first analyze the
adiabatic case given in Eq. (23). Since this approach is
conventional for the time-independent case, it will also
provide insight into the coming sections relevant for Flo-
quet environments.

Before introducing the quadratic form, let us remark
on the evolution operator, describing fully the physics of
our effective Hamiltonian system,

U(y0, 0) = T exp
(
−i
∫ y0

0

dt′ heff

)
. (29)

To leading order in the curvature, one can determine that
[Ω̄a, hL] ' 0, thus it is anticipated that the pseudogauge
dynamics should be decoupled from those in hL accord-
ing to the Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formula. We will
treat an expansion of heff with rigor and phenomenolog-
ically in the context of Floquet engineering for graphene
in Sec. VI.

IV. BISPINOR GREEN’S FUNCTION

Above we examined an effective time-dependent flat
space Hamiltonian visible by virtue of FNC from its
curved space counterpart. One may equally well express
a flat space effective theory stemming from a compet-
ing bispinor auxiliary fermionic Green’s function that
is quadratic in the Dirac operator suggested by deWitt
(see, e.g., Refs. [37, 38]). The bispinor Green’s func-
tion approach has proved important in the realization
of time-independent pseudo-magnetic fields in strained
graphene [17]; we will shortly demonstrate their emer-
gence below. While we will employ the effective Hamil-
tonian derived in Eq. (26) for the purpose of Floquet
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analog realizations of high frequency time-dependent ge-
ometries, it is important that we draw the connection
to the emergent fields in their conventionally understood
quadratic form.

To begin let us recall that (γµ∇µ)2 = � − (1/4)R, in
accordance with the Lichnerowicz theorem [39]. Applica-
tion of which for massless fermions leads to the defining
bispinor Green’s function [38], we write in FNC,(

�− 1

4
R
)

G (y, y′) = −δ(y, y′)1s . (30)

where δ(y, y′) := (−g)−1/2δ(y − y′) is understood. To
realize an effective quadratic flat space Green’s function
stemming from a time-dependent Hamiltonian we define
the propagator (−g)−1/4Ḡ . Such a redefinition is an im-
portant simplification in the construction of a momentum
space bispinor Green’s function [38]. The redefinition
serves additionally as a means of achieving a Hermitian
Hamiltonian in the static limit (from which the quadratic
form may be found after squaring). However, this feature
for our time-dependent backgrounds is not necessarily the
case; we will discover the quadratic form possesses anti-
Hermitian terms. Last, as with the linear Hamiltonian
examined earlier, usage of FNC in the bispinor Green’s
function is indispensable in the construction of its emer-
gent form; this is demonstrated in RNC in [17] for the
time-independent case. To introduce the new factors let
us explicitly write the d’Alembertian as

�G = gµν [∂µ,ν − (∂µΩν)− 2Ω(µ∂ν)

+ ΩµΩν − Γλµν(∂λ − Ωλ)]G . (31)

Then, the redefined propagator can be shown to satisfy
in FNC (

�− 1

4
R+ ∆̄

)
Ḡ (y, 0) = −δ(y)1s , (32)

where we have conveniently chosen y′ = 0, and

∆̄ = −1

6
(∂0Rlm − 2∂0R0l0m)ylym∂0

− 1

12
(∂2

0Rlm − 2∂2
0R0l0m)ylym

+
1

3
ηij(Rim − 2R0i0m)ym∂j +

1

6
(R−R00) . (33)

The redefinition has augmented the quadratic operator
with a new scalar addition.

To proceed let us make use of the FNC and explic-
itly express the operator up to linear order in curvature.
Furthermore, we absorb (−g00)−1 into the delta function.
Then by application of Eq. (31) and by virtue of FNC,
we find the bispinor Green’s function and Eq. (32) may
be expressed as D2 Ḡ (y, 0) = −δ(y)1s, where

D2 := (∂a − Ωa)2 − ηabΓcab∂c −
1

4
R+ ∆̄

+ ylym
[
R0l0m∂

i +
1

3
Ri jl m∂j −

4

3
R0lim∂0

]
∂i (34)

to linear order in the curvature (let us emphasize the
ΩaΩa term should be disregarded). The spin and
Christoffel connections are those given in Eqs. (9) and (8)
respectively. The bispinor Green’s function with Eq. (34)
has been expressed entirely in terms of flat space indices,
and it represents the most general quadratic form for
time-dependent emergent flat space systems from their
curved counterparts, a hallmark of which is emergent
pseudogauge fields.

To begin, for reference, let us show the form of a
bispinor Green’s function in flat space with the adia-
batic pseudogauge as written in Eq. (23). Then in anal-
ogy to the Lichnerowicz theorem in flat space, one may
write a quadratic in operator Green’s function for mas-
sive fermions in arbitrary dimension, i.e., [(γaΠa)2 −
m2] GU(1)(y, 0) = −δ(y), where for U(1) covariant deriva-

tive, Πa = ∂a + ieAa one has (γaΠa)2 = ΠaΠa +
(i/4)eFabΣ

ab for field strength Fab = ∂aAb − ∂bAa. One
can readily contrast this with an analogous expression
for the spin connection in Eq. (34), found by virtue of
the Lichnerowicz theorem and FNC written in flat space,
(∂a − Ωa)2 − (1/4)R. The spin connection possesses a
similar form for the covariant operator as it does for the
U(1) case, albeit with spin structure, which in turn gives
rise to the scalar curvature in place of ΣabF

ab. The key
observation then is for the (2+1) dimensional case of the
graphene sheet with Ωa → iAAd

a σ3, as in Eq. (23), one
may more clearly recognize an emergent field structure
than can be seen with a linear Dirac operator as demon-
strated in Eq. (26). This interpretation, however, comes
with qualification. Let us decompose the would be emer-
gent field curvature as

FAd
ij =

1

2
R12ij , (35)

where FAd
ab = ∂aAAd

b − ∂bAAd
a . Let us now consider

the spin factor term using the above fields. One would
expect to find (i/4)ΣabFAd

ab σ3 = −2FAd
12 . One can im-

mediately recognize in Eq. (34), that the corresponding
field term is included by the way of the Ricci scalar
and its augmentation from ∆̄. In passing let us com-
ment on what would be an electric field identification;
namely one would have FAd

0i = − 1
4 (∂0R12im)ym+ 1

2R120i.
While the pseudogauge of such a term is present in the
(∂a − Ωa)2, no such corresponding field term is present
in what would be the (i/4)Σ0iFAd

0i σ3 term, therefore we
cannot see pseudo-electric fields the same way one could
see pseudo-magnetic fields. Let us also remark in pass-
ing that the (R/12) term has also been attributed to
an emergent and effective quadratic mass term [21, 40],
rather than as part of an electromagnetic spin factor as
we utilize here. The quadratic form of Eq. (34), while
manifest in its connection to an emergent field structure,
possesses many features that lie outside of the scope of
this work such as non-Hermitian terms, but Eq. (34) is
amenable to an adiabatic analysis we will show with the
concrete FLRW example in the coming section. For now,
in its most general form let us, however, emphasize the
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emergence of homogeneous magnetic fields following the
time-independent approach of [17].

One may determine the time-independent limit of the
quadratic Dirac operator, Eq. (34), as

D2
T.I.−→ −∂2

0 + (∂i + iσ3AAd
i )2 − 1

6
RL2 − 1

12
R , (36)

where we have introduced the angular momentum oper-
ator L = y1p2−y2p1. The appearance of L2 corresponds
to a frame dependent effect emerging at the space sec-
tor as a result of the choice of coordinates and is hence
present for RNC as well as FNC.

In this way, the D2+∂2
0 operator exactly coincides with

the expression obtained by [17] for the effective quadratic
Hamiltonian. Already looking at Σab terms in (36), one
can identify the appearance of a pseudo-magnetic field,
Bps := ~R/4e, as reported in [17] and in [41] in the con-
text of strain fields.

Finally, before introducing the FLRW metric, let us
remark on the quadratic Hamiltonian. For the curved
space Hamiltonian given in Eq. (10), (not the effective
Hamiltonian later determined), let us contrast H2 with
the D2 operator. One would anticipate from the time-
independent case that D2 ⊂ H2. To verify this, we draw
our attention to

H2 = (g00)−1γiγk∇i∇k + 2σkg0i∂i,k + ∂ig00σ
iσk∂k

+ i{H0,Ω0}+ iΩ0H0 (37)

This quadratic Hamiltonian fully contains the spatial sec-
tor of the quadratic Dirac operator,

1

g00
γµ∇µγν∇ν = ∂2

0 +H2 − 1
4R0aσ

a − ∂ig00σ
iσk∂k

− iH0[Ω0]− ∂0Ω0 . (38)

One may directly contrast the above with D2, given
in Eq. (34), with exception to the additive correction
∆̄ found from a rescaling of the Green’s function by
(−g)−1/4. For static time-independent Hamiltonians
Eq. (37) suffices to determine the dispersion relation;
time dependence, on the other hand, spoils the equiv-
alence between D2 + ∂2

0 and H2. Thus, for our adiabatic
approach we directly consider Eq. (34).

V. FLRW SPACE-TIME IN FERMI NORMAL
COORDINATES

Above we demonstrated the emergence of a flat space-
time Hermitian Hamiltonian from its curved space-time
counterpart by virtue of FNC, which fully describes the
time-dependent dynamics. In (2+1) dimensions it was
furthermore shown in Eq. (23) and Eq. (27), that for
small spatial inhomogeneities in the metric, components
of the spin connection could be likened to emergent pseu-
dogauge fields resembling electromagnetic fields. Let us
more fully explore the time-dependent effective Hamil-
tonian with a concrete example of an FLRW metric in

(2+1) dimensions. The metric is well describable in FNC,
and moreover, models well time-dependent but small de-
formations of the membrane. In the context of the space-
homogeneous FLRW geometry, the corrugations pertain-
ing to this work then refer to time-dependent in-plane
elastic stresses propagating throughout the membrane.

Let us characterize the FLRW metric in the absence of
spatial curvature with conventional scalar factor, a(x0),
such that

ds2 = −(dx0)2 + a(x0)2δijdx
idxj , (39)

with i, j ∈ (1, 2) in Cartesian coordinates. Let us remark
at this point that we will later take a(x0) as an oscil-
latory profile, describing deformations about flat space-
time that are periodic about x0, for the purpose of ex-
perimental visibility in a Floquet environment; here the
scalar factor is an arbitrary function. Our task now is to
find a map between the conventional FLRW coordinates,
which we denote with xµ, with those in FNC, which we
have denoted as above with yµ.

To determine the map to FNC, let us follow the per-
turbative approach used in [42], extending their range of
validity to arbitrary scalar factor. First we require the
geodesic equations that follow from Eq. (39), these read

d2x0

dτ2
= −a∂x0 a δij

dxi

dτ

dxj

dτ
,

d2xi

dτ2
= −2

∂x0 a

a

dx0

dτ

dxi

dτ
,

(40)
Here τ is the proper time. To differentiate with the FNC
coordinates used elsewhere in this paper we denote par-
tials with respect to conventional FLRW coordinates as
∂xµ = ∂/∂xµ. The above reduce to

dx0

dτ
=

√
C2 +

|C1|2
a2

,
dxi

dτ
=
Ci1
a2

, (41)

for constants Ci1 and C2 to be determined. A
perturbative solution can be found to the above in
x0(τ) = x0(0) + τdx0/dτ |τ=0 + 2!−1τ2 d2x0/dτ2|τ=0 +
3!−1τ3 d3x0/dτ3|τ=0, where we truncate to O(τ4). A
similar series with truncation is applied for xi(τ). Then
we take FNC at the beginning of the geodesic such that
y0 = x0(0) and yi = a(y0)(dxi/dτ)|τ=0, where we have
assumed for simplicity that xi(0) = 0. The initial condi-
tions then set Ci1 = a(y0)yi and C2 = −|yi|2. Last, one
needs only to evaluate the perturbative solutions about
a reference proper time, τ = 1, to determine the map
between FNC and coordinates to O(y4

i ) as depicted in
Eq. (39) as

x0 = y0 − |y
i|2

2

ȧ

a
, xi =

yi

a

(
1 +
|yj |2

3

ȧ2

a2

)
. (42)

Here and throughout “dots” represents differentials with
respect to FNC time, i.e., ȧ = ∂a/∂y0 = ∂0a. Using the
above map one may determine the line element, Eq. (39),
expressed in FNC as

ds2 = −
[
1− |yi|2 ä

a

]
(dy0)2 +

ȧ2

3a2
(yidyi)2
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+
[
1− |yj |2 ȧ

2

3a2

]
dyidyi . (43)

Equipped with the FNC metric one may readily con-
firm using Eq. (5), that to linear order in curvature one
may determine the non-vanishing components of the Rie-
mann tensor as

R0i0i = −(Ḣ +H2) , R1212 = H2 , (44)

where we have used the Hubble parameter, H = ȧ/a.
Likewise from which we can find the non-vanishing com-
ponents of the Ricci tensor and scalar as

R00 = −2(Ḣ +H2) , Rii = Ḣ + 2H2 , (45a)

R = 4Ḣ + 6H2 , (45b)

whereas R0k vanishes. The FLRW geometry in FNC is
entirely characterizable with the Hubble constant and its
derivatives.

With the above, let us first determine the effective
Hamiltonian argued in Eq. (26). Importantly we find
for the augmented spin connections in Eq. (22),

Ω̄0 =
1

2
(Ḣ +H2)σiyi , Ω̄i =

i

4
H2σ3εijy

j , (46)

whose placement in the effective Hamiltonian may be ex-
pressed as

i(σiΩ̄i + Ω̄0) =
i

2
(Ḣ + 3

2H
2)yiσi . (47)

We will show in the following section the importance
of such terms giving rise to an effective time-dependent
gauge-like field in the high-frequency (nonadiabatic)
regime analyzable with Floquet theory. In the linear ef-
fective Hamiltonian such a term appears to be imaginary,
however it becomes real in the Floquet picture. Let us
record, for later usage, the remaining term in the effective
Hamiltonian as

hL = −1

2
(Ḣ +H2)yiyiσ

jpj −
1

6
H2yiσiy

jpj . (48)

Before discussing the nonadiabatic regime, let us utilize
the FLRW metric to analyze the adiabatic case as argued
applicable in the bispinor Green’s function approach.

A. Adiabatic pseudogauge Fields

Let us first define adiabaticity as it is referenced here
in the context of an FLRW geometry: It is for Hubble
parameters with weak FNC time dependence or rather

Ḣ � H . (49)

Let us emphasize that H still may be time-dependent. In
this approximation then one can determine that the D2

operator given in Eq. (34) becomes

D2 = DEM
2 + D int

2 , (50)

where we have for an electromagnetic like and an
interaction-like term for the quadratic Dirac operator

DEM
2 = −∂2

0 + (∂i + iσ3AAd
i )2 − 1

12
R ,

D int
2 = −H2yiσi∂0 −H2yiyi∂

j∂j −
1

3
H2L2 . (51)

Recall that L = y1p2 − y2p1. Notice the close similarity
to the fully time-independent case given in Eq. (36). The
primary difference aside from a weak time dependence is
that we have acquired a few additional terms. Let us
emphasize that one cannot arrive at expression Eq. (36)
in the time-independent limit of the Hubble parameter,
since Eq. (36) is determined by omitting all time indices
acting on the metric tensor.

To more clearly make the connection to its quantum
mechanical counterpart let us express the Green’s func-
tion with a DeWitt/Schwinger propertime integral [37,
43] as

Ḡ (y, 0) = lim
ε→0

∫ ∞
0

ds i〈y|e−i[D2+ε(1−i)]s|0〉 . (52)

ε acts as a vanishing mass and provides propertime con-
vergence in the IR limit. Then keeping terms only to
the linear order in curvature we may use the Baker-
Campbell-Hausdorff formula to write

e−iD2s ' e−iD
EM
2 se−iD

int
2 s . (53)

Now let us write down the corresponding operator in
(2+1) dimensional quantum electrodynamics as

e−i/Π
2s = e−i[−∂

2
0+(∂i+ieAi)

2−εijeFijσ3]s . (54)

The essential difference to Eq. (53) is with the placement
of σ3 coupled to the gauge. Therefore with the help of
projection operators,

P± = (1/2)[1± σ3] , (55)

one can determine that

P±e
−iDEM

2 s = P±e
−i[−∂2

0+(∂i±iAAd
i )2− 1

12R]s , (56)

and equivalently for the electromagnetic case

P±e
−i/Π2s = P±e

−i[−∂2
0+(∂i+ieAi)

2∓εijeFij ]s . (57)

Then comparing the above two one can see that for
a projection of P+ of a curved space system leads to
an equivalent electromagnetic system with positive cou-
pling, e. Likewise for projection P−, a system is rep-
resented with electromagnetic field, but in the opposite
direction or simply taking, e → −e. The drawback
or rather, differences, between the two stems from the
interaction-like terms in D int

2 . Thus the pseudogauge
fields of the curved space system can be realized with
a projection of the Green’s function as P±Ḡ (y, 0) but
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differ from a purely electromagnetic setup with the ac-
companiment of an interaction-like term. To leading or-
der, and weak time dependence in graphene, one may

write e−iD
int
2 s ' 1 − iD int

2 s. Rather than demonstrating
emergent pseudogauge fields through curvature, in light
of the above, if one were to demonstrate emergent cur-
vature through real electromagnetic field, one could then
see that such an interaction-like term may predict cer-
tain emergent curved space phenomena. We exploit this
in the next section in a nonadiabatic setup through Flo-
quet engineering. However, before introducing this let
us briefly mention from a practical standpoint how one
might achieve the adiabatic FLRW geometry in the lab.

Subtleties arise when trying to manufacture the FLRW
geometry, Eq. (39), in the laboratory to produce adia-
batic fields. First, let us recall that intrinsic curvature is
the curvature detectable to the observers within the man-
ifold, which emerges from distortions of the metric. In
contrast, extrinsic curvature corresponds to the curvature
perceived as a result of how the d-dimensional surface is
embedded in Rd+1. In [4], the issue of translating (3+1)
dimensional (with speed of light c) Lorentz invariant lab-
oratory coordinates to the embedded (2+1) dimensional
(with Fermi velocity, vF ) graphene coordinates was ex-
emplified for the cases of, e.g., Rindler and de Sitter
space-times, wherein the shift to embedding coordinates
implies the emergence of nonremovable singularities [44].
In depth analyses, as conducted in [4], in translating the
embedded FLRW coordinates in Eq. (39)—we caution
the FLRW (2+1) dimensional coordinates are again not
the FNC—lies outside the scope of this work, however let
us mention a few specific details concerning our setup.
The FLRW geometry considered in this paper is con-
formally flat and has no Gaussian curvature and hence
should not be subject to the issue of non-removable singu-
larities when shifting to embedding coordinates. Further-
more, we have emphasized above the importance of using
FNC to correctly describe our time-dependent Hamilto-
nian, and for applications to real graphene systems we
remark that fortunately one may make use of the sim-
pler of the FLRW geometry given in Eq. (39), i.e., xµ

when considering the embedding. Once the FLRW co-
ordinates have been established, to make the connection
to FNC, i.e., yµ, we have supplied a map in Eq. (42);
one must however determine yµ(xν) by inverting the ex-
pressions perturbatively in FNC. Thus the process from
laboratory coordinates to the desired FNC goes as (3+1)
laboratory → (2+1) xµ → (2+1) yµ. The delicate issue
of time in the embedding, making it challenging for ap-
plications to, e.g., analog Hawking radiation in graphene,
is skirted by the map, Eq. (42) in that one may select a
common laboratory coordinates and FLRW times.

VI. FLOQUET INDUCED HIGH-FREQUENCY
GEOMETRIES

We have shown in the adiabatic (or rather weakly
modulated time in a FNC) picture that emergent gauge-
like fields can be seen for the bispinor Green function.
Specifically we considered an FLRW geometry leading
to Eq. (50). We now turn our attention to the targeted
high frequency and hence nonadiabatic regime, looking
similarly at an FLRW geometry, which we study using
Floquet engineering.

Floquet engineering is the manipulation of quantum
systems through the use of driven external fields peri-
odic in time; see [18] for a review. Floquet engineering
has proved valuable in laser-driven systems [45], strongly
correlated systems [46], cold atoms in optical traps [47],
and even engineered to induce axial-vector fields [48],
to name a few. In cosmology, the periodic time depen-
dence of the inflaton or axion condensate backgrounds are
known, via Floquet theory, to affect production rates in
the form of parametric resonance [20]. As argued above,
usage of Floquet theory for the condensed matter real-
izations of high-frequency cosmological setups are intu-
itive. Not only may one interpret a pseudogauge field as
arising from curvature induced geometries, but also one
may interpret the reverse, namely artificial geometries as
arising from induced electromagnetic gauge fields. Such
approaches have also been studied for cold atoms in spa-
tial geometries in [49] and by Floquet analysis also in
spatial geometries in [50]; however, our FLRW geometry
as well as temporal periodicity approaches are new and,
moreover, give rise to a new class of emergent fields.

Let us specifically examine the previous FLRW met-
ric in Eq. (39), where we introduce temporal periodicity
in the a(x0) factor. Let us also make use of the high-
frequency valid linear effective Hermitian Hamiltonian
with components given in Eqs. (47) and (48). While
we stress the importance of emergent space-time from
induced periodic fields, it is conceptually simpler to pro-
ceed along the lines in previous sections beginning with
curved space-time. Therefore, let us consider an ob-
server in the laboratory frame who selects FLRW coordi-
nates as given in Eq. (39); periodicity then dictates that
heff(x0) = heff(x0 + T ). However, notice that the effec-
tive Hamiltonian has already been transformed to O(y2

i )
in FNC, therefore neglecting higher order contributions
according to Eq. (42), one may also consider periodicity
in FNC as

heff(y0) = heff(y0 + T ) . (58)

Under a high-frequency Hamiltonian, an expansion of
Eq. (29) is possible whereby one averages over the pe-
riod giving way to a time-independent effective Floquet
Hamiltonian. Let us stress that the effective Hermitian
Hamiltonian based on the scalar product in Eq. (26) is a
different object.

To perform the high-frequency expansion let us use a
Magnus expansion [51, 52] for small T . Note that one
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may alternatively make use of the unitary equivalent van
Vleck theory [53]. Here we use the approach as out-
lined in [52]. Let us first write down the effective Floquet
Hamiltonian as

hF
eff =

i

T
lnU(T, 0) , (59)

where the unitary operator is given in Eq. (29); we have
also chosen an initial FNC time y0 = 0 for convenience.
A hallmark of the Floquet-Magnus formalism is that a
mapping to a time-independent system is provided by
averaging over the period; thus the eigenvalues of hF

eff rep-
resent Floquet pseudo-energies of a static system. Next,
we gather Eq. (46) and Eq. (48) into an interaction like
term,

hint =
i

2
(Ḣ + 3

2H
2)yiσi + hL , (60)

to which we can write the following unitary operator:

Uint(y
0, 0) = T e−i

∫ y0

0
dy0hint , (61)

that satisfies Uint(T, 0) = 1. Using the above we

can write in the interaction picture, for h̃0(y0) =
Uint(y

0, 0)†H0Uint(y
0, 0),

Ũ0(y0, 0) = T e−i
∫ y0

0
dy0h̃0 . (62)

It has been shown that [54] the original unitary operator
of the effective Hamiltonian, Eq. (29), follows from the
product

Ũ0(y0, 0)Uint(y
0, 0) = U(y0, 0) , (63)

and hence we can arrive at the effective Floquet Hamil-
tonian [52]

hF
eff =

i

T
ln Ũ0(T, 0) . (64)

The above may be evaluated in a Magnus expansion,
where we keep the leading order terms to O(T ) in the
Dyson series

hF
eff ' T−1

∫ T

0

dy0h̃0

' H0 + iT−1

∫ T

0

dy0

∫ y0

0

dy′0[hint,H0] . (65)

The evaluation of the effective Floquet Hamiltonian has
been reduced to that of a commutator between the inter-
action and free terms. Let us turn our attention to the
commutator. Using the following identities:

[yiσi, σ
jpj ] = 2i(1 + Lσ3) , (66a)

[yiyi σ
jpj , σ

kpk] = 2i σiyi σ
jpj , (66b)

[yiσi y
jpj , σ

kpk] = i(2Lσ3 + 3) yipi + Lσ3 , (66c)

one can determine that the commutator becomes

[hint,H0] = −Ḣ − 3

2
H2 − i

(
Ḣ +

3

2
H2
)
yipi + hC

L . (67)

Here the factor

hC
L := −1

3
H2σ3[2L+ iyiLpi] (68)

arises from the commutator of the angular momentum
dependent terms. A merit of the Floquet approach, in
addition to providing a static formulation, is that the
commutator is now diagonal, permitting some simplici-
ties. Moreover, we may now make the connection to an
emergent electromagnetic field.

The above form of the commutator shares close sim-
ilarities with one under an electromagnetic gauge in a
high frequency limit. To demonstrate this let us turn to
the massless (2+1) dimensional Hamiltonian in a U(1)
electromagnetic field that reads hA = hA

0 + hA
int, where

hA
0 = vFσ

ipi = H0 and hA
int = vF eσ

iAi, such as exists
in graphene for Fermi velocity, vF . Note that we have
assumed only a spatial gauge and that the electric poten-
tial is zero. The equivalent commutator stemming from
a Magnus expansion for a high-frequency driven electric
field is

[hA
int,H0] = v2

F e{2i(A1p2 −A2p1)− F12}σ3 . (69)

Returning to the curved space expression, the commuta-
tor in Eq. (67) can be written in the suggestive form

[hint,H0] = v2
F {2i(AF

1 p2 −AF
2 p1)− FF

12 + hC
L} , (70)

where the emergent electromagnetic fields in the Floquet
picture read

AF
i =

1

2

(
Ḣ +

3

2
H2
)
εjiy

j , FF
12 = Ḣ +

3

2
H2 . (71)

See also Eq. (27), as advertised before. We have also
made visible the implicit Fermi velocity in graphene. By
virtue of the Floquet picture we have identified a com-
pletely different induced electromagnetic field. In con-
trast to the adiabatic picture where we found Eq. (23),
we have as anticipated terms that depend on time deriva-
tives. We also have a different coefficient in front of H2,
which is present due to an extra contribution coming
from the Ω̄0 factor (it is also interesting that here as well
no emergent electric field is found from the Ω̄0 factor).
The key difference between the electromagnetic case in
Eq. (69) and the curved space case in Eq. (70) is the
presence of σ3 coupled to the electromagnetic terms. We
saw earlier with the adiabatic case in Eq. (56), that such
an identification did in fact lead to emergent fields. Here
too the same feature is present with Aiσ

3 → AF
i . In

contrast with the adiabatic case, however, here we see
that the electromagnetic case equivalent is proportional
to σ3 rather than the emergent curved space case that is
proportional to the identity element. Since the emergent
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gauge fields are Abelian we find observables take a simple
form.

With the identifications above, the effective Floquet
Hamiltonian can be written as

hF
eff 'H0 + [hF

F ]T + i[hC
L ]T , (72)

hF
F := −2(AF

1 p2 −AF
2 p1)− iFF

12 , (73)

where [f ]T := (v2
F /T )

∫ T
0
dy0

∫ y0
0
dy′0f(y′0) for arbitrary

function f . Let us remark that while the above is not at
first glance Hermitian, it is guaranteed to be so accord-
ing to our Hermitian effective action, Eq. (26), and the
Magnus expansion. Using the effective Floquet Hamil-
tonian let us write for the arbitrary observable, O, the
expectation value with the projection operator given in
Eq. (55) as

〈OP±〉 = TrOP±e−iTh
F
eff . (74)

Let us analyze the above in the high-frequency small T
limit, keeping only leading order terms upon factoriz-
ing according to the Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formula.
We find

e−iTh
F
eff ' e−iT [hF

F ]T e−iTH0eT [hC
L ]T , (75)

where we further assume eT [hC
L ]T ' 1+T [hC

L ]T . The main
observation here is that with the projection operator one
may write

P±e
−iT [hF

F ]T = P±e
∓iT [hF

F ]Tσ
3

, (76)

and therefore connect to the equivalent electromagnetic
interaction term with σ3 coupling [as was similarly em-
ployed in the adiabatic case, Eq. (56)]. Use of different
projection operators leads to differing in sign electromag-
netic terms. We may finally express our observable in
curved space as

〈OP±〉 ' Tr (1 + T [hC
L ]T )OP±e−iT (H0±[hF

F ]Tσ
3) . (77)

Our goal is to now replicate the same observable, how-
ever only through the use of induced electromagnetic
fields. We write down as before for arbitrary observable
with electromagnetic field, OA, the following expectation
value:

〈OAP±〉A = TrOAP±e
−iT (H0+e[hF

A]Tσ
3) , (78)

hF
A := −2(A1p2 −A2p1)− iFF

12 (79)

with spin projection operator. Then it becomes clear by
examining Eq. (68) that with the observable

OA = (1± eT [hA
L ]T )O , (80)

where the angular momentum included operator is again

hA
L = −1

3
H2σ3[2L+ iyiLpi] , (81)

the curved space observable in Eq. (77) can be exactly re-
produced using only high-frequency magnetic fields. One
finds as anticipated that

Ai = ±e−1AF
i , F12 = ±e−1FF

12 . (82)

More specifically, to arrive at the P+ (P−) expression
in Eq. (77) one need only interpret the fields as going in
the same (opposite) direction as those found from curved
space. In practice, it is simplest to superimpose two
high-frequency magnetic fields, one with field strength Ḣ
and the other with (3/2)H2, on to one another, and in
this way the measurement of Eq. (81) can be performed.
Since one can furthermore write 〈O〉 = 〈OP+〉+ 〈OP−〉,
one can in theory make any measurement for the curved
space analog system by performing two measurements of
Eq. (78) for fields with opposing direction. The novelty
and importance of the above identification is apparent
in that one may simulate on a tabletop experiment an
induced high-frequency space-time with known Floquet
techniques.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied time-dependent geometries with the
(2+1) dimensional massless Dirac equation for target en-
vironment of graphene in both the adiabatic and nonadi-
abatic high-frequency cases. For both cases it was shown
how, from a mapping to an effective quantum mechan-
ical system, emergent pseudogauge fields may be recog-
nized. For both approaches, FNC were used to supply
one with a locally flat expansion good for making the
connection to a quantum mechanical Hamiltonian, with
intuitive understanding of observables in time-dependent
geometries. Also, for both approaches a generic FLRW
metric was employed to make the connection to cosmo-
logical systems of interest.

It has been recently argued that spatial deformations of
the lattice, such as topological defects or out-plane distor-
tions, may result into higher order derivative terms lead-
ing to a vanishing spin connection which hinders the re-
lationship between a tight-binding model and the curved
Dirac equation (see [55] and [36, 56]). However, the in-
trinsic curvature of the FLRW geometry we use in our
work depends solely on a continuous time variable and
therefore is not subject to such corrections. The cor-
rugations in our setup are due to a simple elastic de-
formation. Let us also remark that in our work the
pseudogauge fields and spin connection are dual to one
another; however in [55], an Abelian strain gauge field
enters quite differently and separate to a non-Abelian
torsion-free spin connection. It would, however, be in-
teresting to explore geometries beyond the FLRW which
encompass additional spatial deformations.

For the adiabatic case, we used the bispinor Green’s
function approach, which is known to predict homoge-
neous pseudo-magnetic fields in a time-independent ge-
ometry. We extended our understanding of such emer-
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gent pseudogauge fields to encompass small variations in
FNC time for an FLRW metric such that Ḣ � H, for
Hubble parameter H. It was shown that the emergent
temporally inhomogeneous pseudo-magnetic fields agree
with their static counterparts.

For the nonadiabatic and high-frequency case we made
use of the Floquet theorem for periodically driven sys-
tems. We determined an entirely new class of pseudo-
gauge field existing at high-frequency, which differs from
the adiabatic one through contributions coming from the
temporal part of the Hermitic corrected spin connection,
Ω̄0. It is thought the electromagnetic field, conversely,
may be produced in the laboratory onto graphene, to give
rise to an emergent curved space setting thought valuable

to study on a tabletop experiment. Some potential areas
of interest include rotating neutron stars, compact bina-
ries, early universe quantum fluctuations, and, in partic-
ular stochastic gravitational wave background (SGWB)
during the inflationary period whose gravitational wave
bath encompasses a frequency span of at least 20 orders
of magnitude.
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