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Abstract

Unlike for classical many-body systems, the scalar curvature of the exponential

family for quantum many-body systems has been not so investigated, and its

physical meaning remains unclear. In this paper, we analytically study the scalar

curvature of the space of Gibbs thermal states, belonging to the quantum expo-

nential family, equipped with the Bogoliubov-Kubo-Mori metric for the zero- and

one-dimensional transverse-field Ising model at low and high temperatures. We

find that these scalar curvatures converge to zero in the high-temperature limit

whereas they exponentially diverge approaching zero temperature. This diver-

gence is a consequence of quantumness. Furthermore, if we can reconsider the

criticality of the scalar curvatures at zero temperature, they both can be consid-

ered to show a critical behavior with an exponent of 1, and this critical exponent

is consistent with the quantum-classical correspondence of the Ising model.

Keywords: Scalar Curvature, Quantum Phase Transition, Quantum Exponential

Family, Ising Model

1 Introduction

Geometry is useful in physics and is used in various fields such as general relativity[1].
Also in thermodynamics, Riemannian geometry has been applied on the ground that
a thermodynamic-state space equips the physically natural Riemannian metric[2, 3].
The Riemannian metric is equivalent to the Fisher metric for the Gibbs distribution[4],
thus introducing a perspective of information geometry to statistical mechanics[5].
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Information geometry views a statistical model as a differentiable manifold, referred to
as a statistical manifold, whose coordinate system corresponds to a set of parameters
of the model. In particular, the Gibbs distribution belongs to the exponential family,
and control parameters of a thermodynamic system, such as inverse temperature and
magnetic field, can be treated as natural parameters of an exponential family.

Ruppeiner[3, 6] has advanced the Riemannian-geometrical formulation of thermo-
dynamics and has discovered the relationship between the correlation length ξ of a
thermodynamic system with a spatial dimension of d and the scalar curvature R of
the thermodynamic-state space of the system, which is

R ∼ ξd, (1.1)

or, using Josephson’s scaling law[7], equivalently

R ∼ 1

t2−α
, (1.2)

where α stands for the standard critical exponent of the specific heat and t =
|T − Tc|/Tc with Tc denoting the critical point of the system. The relation (1.1) is
suggestive: On the one hand, the thermodynamic-state space of the classical ideal gas,
which is characterized by the absence of interactions among particles, is flat. On the
other hand, the scalar curvature of a thermodynamic system with some interactions
is generally nonzero and diverges at the critical point in accordance with the corre-
lation ‘volume’ ξd. The relation is validated for several thermodynamic systems[8–10]
(references are therein). Additionally, the sign of the scalar curvature seems to be
physically meaningful, which can be seen distinctively in the analysis of the quan-
tum ideal gas[10, 11] and the ideal anyon gas[12, 13]. These facts suggest that the
scalar curvature, a significant quantity in Riemannian geometry, is also significant in
thermodynamics and statistical mechanics.

Let us next move on to the Riemannian geometry of a quantum-state space. If
a space consists of pure states, then the physically natural Riemannian metric on
the space is considered the Fubini-Study metric[14, 15]. For a space of mixed states,
however, innumerable Riemannian metrics that are monotone under CPTP maps can
be candidates[16], in contrast to the space of probability distributions[17]. Of special
importance among quantum monotone metrics are threefold: the symmetric logarith-
mic derivative (SLD) or the Bures-Helstrom metric[18], the right logarithmic derivative
(RLD) metric[19], and the Bogoliubov-Kubo-Mori (BKM) metric[20]. The SLD metric
and the RLD metric are useful in quantum parameter estimation[21]. The BKM met-
ric has a close relationship with linear response theory under the name of the canonical
correlation in quantum statistical mechanics[22]. The BKM metric is distinct in that
it is the only monotone metric that generally provides the dually flat structure[23].
These metrics differ in the way how quantumness appears, and the natural extension
of the Fubini-Study metric to a space of mixed states is the SLD metric[24]. How-
ever, we will adopt the BKM metric here in this work because of the relation with the
partition function, which will be discussed later in detail.
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We are now particularly interested in the scalar curvature of a quantum-state space.
To the best of our knowledge, Ingarden et al.[25] firstly have calculated the scalar
curvature for a certain quantum system. They have introduced the BKM metric as a
monotone metric to the space of Gibbs states, an example of the quantum exponen-
tial family, and have analytically calculated the scalar curvature for several quantum
systems; however, they have neither worked on an interacting system nor discussed
the physical or statistical meaning of the scalar curvatures they obtained. Then, we
might wonder whether the scalar curvature of a quantum-state space has a physical
interpretation.

Nevertheless, the relationship between the scalar curvature of a quantum-state
space, particularly the quantum exponential family, and physical properties such as a
phase transition is little investigated[26, 27], and what is more, there are few works to
calculate the scalar curvature induced from the BKM metric for a specific quantum
system[28]. More calculated models may thus be necessary to find the firm physical
interpretation of the scalar curvature in the quantum context.

In the present paper, we analytically study the scalar curvature of the quantum
exponential family equipped with the BKM metric for the zero-dimensional (0D) and
one-dimensional (1D) transverse-field Ising model at low and high temperatures and
its criticality along with the quantum phase transition. Moreover, we introduce to the
scalar curvature the perspective of the correspondence between the (d+1) dimensional
classical Ising model at finite temperature and the d dimensional transverse field Ising
model at zero temperature through the partition function[29], which provides a reason
why here we deal with the 0D Ising model, a toy model without interactions. From
the point of view of the correspondence, we may expect that the critical behavior of
the scalar curvature for the transverse-field Ising model is identical to that for the
corresponding classical Ising model because these two models should share the same
critical exponents, particularly the same α. In other words, from (1.2), we expect

R ∼ 1

|Γ − Γc|2−α
, (1.3)

with Γc denoting a critical transverse field. However, the SLD metric does not seem
to yield this critical behavior[26], where the singularity of the Ising transition is rep-
resented by discontinuity. One of the purposes of this paper is to show that the BKM
metric can result in the behavior (1.3).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we explain the BKM metric in the
space of Gibbs states and the geometrical quantities derived from the metric required
in the following. Based on this, in Section 3 and Section 4, we deal with the 0D and
1D transverse-field Ising model, respectively. Lastly, Section 5 concludes the paper.

2 BKM-metric-indued geometry of Gibbs states

In this section, we introduce the BKM metric on the space of Gibbs states, which
belongs to the quantum exponential family, and the curvature of the metric, with a
focus on behavior at low temperature.
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Let the Hilbert space of a quantum system of interest be H. As is well known, a
quantum state of the system is generally described by a density operator ρ̂, a positive
semidefinite operator acting on H with trace 1. The set of all density operators on H
is denoted by S(H):

S(H) = {ρ̂ | Tr ρ̂ = 1, ρ̂ ≥ 0}. (2.1)

In quantum information geometry, a parametric family of density operators may
be viewed as a statistical manifold. Parameters are generally denoted here by x =
(x1, x2, ..., xn) with n finite, and the domain of x is a subspace of Rn denoted by X .
Then, a set of parameterized density operators

M = {ρ̂(x) | x ∈ X ⊂ R
n} ⊂ S(H) (2.2)

may be referred to as a quantum statistical manifold. In the literature, the Gibbs state

e−βĤ/Z for a Hamiltonian Ĥ and inverse temperature β = (kBT )−1 can reduce to
the form of the following quantum exponential family[30]

ρ̂(θ) = exp
[

θiÔi − ψ(θ)
]

, (2.3)

ψ(θ) := ln Tr
[

exp
[

θiÔi

]]

= lnZ(θ). (2.4)

Here θ = (θ1, θ2, ..., θn) ∈ Θ ⊂ R
n is referred to as the canonical parameter or the

natural parameter and can also be regarded as a coordinate system. {Ôi}ni=1 is a set
of self-adjoint operators that represent physical observables. Note that the Einstein
summation convention is used throughout this paper.

In the context of statistical mechanics, the potential function ψ(θ) is given by the
logarithm of the partition function Z(θ) and may be called the Massieu potential or the
reduced free energy. From the viewpoint of the correspondence between the classical
Ising model and the transverse-field Ising model through the partition function, the
potential functions of these models can be viewed as being equivalent to each other.

We next introduce the BKM metric onto a quantum statistical manifold M using
the quantum relative entropy. The BKM metric components at ρ̂ ∈ M in terms of the
coordinate system x can be obtained by the Hessian of the quantum relative entropy
as[25, 30]

gij(x) =
∂2

∂xi∂xj
D(ρ̂(x′)||ρ̂(x))

∣

∣

∣

∣

x′=x

, (2.5)

where the quantum relative entropy D is defined as

D(ρ̂||σ̂) := Tr[ρ̂(ln ρ̂− ln σ̂)]. (2.6)

Particularly for a density operator of the exponential form

ρ̂(x) = exp
[

Â(x) − ψ(x)
]

, (2.7)
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the BKM metric components can be reduced to the following simple expression

gij(x) =
∂2ψ(x)

∂xi∂xj
− Tr

[

ρ̂(x)
∂2Â(x)

∂xi∂xj

]

. (2.8)

Moreover, for the quantum exponential family (2.3) in terms of the canonical param-
eterization θ, the BKM metric components can be obtained by the Hessian of the
potential function:

gij(θ) = ∂i∂jψ(θ) =

∫ 1

0

duTr

[

1

Z
e(1−u)θkÔk(Ôi − 〈Ôi〉)euθ

kÔk(Ôj − 〈Ôj〉)
]

, (2.9)

where ∂i denotes ∂/∂θi, the derivative with respect to the canonical parameter θi.
This means that canonical parameterization makes the calculation of the BKM metric
simple. This Hessian structure is exactly the same as in the classical case, where the
Fisher metric is also given by the Hessian of the potential function of the exponential
family. Thus, from the perspective of the quantum-classical correspondence through
the partition function (recall that the potential function is given simply by the loga-
rithm of the partition function), adopting the BKM metric as a Riemannian metric
on the quantum exponential family is seemingly reasonable. Indeed, in the context of
statistical mechanics, (2.9) gives a susceptibility and is likely to show a critical behav-
ior, whose critical exponent is, according to the correspondence, common between the
two corresponding quantum and classical models.

When a Riemannian metric is a Hessian metric, as given in the equation (2.9),
the Christoffel symbols Γijk and the Riemannian curvature tensor Rijkl take rather
simple forms [31]:

Γij; k(θ) :=
1

2
(∂igjk + ∂jgki − ∂kgij) =

1

2
ψijk(θ), (2.10)

Rijkl(θ) :=
1

2
(∂j∂lgik − ∂j∂kgil + ∂i∂kgjl − ∂i∂lgjk) + gab(Γjl;aΓik;b − Γjk;aΓil;b)

=
1

4
gab(ψaikψbjl − ψailψbjk), (2.11)

where ∂i∂j∂kψ(θ) is abbreviated as ψijk(θ). Here we define the Riemannian cur-
vature tensor as the curvature of the sphere becomes negative, in accordance with
Ruppeiner[6, 9, 10]. Note that this sign convention is opposite to the one more fre-
quently used. Due to the Hessian structure, the Christoffel symbols can be obtained
just by the third derivative of the potential function, and the Riemannian curvature
tensor does not have fourth derivatives because they cancel out with each other.

For the two-dimensional quantum exponential family with two canonical parame-
ters θ = (θ1, θ2), which is our main concern, the scalar curvature can be calculated by
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this useful expression[31]

R(θ1, θ2) =
2R1212

det g
=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

g11 g12 g22
ψ111 ψ112 ψ122

ψ112 ψ122 ψ222

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

g11 g12
g21 g22

∣

∣

∣

∣

2 . (2.12)

This expression results essentially from a Hessian metric, and thus can be used both
for quantum and classical systems as long as a Riemannian metric is Hessian. In fact,
it has been often used for calculating the scalar curvature of a thermodynamic-state
space[8–10]. For the discussion below, let F denote the numerator:

F :=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

g11 g12 g22
ψ111 ψ112 ψ122

ψ112 ψ122 ψ222

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (2.13)

In the quantum-classical correspondence, the model on the quantum side requires
zero temperature. To cope with zero temperature, we adjust the dimension and ”nor-
malize” the potential with the inverse temperature β, that is, we introduce the negative
free energy 1/β lnZ as the potential instead of the Massieu potential lnZ. In this case,
the BKM metric will be normalized accordingly and may be redefined as the canonical
correlation

gij(θ) =
1

β
∂i∂j lnZ(θ) =

1

β

∫ 1

0

duTr

[

1

Z
e(1−u)θkÔkÔie

uθkÔkÔj

]

− 〈Ôi〉 〈Ôj〉 . (2.14)

For this new metric, the scalar curvature has the same dimension as β, i.e., (energy)−1.
To discuss low-temperature behavior, we consider the representation by the energy

basis {|n〉} that diagonalizes a Hamiltonian Ĥ : Ĥ |n〉 = En |n〉, or with β included,

−βĤ |n〉 = θiÔ |n〉 = En |n〉 , (2.15)

where En := −βEn. In the following, we assume that Ĥ is non-degenerate for sim-
plicity. In this representation, the BKM metric components (2.14) can be written
concretely as

gij(θ) = gcij(θ) + gqij(θ), (2.16)

where
βgcij(θ) :=

∑

n

pGn (Ôi)nn(Ôj)nn − 〈Ôi〉 〈Ôj〉 , (2.17)

βgqij(θ) := − 1

β

∑

n6=m

pGm − pGn
Em − En

(Ôi)nm(Ôj)mn, (2.18)

and (Ôi)nm := 〈n|Ôi|m〉 is a matrix element of Ôi in the energy basis, pGn = e−βEn/Z
represents the Gibbs distribution for the energy En, and 〈Ôi〉 is an expectation value
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with respect to the Gibbs distribution defined by 〈Ôi〉 :=
∑

n p
G
n (Ôi)nn. As shown in

(2.16), the BKM metric can be separated into two parts. The first term gcij(θ) can be
viewed as thermal fluctuation in that it consists only of diagonal elements and is equal
to the classical Fisher information Ep[−∂i∂j ln p] with respect to the Gibbs distribution
{pGn }n, whereas the second one gqij(θ) as quantum fluctuation in that it involves non-
diagonal elements and reflects non-commutativity among observables. It should be
noted that from this expression, one can immediately check that the quantum part in
the BKM metric is different from that in the SLD metric, which is given specifically
e.g. in [32, 33]. Therefore, it is natural that curvature properties should be different
between the two metrics as long as quantumness is considered.

As expected, the thermal fluctuation βgcij(θ) vanishes at zero temperature:

lim
T→0

βgcij(θ) = 0, (2.19)

but quantum fluctuation β2gqij(θ) generally remains nonzero and given as

lim
T→0

β2gqij(θ) =
∑

n>0

1

En − E0
2 Re(Ôi)n0(Ôj)0n =: gq(0)ij(θ), (2.20)

and it can have a singularity at a quantum phase transition point. However, from the
constraint θi(Ôi)0n = 0 for n > 0, which can be obtained from the eigenvalue equation
(2.15), we can directly confirm that its determinant vanishes at zero temperature:

lim
T→0

det
(

β2gqij(θ)
)

= 0. (2.21)

This means that the BKM metric becomes degenerate at zero temperature even if
there is a contribution from quantumness. We also find that F → 0 as T → 0 because
of the constraint

(θ1∂1 + θ2∂2)gq(0)ij + gq(0)ij = 0, (2.22)

which can be obtained by the relations ∂iEn = (Ôi)nn and (En−Em) 〈m|∂in〉 = (Ôi)mn

following from the eigenvalue equation (2.15). Therefore, the scalar curvature (2.12)
is indefinite as long as we care for the metric only at zero temperature.

Then, to determine the scalar curvature at zero temperature from the formula
(2.12), we need to consider at least up to the first-order term. Here we deal with the
situation where β is large compared to the minimum energy gap ∆ := E1 − E0, and
contributions from excited states decay exponentially as T → 0, such as disordered
phases, so that we can expand the BKM metric up to the first order as

gcij(θ) ≃ 0 +
1

β
gc(1)ij(θ)ε, (2.23)

gqij(θ) ≃
1

β2
gq(0)ij(θ) +

1

β2
gq(1)ij(θ)ε, (2.24)
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where ε := e−β∆. As for gc(1)ij , one can obtain

gc(1)ij = (∂iβ∆)(∂jβ∆) =
(

(Ôi)00 − (Ôi)11

)(

(Ôj)00 − (Ôj)11

)

. (2.25)

Hence, the determinant of the BKM metric for a two-dimensional quantum exponential
family is calculated, up to the first order of ε, as

det(gij)

ε
≃

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

β
gc(1)11 +

1

β2
gq(1)11

1

β2
gq(0)12

1

β
gc(1)21 +

1

β2
gq(1)21

1

β2
gq(0)22

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

β2
gq(0)11

1

β
gc(1)12 +

1

β2
gq(1)12

1

β2
gq(0)21

1

β
gc(1)22 +

1

β2
gq(1)22

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (2.26)

If we can expect gc(1)ij ≫ 1
β g

q
(1)ij at sufficiently low temperature β∆ ≫ 1, the leading

term of the right-hand side of this is

det(gij)

ε
≃ 1

β3

(∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

gc(1)11 g
q
(0)12

gc(1)21 g
q
(0)22

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

gq(0)11 g
c
(1)12

gq(0)21 g
c
(1)22

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

. (2.27)

A similar reasoning yields (see Appendix A)

F

ε
≃ 1

β6







∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

gq(0)11 gq(0)12 gq(0)22
ψc
(1)111 ψ

c
(1)112 ψ

c
(1)122

ψq
(0)112 ψ

q
(0)122 ψ

q
(0)222

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

gq(0)11 gq(0)12 gq(0)22
ψq
(0)111 ψ

q
(0)112 ψ

q
(0)122

ψc
(1)112 ψ

c
(1)122 ψ

c
(1)222

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣






, (2.28)

where ψq
(0)ijk = ∂kg

q
(0)ij and

ψc
(1)ijk =

(

(Ôi)00 − (Ôi)11

)(

(Ôj)00 − (Ôj)11

)(

(Ôk)00 − (Ôk)11

)

. (2.29)

Therefore, unless F/ε = 0 identically, the asymptotic behavior of the scalar curvature
(2.12) for T → 0 can be obtained as

R(θ1, θ2) ≃ Ceβ∆, (2.30)

where the coefficient C is defined as

C :=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

gq(0)11 gq(0)12 gq(0)22
ψc
(1)111 ψ

c
(1)112 ψ

c
(1)122

ψq
(0)112 ψ

q
(0)122 ψ

q
(0)222

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

gq(0)11 gq(0)12 gq(0)22
ψq
(0)111 ψ

q
(0)112 ψ

q
(0)122

ψc
(1)112 ψ

c
(1)122 ψ

c
(1)222

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

(∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

gc(1)11 g
q
(0)12

gc(1)21 g
q
(0)22

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

gq(0)11 g
c
(1)12

gq(0)21 g
c
(1)22

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

)2 . (2.31)

It should be noted that this coefficient has the dimension of (energy)−1 and does not
depend on β at all.
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This exponential divergence of the scalar curvature as T → 0, or the form (2.30),
will not arise in the classical case in general because, as T → 0, F = O

(

ε4
)

and

det
(

gcij
)

= O
(

ε2
)

, yielding R = O
(

ε4
)

/O
(

ε4
)

= O
(

ε0
)

. The behavior of F is due to

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

gc(1)11 gc(1)12 gc(1)22
ψc
(1)111 ψ

c
(1)112 ψ

c
(1)122

ψc
(1)112 ψ

c
(1)122 ψ

c
(1)222

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
(

(Ô1)00 − (Ô1)11

)4(

(Ô2)00 − (Ô2)11

)4

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1 1 1
1 1 1
1 1 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=0. (2.32)

In other words, the divergence in general is a result fully of quantumness since it is
attributed to the existence of the quantum contribution in the BKM metric (2.18).

The coefficient C can be considered to possess information about a continuous
quantum phase transition since it involves quantum susceptibilities gq(0)ij and their

derivatives ψq
(0)ijk = ∂kg

q
(0)ij . In other words, C can have a critical behavior according

to ∆ → 0. But the problem here is that (2.30) says the scalar curvature diverges expo-
nentially in T → 0 because of the factor eβ∆, in contrast to the susceptibility gq(0)ij ,

where critical exponents like α are defined without such a problem. This situation
prevents us from taking the limit ∆ → 0 for the scalar curvature (2.30) as it is. How-
ever, if one can regard the criticality of the scalar curvature as C itself, then one can
define the critical exponent of the scalar curvature even in this situation. The expo-
nential divergence itself appears regardless of whether a system has a phase transition
or long-range order, and hence it would be reasonable to consider them separately
when we discuss a quantum phase transition at zero temperature. We will later see
the quantum-classical correspondence hold for the scalar curvature if we admit and
adopt this definition.

In the following two sections, we will confirm the behavior (2.30) and the critical
behavior of C considering the transverse-field Ising models.

3 The zero-dimensional transverse-field Ising model

Riemannian-geometric quantities concerning a single spin 1/2 (or qubit) have already
been calculated[25, 34]. The 0D transverse-field Ising model, a special case of that, is
defined by the Hamiltonian

Ĥ0D = −Γσ̂x − hσ̂z, (3.1)

or with x := βΓ and z := βh,

−βĤ0D = xσ̂x + zσ̂z, (3.2)

where β = (kBT )−1 denotes the inverse temperature, and σ̂x and σ̂z are the Pauli
matrices

σ̂x =

(

0 1
1 0

)

, σ̂z =

(

1 0
0 −1

)

. (3.3)
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In this case, the parameters x, z ∈ (0,∞) are the canonical parameters 1. Note that
this model has two energy eigenvalues ±

√
h2 + Γ2 and the energy gap for this model

is thus given by 2
√
h2 + Γ2. One can justify the use of statistical mechanics for this

model by considering the N ≫ 1 independent spins and physical quantities per spin.
The potential or the negative free energy for this model is easily calculated to

become

ψ0D(θ, x) :=
1

β
lnZ0D(x, z) =

1

β
ln 2 cosh r (3.4)

with the polar coordinate

r :=
√

z2 + x2. (3.5)

We thus obtain the metric and the Christoffel symbols as

β(g0D)xx = z2r−3 tanh r + x2r−2 cosh−2 r, (3.6)

β(g0D)xz = −xzr−3
(

tanh r − r cosh−2 r
)

, (3.7)

β(g0D)zz = x2r−3 tanh r + z2r−2 cosh−2 r, (3.8)

β2 det (g0D) = r−1 tanh r cosh−2 r, (3.9)

β(ψ0D)xxx = −3z2xr−5 tanh r + xr−4(3z2 − 2x2r tanh r) cosh−2 r, (3.10)

β(ψ0D)xxz = −zr−5(r2 − 3x2) tanh r + zr−4(r2 − 3x2 − 2x2r tanh r) cosh−2 r,
(3.11)

β(ψ0D)xzz = −xr−5(r2 − 3z2) tanh r + xr−4(r2 − 3z2 − 2z2r tanh r) cosh−2 r,
(3.12)

β(ψ0D)zzz = −3x2zr−5 tanh r + zr−4(3x2 − 2z2r tanh r) cosh−2 r. (3.13)

Therefore, the Riemannian curvature tensor and the scalar curvature are calculated
from the equation (2.12) as

(R0D)xzxz =
1

β

(

2r − tanh r

4r3
− 1 + tanh2 r

4r tanh r cosh2 r

)

, (3.14)

R0D = β

(

2r − tanh r

2r2 tanh r
cosh2 r − 1 + tanh2 r

2 tanh2 r

)

. (3.15)

We get a physically notable result here. Although the 0D transverse-field Ising
model has no physical interaction, the scalar curvature for this model does not vanish.
This may be because the quantum effect, more precisely the non-commutativity of
the Pauli matrices, causes effective correlations, as in the case of the quantum ideal
gas[11, 35]. Indeed, if we can ignore the contribution of the non-commutativity between
σ̂x and σ̂z so that the exponential can be decomposed classically as

exσ̂x+zσ̂z ≃ exσ̂xezσ̂z , (3.16)

1Using the letters x, z instead of θ reflects the Bloch sphere representation.
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then the potential becomes

lnZ0D(x, z) ≃ ln 2 +
x2 + z2

2
, (3.17)

and we observe that the metric becomes Euclidean, resulting in flatness. The condition
for this classicality is r ≪ 1, which means that the system is either at sufficiently high
temperature or in the vicinity of the critical point r = 0 with β finite. Behavior in this
region is revisited later. This classical approximation breaks down if we cannot ignore
the quantumness and need to consider higher terms for the potential.

The same situation occurs in the discussion of the quantum-classical correspon-
dence of the Ising model[29]. When we map the transverse-field Ising model to the
corresponding classical Ising model following this correspondence, spin-spin interac-
tions arise in the additional dimension due to non-commutativity. In other words,
non-commutativity can effectively produce correlations within the dimension. We
might thus infer that the scalar curvature can reflect such interactions, too.

The 0D transverse-field Ising model mathematically shows a critical behavior at
zero temperature in the following sense. The longitudinal magnetic susceptibility at
h = 0 can be calculated as

χ0D(h = 0) =
∂2ψ0D

∂h2

∣

∣

∣

∣

h=0

=
1

Γ
tanhx. (3.18)

In the limit of zero temperature the susceptibility becomes

χ0D(h = 0) → 1

Γ
. (3.19)

This yields a critical behavior at Γ = 0. Although the critical point itself is unphysical,
it may be interesting to see the critical behavior because this critical point corresponds
to that of the 1D classical Ising model through the correspondence. We should note
that if we take the limit h,Γ → 0 before the zero-temperature limit, such a singularity
does not appear. Generally, a criticality arises only in the suitable order of limiting.

To see the relation between the scalar curvature and the quantum phase transition,
we first take the zero-temperature limit r → ∞ and obtain

R0D ≃ β

4r
e2r, (3.20)

from which we confirm the form (2.30) and identify C0D as

C0D =
1

4
√
h2 + Γ2

(3.21)
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In the immediate vicinity of the critical point h = Γ = 0, we first set h = 0 and then
considering Γ → 0, this behaves as

C0D ∼ 1

Γ
, (3.22)

hence we see a critical behavior with an exponent of 1.
Now we are ready to check the quantum-classical correspondence for this. The

scalar curvature for the 1D classical Ising model satisfies the relation (1.2), and its
critical exponent is 1 from α = 1 [31]. We find the same exponent here and confirm
the correspondence (1.3).

We next consider not to take the zero-temperature limit before taking h,Γ → 0 to
see the behavior of R0D at a fixed nonzero temperature. We now return to the Massiue
potential, rather than the negative free energy. Just expanding the scalar curvature
(3.15) at r = 0 produces

R0D =
4

9
r2 + O(r4). (3.23)

Hence, at nonzero temperatures, approaching the critical point, R0D converges to 0
instead of diverging. This is consistent with the fact that the 0D transverse-field Ising
model does not mathematically show a critical behavior at nonzero temperatures.

The limit r → 0 can also be viewed as infinite temperature T → ∞ with a fixed
longitudinal field h and transverse field Γ. From this perspective, when we take r → 0,
the system shows the classical nature because thermal fluctuation instead of quantum
fluctuation becomes dominant. Thus, R0D should vanish in the limit, with which the
equation (3.23) is consistent.

4 The one-dimensional transverse-field Ising model

Let σi denote a spin 1/2 at the i-th site. Then the 1D transverse-field Ising model with
an interaction strength J > 0 and transverse field Γ > 0 is given by the Hamiltonian

Ĥ1D = −J
N
∑

i=1

σ̂z
i σ̂

z
i+1 − Γ

N
∑

i=1

σ̂x
i (4.1)

or

−βĤ1D = θ

N
∑

i=1

σ̂z
i σ̂

z
i+1 + x

N
∑

i=1

σ̂x
i , (4.2)

where θ := βJ ∈ (0,∞) and x := βΓ ∈ (0,∞) are the canonical parameters. Another
candidate of reasonable parameterization is the effective strength of the transverse field
g := Γ/J instead of x to consider the quantum phase transition at zero temperature
of the model at g = 1 In the thermodynamic limit, the potential per site of this model
has been obtained as[36, 37]

ψ1D(θ, x) :=
1

βN
lnZ =

1

β

∫ π

−π

dk

2π
ln
(

2 cosh
√

θ2 + x2 + 2θx cos k
)

. (4.3)
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At sufficiently low temperature, using the saddle-point method for large β, we can
expand this potential as

ψ1D(θ, x) =
1

β

(

2

π
(θ + x)E

(

4θx

(θ + x)2

)

+ ε+ o(ε)

)

, (4.4)

where
ε := e−2|θ−x| (4.5)

is the small quantity associated with the low-temperature expansion, and the function
E is the complete elliptic integral of the second kind defined as

E(m) :=

∫ π/2

0

dk
√

1 −m sin2 k. (4.6)

Because of the symmetry θ ↔ x in the potential function (4.3), it is sufficient to
consider the disorder case J < Γ only. To simplify expressions, we put

m(θ, x) :=
4θx

(θ + x)2
. (4.7)

For the metric, we have

β(gq1D)(0)θθ =
(x2 + θ2)K(m(θ, x)) − (x+ θ)2E(m(θ, x))

πθ2(x + θ)
, (4.8)

β(gq1D)(0)θx = − (x2 + θ2)K(m(θ, x)) − (x+ θ)2E(m(θ, x))

πθx(x + θ)
, (4.9)

β(gq1D)(0)xx =
(x2 + θ2)K(m(θ, x)) − (x+ θ)2E(m(θ, x))

πx2(x+ θ)
, (4.10)

β(gc1D)(1)θθ = −β(gc1D)(1)θx = β(gc1D)(1)xx = 4, (4.11)

where K(m) is the complete elliptic integral of the first kind defined as

K(m) :=

∫ π/2

0

dk
√

1 −m sin2 k
. (4.12)

Note that the formula for the derivatives of the complete elliptic integrals (4.6), (4.12)

dE(m)

dm
=
E(m) −K(m)

2m
, (4.13)

dK(m)

dm
=
mK(m) −K(m) + E(m)

2m(1 −m)
(4.14)
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will be helpful, and that (gc1D)(1)ij can be obtained also by using (2.25) for the energy

gap 2|J − Γ| of this model. The leading term of the determinant of the metric (2.27)
becomes

det(g1D) ≃ 4

β2

(x2 + θ2)K(m(θ, x)) − (x+ θ)2E(m(θ, x))

πθ2x2(x+ θ)
(x− θ)2ε. (4.15)

For the Christoffel symbols, we have

β(ψq
1D)(0)θθθ =

(2x2 − θ2)E(m(θ, x))

πθ3(x − θ)
− (2x2 + θ2)K(m(θ, x))

πθ3(x+ θ)
, (4.16)

β(ψq
1D)(0)θθx =

xK(m(θ, x))

πθ2(θ + x)
+
xE(m(θ, x))

πθ2(θ − x)
, (4.17)

β(ψq
1D)(0)θxx =

θK(m(θ, x))

πx2(θ + x)
+
θE(m(θ, x))

πx2(x − θ)
, (4.18)

β(ψq
1D)(0)xxx =

(2θ2 − x2)E(m(θ, x))

πx3(θ − x)
− (2θ2 + x2)K(m(θ, x))

πx3(x+ θ)
, (4.19)

β(ψc
1D)(1)θθθ = −β(ψc

1D)(1)θθx = β(ψc
1D)(1)θxx = −β(ψc

1D)(1)xxx = 8. (4.20)

Therefore, using the equation (2.12) and considering sufficiently low temperature
|θ − x| ≫ 1, we obtain the leading term of the scalar curvature as

R1D ≃ 1

4|J − Γ|e
2|θ−x| =

1

4J |1 − g|e
2θ|1−g|. (4.21)

Here we confirm the form (2.30) for the scalar curvature and identify C1D as

C1D =
1

4J |1 − g| (4.22)

Furthermore, in the immediate vicinity of the critical point g = 1, this quantity
behaves as

C1D ∼ 1

|1 − g| , (4.23)

from which we observe a critical behavior and identify the critical exponent as 1
At first glance, the correspondence (1.3) seems to break down with α = 0(log)

for the corresponding 2D (square-lattice) classical Ising model. However, the case of
α ≤ 0 requires attention because a discrepancy from the scaling form (1.2) is observed
and R ∼ tα−1 is shown instead for some models[38, 39], including the 2D Ising model
on a kagome lattice with α = 0[40]. Hence, it may be natural that we should expect
the scalar curvature for the 1D transverse-field Ising model to admit R ∼ γα−1 rather
than (1.3) for the correspondence. Our result indeed indicates this.

If we take the limit γ → 0 without the zero-temperature limit, such a singularity is
expected to vanish because of no quantum phase transition at nonzero temperatures.
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A numerical evaluation supports this claim, although we will not discuss it in depth
here.

Before we end this section, we study the high-temperature behavior of R1D.
The limit T → ∞ physically means that the system should become classical and
uncorrelated, thus R1D expects to vanish, as well as R0D. This can be confirmed
directly as follows. At high temperature θ, x≪ 1, the Massieu potential βψ1D can be
approximated as

βψ1D(θ, x) ≃ ln 2 +
1

2
(θ2 + x2) − 1

12
(θ4 + 4θ2x2 + x4). (4.24)

This shows that the metric is Euclidean up to the leading order, resulting in zero
curvature. Note that the leading term of F at high temperature becomes

F ≃ 8

9
(θ2 + x2), (4.25)

and hence, for θ, x≪ 1,

R1D ≃ 4

9
(θ2 + x2). (4.26)

Interestingly, we find exactly the same behavior, including its coefficient 4
9 , as R0D.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we have analytically calculated the scalar curvature induced from the
BKM metric for the 0D and 1D transverse-field Ising models at low and high temper-
atures. As a result, we observe that the scalar curvatures converge to zero in T → ∞
and diverge exponentially in T → 0 following (2.30). This divergence will be attributed
to quantumness, namely the non-commutativity of observables. It should be pointed
out that this behavior will be reminiscent of Balian’s proposal of an interpretation of
the scalar curvature of the BKM metric, which says that the scalar curvature quan-
titatively expresses how quantum a physical system is, and the larger it is, the more
quantum the system will be[34].

Regarding the relation of the scalar curvature with the quantum phase transition, if
we can redefine the criticality of the scalar curvature at T = 0 as C, defined by (2.31),
then we observe critical behavior with an exponent of 1 for both models. From this, we
find that the 0D model is found to respect the correspondence (1.3) straightforward,
whereas the 1D model respects the modified scaling form R ∼ |Γ − Γc|α−1, which is
a scaling form observed in thermodynamic geometry of some classical models with
α ≤ 0.

As the last remark, from the mathematical point of view, the Riemannian-
geometric structure of the state space endowed with the BKM metric has been
investigated, and the scalar curvature gains attention due to its monotone property[20,
41, 42]. Such an approach might also be useful to capture the firm interpretation of
the scalar curvature of the BKM metric for quantum statistical models.
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Appendix A Derivation of (2.28)

In this appendix, we will evaluate the asymptotic behavior of F , defined by (2.13), at
low temperature and derive (2.28).

In preparation for it, we first introduce the following useful relations obtained from
the eigenvalue equation (2.15):

∂iEn = (Ôi)nn, (A1)

〈m|∂in〉 =
(Ôi)mn

En − Em
. (A2)

The relation (A1) is nothing but the so-called Hellmann-Feynman theorem. The rela-
tion (A2) shows that parameter dependence of an energy eigenstate results in emerging
non-diagonal elements in the energy basis and the factor En − Em. Note that using
(A1), we find

∂i(β∆) = ∂i(E0 − E1) = (Ôi)00 − (Ôi)11 (A3)

Considering the discussion on the low-temperature behavior of the determinant
of the BKM metric and looking at (2.27), we observe that the dominant part of the
first-order coefficient of ε at low temperature is the classical part, that is,

gij(θ) ≃
1

β

(

1

β
gq(0)ij(θ) + gc(1)ij(θ)ε

)

, (A4)

where the first-order coefficient can be, again, obtained as

gc(1)ij = (∂iβ∆)(∂jβ∆) =
(

(Ôi)00 − (Ôi)11

)(

(Ôj)00 − (Ôj)11

)

. (A5)

In other words, the coefficient of ε consists only of diagonal elements of observables
{Ôi}i and does not involve non-diagonal elements. Our objective here is to expand
the same discussion for ψijk = ∂kgij .

From (A4), we have

ψijk(θ) = ∂kgij(θ) ≃
1

β3
ψq
(0)ijk +

1

β

{

∂k

(

gc(1)ij(θ)
)

+ gc(1)ij(θ)∂k(β∆)
}

ε (A6)

where

1

β3
ψq
(0)ijk :=

1

β
∂k

(

1

β
gq(0)ij(θ)

)

=
1

β
∂k
∑

n>0

1

E0 − En
2 Re(Ôi)n0(Ôj)0n. (A7)
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Thus, our task is to find the dominant term in the first-order coefficient of ε in ψijk.
From (A3) and (A5), we immediately arrive at

gc(1)ij(θ)∂k(β∆) =
(

(Ôi)00 − (Ôi)11

)(

(Ôj)00 − (Ôj)11

)(

(Ôk)00 − (Ôk)11

)

. (A8)

This can be seen as being classical in that it apparently consists only of diagonal
elements. On the other hand, using (A2) and 0 = ∂k 〈n|n〉 = 〈∂kn|n〉 + 〈n|∂kn〉, we
have

∂k(Ôi)nn = ∂k 〈n|Ôi|n〉 = 〈∂kn|Ôi|n〉 + 〈n|Ôi|∂kn〉

=
∑

m

(

〈∂kn|m〉 〈m|Ôi|n〉 + 〈n|Ôi|m〉 〈m|∂kn〉
)

=
∑

m( 6=n)

(

〈∂kn|m〉 〈m|Ôi|n〉 + 〈n|Ôi|m〉 〈m|∂kn〉
)

=
∑

m( 6=n)

(Ôk)nm(Ôi)mn + (Ôi)nm(Ôk)mn

En − Em
, (A9)

from which we see that the derivative of a diagonal element involves non-diagonal
elements only, and hence this is found to come purely from quantumness. Therefore,
at sufficiently low temperature β∆ ≫ 1, if ∂k((Ôi)00 − (Ôi)11) asymptotically obeys
(β∆)a with some a > 0, we expect ∂kg

c
(1)ij ≪ gc(1)ij∂k(β∆), and the dominant part in

the first-order coefficient of ε in ψijk becomes the classical term

ψc
(1)ijk :=gc(1)ij∂k(β∆)

=(∂iβ∆)(∂jβ∆)(∂kβ∆)

=
(

(Ôi)00 − (Ôi)11

)(

(Ôj)00 − (Ôj)11

)(

(Ôk)00 − (Ôk)11

)

. (A10)

This leads us to have

ψijk(θ) ≃ 1

β

(

1

β2
ψq
(0)ijk + ψc

(1)ijkε

)

(A11)

effectively when we evaluate F .
We now move on to the evaluation. Before that, we recall

lim
T→0

F =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

gq(0)11 gq(0)12 gq(0)22
ψq
(0)111 ψ

q
(0)112 ψ

q
(0)122

ψq
(0)112 ψ

q
(0)122 ψ

q
(0)222

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0, (A12)
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which can be obtained from the constraint (2.22). From the multilinearity of a
determinant, we have

F

ε
≃

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

β

(

1

β
gq(0)11 + gc(1)11ε

)

1

β

(

1

β
gq(0)12 + gc(1)12ε

)

1

β

(

1

β
gq(0)22 + gc(1)22ε

)

1

β

(

1

β2
ψq
(0)111 + ψc

(1)111ε

)

1

β

(

1

β2
ψq
(0)112 + ψc

(1)112ε

)

1

β

(

1

β2
ψq
(0)122 + ψc

(1)122ε

)

1

β

(

1

β2
ψq
(0)112 + ψc

(1)112ε

)

1

β

(

1

β2
ψq
(0)122 + ψc

(1)122ε

)

1

β

(

1

β2
ψq
(0)222 + ψc

(1)222ε

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ε

≃ 1

β3











∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

β
gq(0)11

1

β
gq(0)12

1

β
gq(0)22

ψc
(1)111 ψc

(1)112 ψc
(1)122

1

β2
ψq
(0)112

1

β2
ψq
(0)122

1

β2
ψq
(0)222

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

β
gq(0)11

1

β
gq(0)12

1

β
gq(0)22

1

β2
ψq
(0)111

1

β2
ψq
(0)112

1

β2
ψq
(0)122

ψc
(1)112 ψc

(1)122 ψc
(1)222

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣











+
1

β3

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

gc(1)11 gc(1)12 gc(1)22
1

β2
ψq
(0)111

1

β2
ψq
(0)112

1

β2
ψq
(0)122

1

β2
ψq
(0)112

1

β2
ψq
(0)122

1

β2
ψq
(0)222

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (A13)

If we can expect 1
β g

q
(0)ij · ψc

(1)klm ≫ gc(1)ij · 1
β2ψ

q
(0)klm at sufficiently low temperature,

we can omit the third term and finally arrive at (2.28). As a remark, if the third term
of this were not dropped, the scalar curvature for the 1D transverse-field Ising model
would become

R1D ≃ β
2|θ − x| − 1

8|θ − x|2
e2|θ−x|, (A14)

where the additional term −1 appears in the numerator. Hence, at low temperature
β∆ = 2|θ − x| ≫ 1, dropping this additional term seems to be reasonable.
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