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Demonstration of geometric diabatic control of quantum states
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Geometric effects can play a pivotal role in streamlining quantum manipulation. We demonstrate a geometric

diabatic control, that is, perfect tunneling between spin states in a diamond by a quadratic sweep of a driving

field. The field sweep speed for the perfect tunneling is determined by the geometric amplitude factor and can

be tuned arbitrarily. Our results are obtained by testing a quadratic version of Berry’s twisted Landau-Zener

model. This geometric tuning is robust over a wide parameter range. Our work provides a basis for quantum

control in various systems, including condensed matter physics, quantum computation, and nuclear magnetic

resonance.

Tunneling is an exotic yet ubiquitous quantum phe-

nomenon. To control quantum states, a common strategy

known as adiabatic control avoids it by moving a large en-

ergy barrier slowly. Another ubiquitous feature of quantum

physics is geometric effects [1]. A well-known example is the

geometric phase [2] that a particle acquires during an adia-

batic motion. However, geometric effects are not restricted by

adiabaticity. Even during diabatic tunneling events, geomet-

ric effects take place and lead to grave consequences in the

dynamics.

The simplest system that demonstrates the marriage of

tunneling and geometric effects is the twisted Landau-Zener

(TLZ) model introduced by Berry, which describes a parti-

cle in two quantum states driven by an external field [3]. In

the original untwisted Landau-Zener (LZ) model [4–7], when

two energy levels change in time, quantum tunneling across

an energy gap ∆ occurs depending on the speed of the change

[Fig. 1(a)] [8, 9]. The tunneling probability P depends on

the sweep speed F [Fig. 1(c)]; P = 0 in the adiabatic limit

(F → 0), while P is unity in the diabatic limit (|F | → ∞).

Such speed-dependent tunneling has been demonstrated in

various systems [10–16]. In the TLZ model, the driving field

has a “twist” and the adiabatic to diabatic transition is geomet-

rically modulated [17, 18]. Recently, the importance of the

geometric effects was recognized not only in equilibrium [19]

but also in nonequilibrium [20–23]. The TLZ model, which

possesses a new nonequilibrium tuning knob on top of the

LZ model, should be widely applied to materials engineer-

ing [24, 25] and quantum controls [26–29]. Despite a few

experiments [30–33], the opportunity to utilize such geomet-

ric tuning for quantum control has long been overlooked, and

its robustness remains unexplored.

Here, using an electron spin in a diamond, we realize and

test an ideal TLZ model with a quadratic twist [24] that man-

ifests perfect tunneling and nonreciprocity over a wide range

of gap and twist parameters. We measure the tunneling prob-

abilities with high precision and obtain an average of 95.5 %

under the condition where perfect tunneling occurs. The con-

dition of perfect tunneling can be smoothly tuned by adjust-

ing the curvature of the quadratic sweep. These geometrical

effects are robust beyond the framework of the existing the-

ory [24]. This geometric diabatic control is ubiquitous and

can be applied to various quantum systems.

As a geometric diabatic control, we aim to realize perfect

tunneling (P = 1) and change the state at the same time. The

Hamiltonian for the TLZ model in the natural units is defined

as [24],

Ĥ = b · σ̂ = mσ̂x + νqσ̂y +
1

2
κ‖ν

2q2σ̂z , (1)

where σ̂j (j = x, y, and z) is the Pauli operator, and

b = (bx, by, bz) ≡ (m, νq, 1/2k‖ν
2q2) is a driving field. We

change the parameter q in time as q = −F (t − T/2) be-

tween time t = 0 and t = T with a dimensionless sweep

speed F . This is a quadratic version of the original TLZ

model [3]; ∆ = 2m is the gap, and 2ν (> 0) is the en-

ergy slope. Figure 1(b) depicts the initial and final fields as

a red solid arrow (t = 0) and a red dotted arrow (t = T ),

respectively. The bz component, which depends quadratically

on time, induces a “twist” of the field. This twist appears in

the trajectory of the field [the solid red line in Fig. 1(b)] and

its strength is determined by the geodesic curvature κ‖. Sit-

uations in which the spin and driving field are always kept

parallel or antiparallel are adiabatic; situations that deviate

from this are diabatic. The diabatic geometric effect is cap-
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FIG. 1. Comparison of the Landau-Zener (LZ) transition and the

twisted Landau-Zener (TLZ) transition. (a) Tunneling at level anti-

crossing. (b) Sweeping of the driving field. The fields at t = 0 and

t = T for the LZ (TLZ) model are indicated by solid and dashed blue

(red) arrows, respectively. Predicted (c) LZ transition probability and

(d) TLZ transition probability are plotted as a function of the speed

F . Dynamics of the field (black arrow) and spin (blue arrow) in the

LZ model are plotted in the (e) adiabatic and (f) diabatic limits [see

(b) and (c)]. Dynamics of the field (black arrow) and spin (red arrow)

in the TLZ model at (g) F = FPT and (h) F = −FPT [see (b) and

(d)]. The solid black line indicates the field amplitude in the xy plane

in (e) and (f) and in the yz plane in (g) and (h). The origin of each

arrow corresponds to the field amplitude at each instant.

tured by the geometric amplitude factor [3] (also known as

the quantum geometric potential [17] or shift vector [25])

R12(q) = −A11(q)+A22(q)+∂qargA12(q), where the Berry

connection is defined by Anl(q) = 〈n(q)| i∂q |l(q)〉 using

the instantaneous eigenstate |n(q)〉 satisfying Ĥ(q) |n(q)〉 =
En(q) |n(q)〉. The tunneling probability P from |1〉 to |2〉 is

given by [24],

P ≈ exp

[

−
π

4ν|F |

(

∆+
FR12(0)

2

)2
]

, (2)

where R12(0) = νκ‖ holds in the present model. Equa-

tion (2), referred to as “TLZ formula” in this work, is derived

using a twisting coordinate transformation [24] and it recov-

ers the LZ formula when κ‖ = 0 [Fig. 1(c)]. We stress that
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FIG. 2. Demonstration of the TLZ transition at m = 0.5 MHz.

(a) Measurement sequence. Laser and microwave pulses are used

for initialization and readout of the NV center. (b) Dependence of

tunneling probability P on speed F . The squares and circles indi-

cate experimental results, black solid lines indicate the TLZ formula

[Eq.(2)], and vertical black dotted lines indicate F = FPT. The blue

dashed lines indicate the LZ formula [TLZ with R12(0) = 0]. (c)

Tunneling probability at F = FPT in the range of κ‖ = 0–1 µs. The

error bars indicate 65 % confidence intervals estimated from the shot

noise of the PL measurement.

the TLZ formula is approximate in contrast to the LZ formula

which is asymptotically exact. Figure 1(d) shows the behavior

of the transition described by the TLZ formula when κ‖ > 0.

The P is nonreciprocal to the sign reversal of the speed F
corresponding to the field sweep direction [25]. In Eq. (2), the

gap ∆ in the LZ model is effectively shifted to ∆ + FR12(0)
2

by the geometric amplitude factor [17, 24]. In particular, when

the speed is,

FPT = −2∆/R12(0) (3)

the effective gap closes and the tunneling probability saturates

P ≈ 1. We call this behavior “perfect tunneling (PT)” [24],

and the speed at which P is maximized is referred to as the

“PT condition”. In contrast to the LZ case, the quantum state

changes during the diabatic transition from the initial state

|1(q = FT/2)〉 to the final state |2(q = −FT/2)〉, and thus

allows us to realize geometric diabatic control of the quantum

states. Our main purpose is to extensively test the behaviors

predicted by the TLZ formula [Eq. (2)].

We realize the TLZ transition with an electron spin of a

single nitrogen-vacancy (NV) center in a diamond [12, 13,

34]. We use the NV center’s mS = 0 and −1 states as a
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two-level system and manipulate it with microwave pulses.

In a suitable rotating frame (see Supplemental Material [35]),

the Hamiltonian is expressed as (Ŝi denotes the S = 1
2 spin

operators)

Ĥr = fR

[

cos(φmw)Ŝx − sin(φmw)Ŝy

]

+
d(fdett)

dt
Ŝz, (4)

where fR is the Rabi frequency corresponding to the mi-

crowave field amplitude, φmw is the microwave phase, and

fdet is the detuning between the resonance frequency and

the microwave frequency. We generate a microwave pulse

satisfying fR =
√

b2x + b2y , φmw = − arctan(by/bx), and

fdet =
∫ t

0
bz(t

′)dt′, so that Eq. (4) reproduces the driving field

b in the TLZ Hamiltonian [Eq. (1)]. This conversion to the

S = 1
2 system in MKS units corresponds to making the fol-

lowing changes to each parameter; m → πm, ν → πν, and

κ‖ → κ‖/π (see [35]). We adjust the sweep duration T con-

sidering the coherence time and available microwave param-

eter ranges. Figure 2(a) shows the measurement sequence.

We use green laser pulses and photoluminescence (PL) mea-

surements for spin initialization and readout. We prepare the

initial and final states using rectangular microwave pulses af-

ter and before the laser pulse to match the instantaneous field

direction with the projection direction. The obtained PL in-

tensity is precisely converted to a tunneling probability using

reference PL intensities of the mS = 0 and = −1 states [36].

We show our experimental results obtained when the gap

parameter is fixed as m = 0.5 MHz. Without loss of gener-

ality, we investigate the probability P [Eq. (2)] by selecting

the energy slope ν to (10 MHz)2 and adjusting only the di-

mensionless speed F . First, we set κ‖ = 0 µs to address the

conventional LZ model. The blue circles in Fig. 2(b ii) show

the experimental result. The lower the speed (F → 0), the

lower the transition probability P ; the behavior is symmetric

between positive and negative speeds. It agrees well with the

LZ formula (black solid line) and proves that our system re-

produces the LZ model with high accuracy (for more details

see [35]).

We then address the TLZ transition when κ‖ = +0.2 µs

shown in Fig. 2(b i). The experimental result (red circles)

is asymmetric in F → −F and becomes higher for F < 0
than for F > 0. The P reaches maxima in the vicinity of

the predicted PT condition (F = FPT) indicated by the ver-

tical dashed line. Specifically, as shown in Fig. 2(c), we find

P = 95.5±1.3%, on average, in a range of κ‖ = 0.0–1.0 µs.

Figure 2(b iii) shows the results when κ‖ = −0.2 µs. Com-

pared to the κ‖ = +0.2 µs case [Fig. 2(b i)], it shows totally

inverted behavior to the speed F . These behaviors are qualita-

tively different from the LZ transition (blue dashed line) and

well reproduced by the TLZ formula without any adjustable

parameters (black solid line). These are our central results,

proving that the tunneling probability is successfully modu-

lated by the geodesic curvature κ‖ of the driving field, result-

ing in perfect tunneling and nonreciprocity. The fact that per-

fect tunneling, which has only been possible in the extremely

fast speed limits of the LZ model, is achieved even at finite

speeds is essentially different in the long history of the LZ

physics.

Here we give an intuitive picture of the perfect tunnel-

ing phenomenon. Figure 1(g) shows the driving field (black

arrow) and spin (red arrow) dynamics at F = FPT. The

quadratic sweep produces adiabatic dynamics in the initial

stage (t ∼ 0) and diabatic dynamics near the gap minima

(t ∼ T/2). Near the gap minima, the x component of the driv-

ing field b, i.e., the gap itself (bx = m), causes spin precession

and rotates the spin around the x axis. When the PT condition

is fulfilled, this rotation of the spin is synchronized with the

counterclockwise twist of the field (also around the x axis) and

the transition to the excited state is achieved smoothly. Thus a

spin flipping is realized [Fig. 1(g)]. When the sweep direction

is reversed (F = −FPT), as shown in Fig. 1(h), the clockwise

field twist cannot synchronize with the spin precession. This

geometric motion near the gap minima increases the effec-

tive gap ∆ + FR12

2 and prevents tunneling. More generally,

the observed nonreciprocity is analogous to the well-known

selective absorption of circularly polarized light, but in the

non-perturbative regime.

As described above, the spin flips during the perfect tun-

neling. In terms of quantum control, a spin flip can also be

achieved differently using the Rabi oscillation and the adia-

batic control (or its shortcut [37]). The driving field and spin

are orthogonal, parallel, and antiparallel in the Rabi oscilla-

tion, the adiabatic control, and the TLZ model, respectively.

This difference in the restriction of the driving field to the

spin direction makes a difference in control speed, robustness,

and implementability. Our geometric diabatic control is an ef-

fective means of increasing the versatility of quantum control

(see [35]).

Next we study the validity of the TLZ formula [Eq. (2)]

when the twist becomes stronger; the higher-order terms ig-

nored in the derivation of the TLZ formula increase and

the precession is no longer perfectly synchronized with the

quadratic twist. We investigate the tunneling probability ob-

tained at m = 0.5 MHz for a curvature range from κ‖ = 0 µs

to κ‖ = 3 µs. Figure. 3(a iii) shows the experimental result,

representing a clear nonreciprocal behavior to the speed F .

As κ‖ increases, the PT condition approaches zero. A sim-

ilar trend is observed in the TLZ formula shown in Fig. 3(a

i), indicating that this characteristic is consistent with FPT =
− 2∆

R12(0)
. This result proves that the speed of the quantum

control is tunable by the geodesic curvature κ‖ of the driving

field.

For a more quantitative comparison, we show a cross sec-

tion at κ‖ = 1.4 µs in Fig. 3(b i) [white line in Fig. 3(a

iii)]. The experimental result (red circles) exhibits P ∼ 1
near FPT = −0.045 in good agreement with the TLZ for-

mula (black solid line). On the other hand, in (negatively)

large speeds F < FPT, P decreases almost exponentially in

the TLZ formula [24], whereas the change is gradual in the

experimental result. This deviation becomes prominent as the

gap parameter m and/or the curvature κ‖ are larger. The right
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FIG. 3. Gap parameter and curvature dependence of the TLZ tran-

sition probability. (a) The left (right) panels denote the results at

m = 0.5 MHz (m = 2.0 MHz). The black solid (green dashed)

line indicates the PT condition in the TLZ formula (simulation). (b)

Tunneling probability at κ‖ = 1.4 µs [white line in (a iii) and (a iv)].

The black arrow in (ii) indicates the PT condition.

panels of Figs. 3(a) and (b) show the corresponding data sets

obtained with a larger gap parameter (m = 2.0 MHz). The PT

condition in the experiment (red circles) shifts to the left from

what the TLZ formula (black solid line) predicts [black arrow

in Fig. 3(b ii)]. The maximum P is then slightly suppressed

from unity.

We obtain exact solutions by numerical simulations

(see [35]) to discuss this deviation. The simulation results

are in Figs. 3(a v) and (a vi) and the green dashed lines in

Fig. 3(b). They reproduce the experimental results satisfac-

torily over the entire speed range. The black solid and green

dashed lines in Fig. 3(a) show the perfect tunneling conditions

obtained by the TLZ formula and the simulation, respectively.

The results show that as the gap parameterm and curvatureκ‖

become larger, the exact PT condition shifts toward the (neg-

ative) high speed side. Our precise measurements reveal that

the higher-order terms are essential for a quantitative under-

standing of the TLZ transition.

As shown above, we find that nonreciprocity and high tun-

neling probability at finite speed always persist even when the

TLZ formula is invalid. Thus, we conclude that these geomet-

ric effects are robust. Introducing a field twist can be a ubiq-

Gapless (m = 0.0 MHz)
(a)

(b)
-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

0.0

0.5

1.0

P

Expt.

LZ Eq.(2)

Sim.

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

F

0.0

0.5

1.0

P

Expt.

TLZ Eq.(2)

Sim.

||

||

LZ

TLZ

gapless

t

Energy

FIG. 4. Sweep speed dependence of the transition probability of

the gapless (m = 0.0 MHz) system. (a) The LZ transition (κ‖ = 0).

The inset is a schematic of the energy change. (b) The TLZ transition

(κ‖ = 2.5 µs).

uitous method of adjusting tunneling probabilities at arbitrary

speeds, making the present TLZ model an alternative frame-

work for quantum control at various energy scales. When ap-

plied to quantum materials, such control induces nontrivial

properties such as the nonreciprocity of dc current and pho-

tocurrent [24, 25].

In the case of an infinitesimal gap (m = 0.0 MHz), the

TLZ formula predicts a counter intuitive behavior, i.e., tun-

neling is suppressed as we increase the speed. Since this is

relevant to the study of laser-field-driven dynamics in Dirac

and Weyl semimetals [24], we study this situation in detail.

The energy change is shown in the inset of Fig. 4(a), which

mimics the situation where electrons in the valence band ac-

celerated by the electric field are excited through the Dirac

(Weyl) point into the conduction band. Here the LZ model

and the TLZ model correspond to the case where the driving

fields are dc and ac electric fields, respectively. We examine

the LZ model and observe that it yields P ∼ 1, as shown in

Fig. 4 (a). This is a straightforward phenomenon caused by

the complete reversal of the field in the y axis. We then exam-

ine the TLZ transition at κ‖ = 2.5 µs as in Fig. 4(b). The high

tunneling probability near the adiabatic limit F ∼ 0 is con-

sistent with FPT = − 4πm
vκ‖

= 0 (for m = 0). This behavior,

where the probability decreases with increasing sweep speed,

is opposite to the LZ transition at a finite gap [Fig. 2(b)]. This

counter intuitive result is caused by the monocyclic nature of

the quadratic twist, where the initial and final fields point in

the same direction. It is qualitatively reproduced by the TLZ

formula (black solid line) and is perfectly reproduced in the

simulation (green dashed line).

We experimentally confirmed the nonadiabatic geometric

effects of nonreciprocity and perfect tunneling in the quadratic

TLZ model over a wide range of parameters. Specifically, we
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showed that we could utilize the geometric effects to control

the quantum state dynamically. Geometric diabatic control

can be applied to control systems of various energy scales,

from nuclear spins to quantum materials. An important chal-

lenge to improving this method is to find a way to enhance

the tunneling probability and bring it even closer to 100 %.

We think this is possible by engineering the shape of the field

twist to cancel the higher-order terms ignored in the derivation

of the TLZ formula.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

TLZ Hamiltonian for the present experiment

The expressions for the tunneling probability [Eq. (2)] and PT condition [Eq. (3)] obtained from the TLZ Hamiltonian [Eq. (1)]

in the main text are derived in the natural unit (~ = 1, c = 1). However, the MKS unit is more intuitive for actual experimen-

tation. A unit change in energy or time would require distorted parameter settings to take over the same parameters as in

Eq. (1). Therefore, we use the following Hamiltonian with the Pauli matrix replaced by S = 1/2 operators without changing the

parameters of the driving field.

2πĤs = 2πb · Ŝ, b = (bx, by, bz) =

(

m, νq,
1

2
κ‖ν

2q2
)

, (S1)

where, the unit of m is Hz, the unit of ν is Hz2, and the unit of κ‖ is sec.

This corresponds to changing each parameter in Eq. (1) in the main text as follows,

m → πm,

ν → πν,

κ‖ → κ‖/π. (S2)

This changes the formula of the tunneling probability [Eq. (2)] and PT condition [Eq. (3)] as,

P ≈ exp

[

−
π

4ν|F |

(

∆+
FR12(0)

2

)2
]

→ exp

[

−
π2

ν|F |

(

m+
Fνκ‖

4π

)2
]

, (S3)

FPT = −2∆/R12(0) → −
4πm

νκ‖
. (S4)

where R12(0) = νκ‖ is unchanged. All experimental results (Figs. 2-4 in the main text) are analyzed with these formula.

Sample and setup

We utilize a 12C-enriched diamond (001) single crystal grown by chemical vapor deposition. The dimension of the diamond

sample is 3 × 3 × 0.4 mm3. The diamond contains nitrogen with a concentration of 20 ∼ 40 ppb, and the concentration

of the NV center is inferred to be 1/100 of the nitrogen concentration. The NV center showed a long quantum coherence

T2 = 350 µs with a resonance linewidth of 148 kHz. By applying a static magnetic field of B0 ∼ 50 mT parallel to the NV

symmetry axis (+z direction), we polarize the nitrogen nuclear spin of the NV center [38] and purely manipulate a two-level

system consisting of mS = 0 and mS = −1. We perform the time-resolved PL measurements using laser confocal microscopy

for spin initialization and readout. The microwave waveforms are generated by IQ modulation with a vector signal generator

(Tektronix TSG4104A) and an arbitrary waveform generator (Tektronix AWG7122C) to adjust amplitude, phase, and frequency.

A broadband microwave amplifier (Mini-Circuits ZHL-5W-63-S+) and a copper wire coplanar waveguide antenna are used to

reduce the frequency dependence of the microwave. We absorb the microwaves reflected by the coplanar waveguide with a

circulator and a termination not to degrade the amplifier’s characteristics.

Microwave parameters

We derive the Hamiltonian in a rotating frame [Eq. (4) in the main text] based on the Hamiltonian of the NV center in the

laboratory coordinate. The Hamiltonian for the subspace of mS = 0 and mS = −1 is expressed as,

ĤNV = (−D + γeB0)Ŝz + fR cos (2πfmwt+ φmw)Ŝx − fR sin (2πfmwt+ φmw)Ŝy, (S5)

where D = 2.87 GHz is the zero-field splitting, γe = 28 GHz/T is the gyromagnetic ratio, B0 is the static magnetic field

strength, fR is the Rabi frequency corresponding to the microwave field strength, fmw is the microwave frequency, and φmw is

the microwave phase. Since our experiment utilizes a static magnetic field strength B0 ∼ 50 mT, the total field (−D + γeB0)
in the NV symmetry axis (z direction) is negative, the spin precesses clockwise about the z axis, and the resonance frequency is



8

fres = D− γeB0. Because we use a weak microwave (fR ≪ fres), we applied a rotating wave approximation that considers only

the clockwise circularly polarized component of the microwaves.

In a rotating frame around the z axis, the effective field in the z direction can be modulated because the spin precession speed

increases or decreases with the rotational speed of the coordinate. Specifically, in the rotating frame, the Hamiltonian can be

rewritten as,

Ĥr = Û †ĤNVÛ −
i

2π
Û †

(

d

dt
Û

)

, (S6)

where Û = exp
[

2πifmwtŜz

]

is the operator rotating clockwise about the z axis at microwave frequency. The driving field in

this coordinate system can be expressed as,

b =

[

fR cos(φmw),−fR sin(φmw),
d(fdett)

dt

]

, (S7)

where fdet is the microwave detuning from the resonance frequency and satisfies fmw = fref + fdet. We set the microwave

parameters appropriately to represent the driving field of the TLZ Hamiltonian [Eq. (1) in the main text].

Although the sweep duration T is assumed to be infinitely long in the derivation of the tunneling probability [Eq. (2) in the

main text], experimentally its maximum value is limited by available microwave parameter ranges and quantum coherence. The

maximum sweep duration that Eq. (S6) can reproduce the TLZ Hamiltonian is expressed as,

TR = 2
fmax
R

ν|F |
, (S8)

Tdet = 2

√

2fmax
det /

∣

∣κ‖

∣

∣

ν|F |
, (S9)

where fmax
R and fmax

det are the maximum available Rabi frequency and detuning, respectively. In our experiments, we set these

values sufficiently smaller than the Zeeman splitting under 50 mT (fmax
R = 13.6 MHz and fmax

det = 50 MHz) to ignore the

transition between mS = 0,+1 states. The maximum duration in the present experiment is set to T = 10 µs, which is

sufficiently shorter than the present T2, and the shortest duration is adopted after comparing with TR and Tdet. Our simulations

confirmed that the sweep duration is regarded as sufficiently long to reproduce Eq. (2) in the main text.

We also describe the amplitude and phase settings of the rectangular pulses used in the initialization and readout. In contrast

to the rotating frame at the resonance frequency where the spin precession stops, the rotating frame for Eq. (4) in the main text is

faster by the amount of detuning fdet. The rotation angle θ and phase φ to prepare the initial and readout states are expressed as,

θi = acos(bz(0)/|b(0)|), (S10)

φi = −
[π

2
+ atan(by(0)/bx)

]

, (S11)

θf = acos(bz(T )/|b(T )|), (S12)

φf = 2πfdet(T )T −
[

−
π

2
+ atan(by(T )/bx)

]

. (S13)

These microwave phases are defined in a rotating frame at the resonance frequency. We control the spin rotation angle by

adjusting the amplitude of the rectangular microwave pulses with a constant duration of 130 ns.

Numerical simulations

We use the ordinary differential equation solver of MATLAB® to compute the spin state following the TLZ Hamiltonian

with the time-dependent Schrödinger equation. Our simulation assumes an S = 1/2 system in a specific rotating frame [see

Eq. (S6)]. This situation assumes that a transition between mS = 0 state and mS = −1 state can be frequency-selectively

controlled under an external magnetic field (see SAMPLE AND SETUP). We straightforwardly compute the time evolution of

the two-level system. We include a finite sweep duration T in the simulation, and find its effect is negligible except when speed

F ∼ 0 (see next section).
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FIG. S1. Effects of decoherence. (a) The resonance shape of the current NV center measured by pulsed ODMR spectroscopy [39] using a

pulse of Tπ = 28 µs duration. Red dot: experiment, solid black: Gaussian fit. (b,c) Behavior near the adiabatic limit F ∼ 0 for LZ (b) and

TLZ (c) transitions. (d,e) Simulation of dependence on resonance shifts for LZ (b) and TLZ (c) transitions. In (b,c,d,e), red and blue dots are

the experimental data, solid black lines are the TLZ formula , dashed green lines are simulation, and solid orange lines are simulation that

considers the decoherence.

Effect of decoherence

Decoherence is an essential factor in the experiment that is not considered in the TLZ formula [Eq. (2) in the main text] and the

simulations presented in the main text. This decoherence is caused by a stochastic resonance frequency shift of the electron spin

due to interaction with the surrounding environment. Thus, it appears as the linewidth of the resonance spectrum. Figure S1(a)

shows the resonance spectrum of the present NV center. The experimental result (red dot) is well reproduced by the Gaussian

(solid black line) with a full width at a half maximum (FWHM) of 148 kHz. In the coordinate system used in this study, this

noise produces an offset in the z component of the driving field.

This effect becomes vital near the adiabatic limit F ∼ 0 of the gapless systems. Figure S1(b) shows the LZ transition of

the gapless system, obtained at a higher resolution than those in Fig. 4 in the main text. The experimental data (blue dot) show

an oscillatory suppression of the transition probability to 50 % as the speed decreases (F → 0). This behavior is qualitatively

different from the TLZ formula (solid black line) and simulation (dashed green line).

We find that the decoherence causes this suppression. Figure S1(d) is a colormap of the dependence on the resonance shift

of the two-level system. As the absolute shift increases, the probability decreases because the gap increases. We numerically

simulate the influence of decoherence by weighting and integrating the simulation results with a normalized resonance shape

[Fig. S1(a)]. Specifically, we calculated the transition probability as,

Plw =

∫

ρ(fs)P (fs)dfs, (S14)

where ρ(fs) is the normalized Gaussian with FWHM of 148 kHz andP (fs) is the tunneling probability obtained in the simulation

at resonance shift of fs. The result is shown as the solid orange line in Fig.S1(b), which is in quantitative agreement with

the experimental result. This explains the decoherence effect during the transition, which is essentially different from the

decoherence in the LZ interference (for example Ref. [12]). Our simulations assume that the noise frequency is sufficiently low

and that the resonance shift does not change during a single driving field sweep. This assumption is consistent with the fact
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FIG. S2. The effect of microwave amplitude error on tunneling probability. The top, middle, and bottom panels are the results at curvatures

κ‖ = −0.2, 0, and 0.2 µs, respectively. Red dot: experimental data for a 5% increase in rectangular pulse amplitude; green square: simulation

for a 5 % increase in rectangular pulse amplitude; orange triangle: simulation for a 5 % increase in pulse amplitude for the driving field.

that a long T2 is obtained since such low-frequency noise is canceled out by the refocusing in the Hahn echo sequence used to

measure T2.

The corresponding data sets for the TLZ transition at κ‖ = 2.5 µs are shown in Fig. S1(c) and Fig. S1(e). The perfect tunneling

near the adiabatic limit F = 0 appears in the TLZ formula (solid black line) and simulation (dashed green line), whereas it is

suppressed in the experiment (red dot).

The noise effect we observed is crucial in the driving of quantum materials. A realistic Dirac (Weyl) system must have a finite

energy width at the Dirac (Weyl) point. Corresponding to our experimental results, this energy width gives the lower frequency

limit at which the electric field to drive the carriers will function. Strictly, depending on the quantum system, noise may appear

not only in the quadratically varying components of the driving field but also in the gap and linearly varying components. The

frequency of the noise may also vary. These details lead to behavior that is quantitatively different from the present experimental

results but beyond this study’s scope.

Effect of microwave imperfection

The microwave circuits, such as the amplifier and the antenna, generally have nonlinear amplification and frequency depen-

dence on amplitude. This imperfection causes amplitude errors in microwave pulses. The green square and orange triangle in

Fig. S2 are the simulations where only the rectangular pulse and the chirp pulse representing the driving field have an amplitude

error of +5 %, respectively. The top, middle, and bottom panels show the results at curvatures κ‖ = −0.2, 0, and 0.2 µs, re-

spectively. The noise of the rectangular pulses modulates the tunneling probability to a greater extent than the chirp pulses. The

amplitude error of the rectangular pulses results in an error in the spin direction at the initial and final states. We focus on the

F < 0 regions in the κ‖ = −0.2 µs case [lower panel of Fig. S2], where the oscillations are particularly large. This is the area

where the rectangular pulses produce extensive rotations. The red and blue dots in Fig. S2 are the experimental results when

the rectangular pulse amplitude is 5 % larger than in the experiments presented in the main text. The modulation has a larger

amplitude than that in Fig. 2(b) in the main text and exhibits qualitatively the same behavior as in the simulation (green squares).

In detail, the oscillation period of this modulation is somewhat slower with respect to the sweep speed than in the simulation.

An error in the microwave corresponding to the driving field near the gap minima causes such an effect. This error also shifts

the PT condition. We confirm that the simulations with ideal pulses yield an average tunneling probability of 99.7 % for the

curvatures range of Fig. 2(c) in the main text. The deviation from 100 % in Fig. 2(c) in the main text is caused by this shift of

the PT condition.
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FIG. S3. The driving amplitude error dependence of transition probability. The left, center, and right panels are the results for curvatures of

κ‖ = 0.1/m, κ‖ = 1/m, and κ‖ = 10/m, respectively. The amplitude errors are more significant as α deviates from 1. The sweep speed F
in our TLZ model is set such that the maximum transition probability is obtained in the error-free condition (α = 1).

Comparison with other control methods

Here we compare our geometric non-adiabatic control (TLZ model), an adiabatic control, and a resonant control.

Our TLZ model and adiabatic controls differ in bringing the transition probability closer to 100 % and 0 %, respectively. This

difference can be critical in implementability. For example, if we wants to excite carriers from the valence band to the conduction

band, adiabatic control is difficult because it is usually impossible to drive band inversion. On the other hand, in principle, our

TLZ model can realize diabatic transitions across the band gap.

Our TLZ model differs from a resonant control in terms of robustness. In the case of resonant Rabi oscillations, the transition

probability is given by,

P =
1

2
[1− cos (2πfRT )], (S15)

where fR is Rabi frequency, and T is control duration. A perfect transition can be implemented by setting the rotation angle

θ = 2πfRT = π. Since the Rabi frequency fR varies linearly with the drive amplitude, the transition probability is degraded

in the presence of the amplitude error. To quantify the influence, we define an error factor α that changes θ = π → απ. Here,

there is no error when α = 1, and the more it deviates from 1, the larger the error.

Our TLZ model is robust against the amplitude error. As with Rabi oscillations, we assume that the error appears in the driving

amplitudes other than gap, (by = νq → ανq, bz = 1
2κ‖ν

2q2 → α 1
2κ‖ν

2q2). The change of driving fields can be considered

as the following parameter changes; ν → αν and κ‖ → κ‖/α. Interestingly, it does not modify the perfect tunneling condition

[Eq. (S4)]. Thus, it should be robust against the amplitude error.

To quantitatively compare the robustness of our TLZ model with the Rabi oscillation, we show simulation results in Fig. S3.

We examine the transition probability for a wide range of the amplitude error from 0.5 to 4. The left and center panels show the

results for κ‖ = 0.1/m and κ‖ = 1/m, respectively. The transition probability using the Rabi oscillation degrades steeply as

α deviates from 1 and it oscillates with respect to α. On the other hand, as expected, our TLZ model shows a wide error range

that can keep the transition probability above 90 %. This means that our TLZ model is overwhelmingly robust against amplitude

errors.

The right panel shows the results for κ‖ = 10/m. Our TLZ model shows a wide error range that can keep the transition

probability above 80 %. Comparing to other panels, the transition probability degrades with increasing κ‖. This is due to

a breaking of the approximation in our TLZ model [see also Fig. 3 in the manuscript]. The slight increase in the transition

probability when α is greater than 1 is due to the reduction in effective curvature, which mitigates the approximation breaking.

Increasing the curvature κ‖ in our TLZ model leads to faster state transition. Therefore, further understanding of approximation

breaking in our TLZ model may allow us to design even faster, more robust, and higher precision controls.


