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W einvestigatethee�ectoftheenvironm enton a Berry phasem easurem entinvolving a spin-half.

W e m odelthe spin+ environm ent using a biased spin-boson Ham iltonian with a tim e-dependent

m agnetic �eld.W e �nd that,contrary to naive expectations,the Berry phase acquired by the spin

can be observed,but only on tim escales which are neither too short nor very long. However this

Berry phase is not the sam e as for the isolated spin-half. It does not have a sim ple geom etric

interpretation in term s of the adiabatic evolution of either bare spin-states or the dressed spin-

resonancesthatrem ain oncewehavetraced outtheenvironm ent.Thisresultiscrucialforproposed

Berry phase m easurem ents in superconducting nanocircuits as dissipation there is known to be

signi�cant.

PACS num bers:03.65.V f,03.65.Y z,85.25.Cp

It was recently suggested [1]that it should be possi-

ble to observe the Berry phase (BP)[2]in a supercon-

ducting nanostructure,and possibly useitto controlthe

evolution ofthe quantum state [3,4]. This intriguing

sugestion however did not consider the coupling to the

environm ent,which isnevernegligiblein such structures

[5]. To truly understand the feasibility ofthe proposed

experim ent,wem ustknow thee�ectoftheenvironm ent

on the BP.O riginally the BP was de�ned for system s

whose stateswere separated by �nite energy gaps.Here

weask whethera BP can beobserved in a system whose

spectrum iscontinuousbecause itisnotcom pletely iso-

lated from itsenvironm ent.Allrealsystem sarecoupled,

atleastweakly,totheirenvironm entand asaresultnever

have a truly discrete energy levelspectrum . The usual

requirem entforadiabaticity isthattheparam etersofthe

Ham iltonian arevaried slowlycom pared tothegap in the

spectrum .Herethereisno gap so naively onewould say

that adiabaticity is im possible and hence the BP could

neverbe observed. Howeverexperim entshave observed

theBP,both directly and indirectly [6],so thisargum ent

m ustbe too naive.W e therefore take a sim ple m odelin

which a quantum system ,which when isolated exhibits

a BP,iscoupled to m any otherquantum degreesoffree-

dom . W e then ask two questions. Firstly,under what

conditionscan theBP be observed? Secondly,isthe ob-

served BP thesam easthatoftheisolated system ? W hile

others have investigated system s with a BP coupled to

otherdegreesoffreedom [7,8,9],we believe we are the

�rstto explicitly addressthese two questions.

W e distinguish between the system and the environ-

m entin thefollowingway.W ehavecom pleteexperim en-

talcontrolover the system ,but alm ost no controlover

the environm ent. The m ostthatwe can do to the envi-

ronm entisto ensure the \universe" (system + environ-

m ent)isin therm alequilibrium ,with a tem perature T.

W ewillassum ewehaveenough controloverT to takeit

tozero,and thuspreparetheuniversein itsground state.

Howeverany procedure to m easure a BP in an isolated

system m ustinvolvem easuring a phasedi�erencefrom a

superposition oftwo states.W hen thesystem isnotiso-

lated m ostsuch proceduresinvolvethem ixing ofa large

num berofeigenstates(oftheuniverse),thisleadsto the

e�ectsthatwe discussbelow[10].

W e choose to investigate a spin-halfwhich iscoupled

to both a m agnetic �eld and an environm ent(a bath of

harm onic oscillators).O urm odelisa biased spin-boson

m odel[11]with a tim e-dependent �eld. W hen isolated

from itsenvironm ent,thespin exhibitsa BP ifweslowly

rotate the m agnetic �eld around a closed loop. This

m odel,chosen prim arily for its sim plicity,is extrem ely

relevant to a recent proposalfor observing a BP in a

superconducting nanocircuit[1]. W hile we m ake no at-

tem ptto accurately m odelthetruecoupling between the

nanocircuit and its environm ent,we believe our results

givean excellentindication ofwhatto expectin thereal

system . O ur work willalso be very relevant to realisa-

tionsofthe BP quantum com putersproposed in [3].

In thisLetterweconcentrateonanOhm icenvironm ent

[11],with the universe initially atzero-tem perature [12].

W e �nd that the spin-environm ent coupling causes the

spin-eigenstates to becom e spin-resonances which have

the following properties. (i) The energy distance be-

tween them is Lam b shifted by �E . (ii) The higheren-

ergyresonanceexponentiallydecaystotheloweroneon a

tim e-scale,T1,and observablescontainingphaseinform a-

tion exponentialdecay on a tim escaleT2.(iii)Thereare

adiabatic phase-shifts,which divide into two catagories

with di�erentsym m etries;thephasewhichvanisheswhen

theHam iltonian istim e-independentwecall��B P;while

those phase-shifts (and am plitudes) which do not van-

ish weschem atically referto as�shift.Theform erscales

with the winding num ber ofthe BP experim ent,while

the latter does not (see below). Allofthese e�ects go

like the second powerofthe spin-environm entcoupling,

seeeqs.(4)-(6).

E�ect(ii)m eansthatonecannotperform an arbitrar-

ily long experim entto m easurea phase:so wem ust�nd
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the BP from an experim ent where the system ’s Ham il-

tonian is taken round a closed loop in a �nite tim e pe-

riod,tp <
� T2. In such an experim ent there is typically

a non-zero am plitude for returning to the initialstate

and this am plitude has a phase. W e interpret the lat-

terasthe sum ofa dynam ic phase which scaleslinearly

with tp,an adiabaticphase(�B P + �shift)which isinde-

pendentoftp,and non-adiabaticcontributionswhich are

proportionalto �� tp to som enegativepower[13].Here�

isthe energy di�erence between the spin-resonances(we

set�h = 1).Thusthe BP ispresentforarbitrary tp,itis

sim ply m asked by thenon-adiabaticcontributionsunless

tp is long enough. For the BP to be observed we m ust

choosea value fortp which isneithertoo shortnorvery

long,so thatitobeys� � 1 � tp
<
� T2.Howeverwe then

actually observe a com bination of�B P and �shift. To

distinguish between these two e�ectswe note thatwhen

we do notrotate the Ham iltonian �B P = 0 while �shift

isunchanged.

Now we ask ifthe environm ent’s e�ect on the BP is

observable.To do thiswe m ust�rstdecide whatBP we

would naively expectto observe.There aretwo possible

casesto consider: (i)The system evolvesin a m agnetic

�eld thatwe directly control,then we would expectthe

BP to be given by the solid-angleenclosed by that�eld,

�
(0)

B P
. The deviation from this expectation is given by

��B P in eq.(5). For this deviation to be observable it

m ustbe m uch largerthan the non-adiabatic corrections

at tp <
� T2; this m eans that �� T2� ��B P � 1. The

functionalform of T2 and ��B P, in (4) and (5), have

the sam e dependence on the strength ofthe coupling to

the environm ent,C . Thusthe condition reducesto one

dom inated by thedependenceon 
,where
 (de�ned be-

low eq.(5))characterisestheenvironm ent.W e conclude

that there is a wide range ofvalues of
 for which we

can observe ��B P. (ii)The second case ism ore com pli-

cated,butisrelevantto thesuperconducting nanocircuit

in [1].Therewehavenoindependentm easureofthebare

spin Ham iltonian,the controlparam eters(gate voltages

and m agnetic
uxes)enterthespin Ham iltonian in com -

bination with unknown constants (capacitances and in-

ductances).Thusweknow nothing aboutthe barespin-

eigenstates, or the solid angle that they enclose when

we vary the experim entalparam eters. However we can

m easure the spin resonances in the presence ofthe en-

vironm entasa function oftheexperim entalparam eters.

Then onem ightpredictthe observed BP isgiven by the

solid-angle enclosed by these spin-resonances. Thispre-

diction is given above (7);it is ofa sim ilarform to the

correct result,but contains a very di�erent function of

the distribution ofoscillators in the environm ent. The

deviation from thisexpectation isgiven by ��0B P,forit

to beobservablewerequirethat�� T2� ��0B P � 1.Again

thisreducesto a function independentofC ,where��0B P
isobservableovera wide rangeof
.Finally,we assum e

wem easure�shift when fora tim e-independentHam ilto-
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FIG .1:Evolution in step (b)ofthe experim ent,in Lab.and

rotating fram es. The prim ed-basis and plus-basis are both

shown.

nian beforecarryingouttheBP experim ent.Then wedo

notrequire ��B P (or��0B P)to be largerthan �shift for

itto be observable.

To be concrete we assum e here that the BP is m ea-

sured using the spin-echo m ethod[3]. W e consider an

experim entwherewestartwith the�eld alongthez-axis

and theuniverse(spin+ oscillators)isin itsground state

[14]. (a)The �eld isthen (instantaneously)prepared at

its initialvalue,B 0,which is at angle � to the z-axis,

Atthe sam e tim e the spin is(intantaneously)placed in

thestate 1p
2
(j"i+ j#i)relativeto B 0.Then (b)weadia-

batically rotatethem agnetic�eld,B (t),n tim esaround

a closed loop with constant angular velocity,! = ẑ!,

(see Fig.1) for a tim e period,tp = 2�n=!. W e calln

the winding num ber.Afterwhich (c)the spin is
ipped

and (d)the�eld isrotated with angularvelocity � ! for

tim e tp. Finally (e) the spin is 
ipped again and (f)

the spin state ism easured. By \
ip the spin" we m ean

j"i $ j#i,where the " and # are relative to the direc-

tion ofthe B -�eld at that tim e. This can be achieved

by applying a instantaneous �-pulse oriented along the

y-axis.By instantaneouswe m ean m uch fasterthan the

fastest oscillator in the environm ent. W e ask what the

probability isthatthe�nalspin-state,aftercarrying out

(a)-(f),isin a given direction in theplaneperpendicular

to B 0. For an isolated spin-half,the probability ofthe

�nalspin-statebeing 1p
2

�
ei�=2 j"i+ e� i�=2 j#i

�
is[3]

P (�)= 1

2

h

1+ cos

�

� � 4�
(0)

B P

�i

; (1)

where allspin-states are de�ned relative to the axis of

the �eld B 0. M easuring this probability as a function

of� yields the BP for an isolated spin,�
(0)

B P
= �n(1 �

cos�). W e wish to know what we observe ifwe carry

out the sam e m easurem ent for a spin which has been

weakly coupled to a bath ofoscillators throughout the

experim ent.

TheHam iltonian weconsidercontainsthespin-halfin

the above tim e-dependent m agnetic �eld, B (t), which

is also coupled to a bath of harm onic oscillators with

frequenciesf
jg.W riting itin term sofcreation,b̂y,and
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annihilation,b̂,operatorsforthe oscillators,

H (t) = �
g

2
B (t)��̂ +

X

j;�


j

�

b̂
y

j;� b̂j;� +
1

2

�

�
g

2

X

j;�

C�

(2m 
j)
1=2

�

b̂
y

j;� + b̂j;�

�

�̂� ; (2)

where j issum m ed overalloscillatorsand � issum m ed

over the (x;y;z) com ponents of the oscillator. The

num ber of oscillators with frequency 
 to 
 + d
 is

p(
)d
. The spectraldensity [11]is given by J(
) =
P

j
�(gC )2 (2m 
j)

� 1
�(
� 
j)= �(gC )2p(
)(2m 
)

� 1
.

Herewerestrictourselvestoz-axisspin-environm entcou-

pling with C� = C ��z [15]. Then for B � � = B �z,

the exact ground state of the universe[14] is sim ply

j"i
Q

j
j0j

"
i where oscillator j is in the ground state,

j0j
"
i, of the harm onic potentialcentred at

�
0;0;1

2
gC

�
.

W e consider an O hm ic bath ofoscillators with J(
) =
�

2
~C 2
exp[� 
=
 m ],and work in the lim it ofsm alldi-

m ensionlesscoupling ~C � gC (�=m )1=2 � 1.

The tim e-dependence in (2) m akes the problem un-

pleasant,howeverwerem ovethisby goingtotheprim ed-

basiswhich rotateswith theB -�eld.In thisnon-inertial

basisthespin experiencesan e�ective�eld
�
B 0 + g� 1!

�
.

Forourproblem the e�ective �eld isB + for0 < t< tp

(shown in Fig.1),and B � fortp < t< 2tp,whereB � =
�
B 0 � g� 1!ẑ

�
.Having rem oved thetim e-dependent,we

calculatetheevolution ofthe system in the fram ewhich

hasitsz-axisparalleltothe�eld (eitherB + orB � )these

fram eswecalltheplus-and m inus-basisrespectively (the

form erisshown in Fig.1).Finally werotateback to the

lab-fram eto evaluateobservables.

Before we give a detailled explanation ofhow we cal-

culate the spin’s evolution in the presence ofthe envi-

ronm ent,we giving our results. The anisotropic nature

ofthe coupling results in P (�) containing O [~C 2]-term s

which go like exp[� igB tp].To sim plify the resulting ex-

pressionsweaveragetp overa range>� (gB )� 1 to rem ove

these term s,then

P (�) = 1

2

h

1+ e� 2tp=T2 cos(� � 4�B P � �1)

+ j�2je
� 2tp=T2 cos(� + 4�B P � arg[�2])

+ j�3j
�
2e� 2tp=T2 � e� 4tp=T2

�
cos(� � arg[�3])

� �4 cos�

i

; (3)

where �B P = �
(0)

B P
+ ��B P. For com pactness we have

dropped an uninterestingrealO [~C 2t0p]term from the�rst

exponent while retaining such term s elsewhere. The �s

(which wereschem atically refered to as�shift above)are

O [~C 2]and so arecom parableto ��B P;howeverthey are

independentofthe tim e-dependence ofH (t),and hence

independentofthe winding num ber,n.W e �nd,

T
� 1
2 = (2T1)

� 1 = �

8
~C 2
m 
e

� 
 sin2 � (4)

��B P = �

8
n ~C 2

�
f
0(
)� 2
� 1f(
)

�
sin2 � cos� ; (5)

where 
 = gB =
m . The function f(x) = xexEi(� x)+

xe� xEi(x) where we de�ne Ei(x) as the principal-value

of the Exponentialintegral,
R1
� x

dte� t=t, and f0(x) �

df(x)=dx. Eq. (5) is sim ply the !-dependent term in

theLam b shiftoftheenergy when in therotating fram e.

This generatesa term ofO [n� t0p]in the phase which in

the laboratory fram eisa contribution to the BP.

Then-independentfactorsare

�1 = 1

4
~C 2
�e� 
 sin�

�
cos� + 1

4
sin�

�

�2 = 1

16
~C 2
�


� 1
f(
)+ i�e� 


�
sin2 �

�3 = 1

4
~C 2
��


� 1
f(
)+ i�e� 


�
sin� cos� � 2
� 1 sin�

�

�4 = 1

2
~C 2
�
e
Ei(� 
)sin� cos� � 


� 1 sin�
�
: (6)

Now we check that the BP is not sim ply given by the

solid-angleenclosed by the spin-resonances.Ifthiswere

the case then the BP for this experim ent would be

�
(0)

B P
� �

4
n ~C 2
� 1f(
)sin2 � cos�, the correct result de-

viatesfrom thisprediction by

��0B P = �

8
n ~C 2

f
0(
)sin2 � cos� ; (7)

form ost
 thisdeviation issigni�cant.

W e now discuss the m ethod we use to obtain these

results. The Ham iltonian in the prim ed-basis is tim e-

independentand isgiven by

H 0(B � ) = �
g

2
B � ��̂ +

X

j


j

�

b̂
y

j
b̂j +

1

2

�

�
g

2

X

j

C

(2m 
j)
1=2

�

b̂
y

j + b̂j

�

�̂z : (8)

Ifwe write the spin’s initialdensity m atrix as �0 and

the oscillators initial density m atrix as �osc0 , then we

are interested in the spin density m atrix at tim e t,

after we have traced over the oscillator states, �t =

troscÛt(�0 
 �osc0 )Û
y

t,where Ût is the evolution opera-

tor. W e �nd it helpfulto write the spin density m a-

trix asa vector� whose elem entsare (�11;�12;�21;�22).

Then the spin evolution equation (after the oscillators

have been traced over)can be written as �t = K (t)�0,

where this de�nes K (t) as a four-by-four m atrix which

gives the tim e evolution of the elem ents of the spin’s

density m atrix. The initialstate ofthe oscillators en-

tersin the functionalform ofthe elem entsofK (t). For

the experim entdescribed above eq. (1)we need to cal-

culate �2tp = K

ip

K (B + ;tp)K

ip

K (B � ;tp)�0. The

spin-
ip isassum ed to befastenough to leavealltheos-

cillators unchanged while 
ipping the spin,then in the

prim ed-basis K 
ip sim ply has \1"s on the o�-diagonal

and \0"s elsewhere. This leaves the calculation ofthe

propagation m atrix K (B + ;tp),we can �nd K (B � ;tp)

by reversing the sign of! throughout. For weak cou-

pling to the bath it is naturalto work in the plus-basis

(see Fig.1),which hasitsz-axisparallelto B + ,in this

basisK (B + ;tp)becom esdiagonalif ~C ! 0.Finally the

coupling between spin and oscillators in the plus-basis
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FIG .2: The four classes ofO
�
~C 2
�
-contributions to � + (�)

are shown here.The upper(lower)line isthe Retarded (Ad-

vanced) non-interacting (C � = 0) spin-propagator. Every-

thingisin thebasiswherethesepropagatorsarediagonal(the

plus-basisfor� + ).The spin-state is� with " (#)� + 1(� 1).

The dotted-linesare the spin-spin interactions after we have

traced outthe oscillatorswhich couple to the spin via �� .

at tim e tis C + (t) = C
0(t)R + ,where R + is the SO (3)

rotation from the prim ed-basisto the plus-basis.

Now we use the real-tim e transport m ethod [16] to

writethe following di�erentialequation forK + (t),

@tK
+ (t)= � iE+ K + (t)+

Z t

0

d��+ (�)K+ (t� �); (9)

where allbold sym bols are 4 � 4 m atrices. The m a-

trix E
+ gives the evolution ofthe propagation m atrix

when there is no coupling to the bath. Because we are

in the plus-basis it is diagonal with E
+
11 = E

+
44 = 0

and E
+
22 = � E

+
33 = � gB+ � � g

�
�B + g� 1!

�
�. The

m atrix �
+ (�) is the contribution ofallirreducible di-

agram s with one or m ore interactions with the bath of

oscillators. Equation (9) is exact, however to proceed

we treatthisequation to �rstorderin ~C 2. Thusin the

integralon the left hand side of(9) we treat � + (�) to

�rstorderin ~C 2 and K
+ (t� �) to zeroth order. So we

can write K
+ (t� �) ’ K

+ (t)K +
0 (� �) where the cor-

rectionsto the approxim ationsare O [~C 2]and so can be

ignored. Now �
+ , which is evaluated below, is dom -

inated by sm all-� so we take the upper lim it on the

integralto in�nity. The error we m ake in doing so is

O
�
(
m tp)

� 1
�
which we neglect. This system atic ap-

proxim ation resultsin the interaction becom ing localin

tim e.Then weget@tK
+ (t)= [� iE+ + X

+ ]K + (t)where

X
+ =

R1
0

d��+ (�)K+
0 (� �),and diagonalisethe m atrix

(� iE+ + X
+ )to �nd K + (t).

Now we brie
y discussthe evaluation of� + to lowest

order in ~C 2. At this order we need only consider irre-

ducible diagram s with a single interaction with the os-

cillators.W hen the oscillatorsare traced outthey leave

an interaction between thespin attim etand tim et� �.

The resulting �rst-orderirreducible diagram sare shown

in Fig.2. The contribution to � + ofthe diagram with

an interaction via �� at tim e t and another via �� 0 at

tim e t0,afterwe havesum m ed overthe O hm icbath,is

� �
g
2
�

8m

�
C
T
+ (t)C + (t

0)
�

�� 0

�

(

[��]�i�

[��]~�~� i

) (

[�� 0]
�� j

[�� 0]
~�j ~�

)


2
m e

igB
+
(�� ~�)�=2

(1+ i�
m �)
2

; (10)

where� = � 1,� = � 1,and othervariablesareshown in

Fig.2. The upper (lower)term in f� � � g is applicable if

the relevantvertex ison R (A).� is + 1 (� 1)when the

�0 vertex ison R (A).� is+ 1 (� 1)ifthe interaction is

R{R orA{A (R{A orA{R).

In conclusion, the BP can be observed in a non-

isolated system , if the coupling to the environm ent is

weak enough that gB � T
� 1
2 . The adiabatic phase is

�
(0)

B P
+ ��B P + �shift,but �shift is not considered a BP

because itdoesnotvanish when n = 0. So the BP dif-

fers from that ofa isolated spin by ��B P ,given in Eq.

(5). The proportionality of��B P to n hintsthatithas

som egeom etriccharacter,howeveritisa function ofthe

environm ent’sspectrum and thus the totalBP is not a

sim ple geom etricquantity.
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