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W e investigate the e ect ofthe environm ent on a Berry phase m easurem ent involving a spin-half.
W e m odel the spin+ environm ent using a biased spinboson Ham ittonian with a tim e-dependent
magnetic eld.W e nd that, contrary to naive expectations, the B erry phase acquired by the soin
can be observed, but only on tin 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 sin ple geom etric
Interpretation in tem s of the adiabatic evolution of either bare spin-states or the dressed spin—
resonances that rem ain once we have traced out the environm ent. T his resul is crucial for proposed
Berry phase m easurem ents In superconducting nanocircuits as dissipation there is known to be

signi cant.

PACS numbers: 03.65V £, 03.65Y z, 8525Cp

Tt was recently suggested @] that it should be possi-
ble to observe the Berry phase (BP)‘-{_Z] In a supercon—
ducting nanostructure, and possbly use it to controlthe
evolution of the quantum state [, 4]. This htriguing
sugestion however did not consider the coupling to the
environm ent, which is never negligble In such structures
B]. To truly understand the fasibility of the proposed
experim ent, we m ust know the e ect ofthe environm ent
on the BP. O rigihally the BP was de ned for system s
whose states were segparated by nite energy gaps. Here
we ask whether a BP can be observed in a system whose
spectrum  is continuous because it is not com pletely iso—
lated from isenvironm ent. A 1l realsystem s are coupled,
at least weakly, to theirenvironm ent and asa resul never
have a truly discrete energy level spectrum . The usual
requirem ent foradiabaticity isthat the param etersofthe
H am ilttonian are varied slow Iy com pared to the gap In the
spectrum . H ere there is no gap so naively one would say
that adiabaticity is im possble and hence the BP could
never be observed. H ow ever experin ents have observed
the BP, both directly and indirectly fa], so this argum ent
must be too naive. W e therefore take a sin ple m odel In
which a quantum system , which when isolated exhibits
a BP, is coupled to m any other quantum degrees of free—
dom . W e then ask two questions. F irstly, under what
conditions can the BP be cbserved? Secondly, is the ob-
served BP the sam e asthat ofthe isolated system ? W hile
others have investigated system s with a BP coupled to
other degrees of freedom ij, '@', :_Si], we believe we are the

rst to explicitly address these two questions.

W e distinguish between the system and the environ-
m ent in the ollow hgway. W e have com plete experin en—
tal control over the system , but alm ost no control over
the environm ent. The m ost that we can do to the envi-
ronm ent is to ensure the \universe" (system + environ—
ment) is In them al equilbrium , w ith a tem perature T .
W e w ill assum e we have enough controlover T to take it
to zero, and thus prepare the universe In itsground state.
However any procedure to m easure a BP In an isolated

system m ust nvolve m easuring a phase di erence from a
superposition of two states. W hen the system isnot iso—
lated m ost such procedures involve the m ixing of a large
num ber of eigenstates (ofthe l_mjyerse), this Jeads to the
e ects that we discuss below [L01].

W e choose to Investigate a spin-half which is coupled
to both a m agnetic eld and an environm ent (@ bath of
ham onic oscillators). O urm odel is a biased spin-boson
m odel Q-i-] with a tin edependent eld. W hen isolated
from its environm ent, the spin exhibitsa BP ifwe sow Iy
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 proposal for observing a BP In a
superconducting nanocircui 'E:]. W hile we m ake no at—
tem pt to accurately m odel the true coupling betw een the
nanocircuit and its environm ent, we believe our resuls
give an excellent ndication ofwhat to expect in the real
system . Our work will also be very relevant to realisa-
tions ofthe BP quantum com puters proposed In [3].

_In thisLetterw e concentrate on an O hm ic environm ent
{[1], w ith the universe initially at zero-tem perature {13].
W e nd that the spin-environm ent coupling causes the
spin-eigenstates to becom e spin—resonances which have
the follow ing properties. (1) The energy distance be-
tween them is Lamb shifted by E . (i) The higher en—
ergy resonance exponentially decaysto the loweroneon a
tin escale, T, and observables containing phase inform a—
tion exponentialdecay on a tim escale T, . (i) T here are
adiabatic phaseshifts, which divide into two catagories
w ith di erent sym m etries; the phase w hich vanishesw hen
the H am iltonian is tin e-independent we call yp;whik
those phaseshifts (@nd am plitudes) which do not van—
ish we schem atically referto as  gin - T he fom er scales
w ith the winding number of the BP experim ent, while
the latter does not (see below ). A1l of these e ects go
like the second power of the spin-environm ent coupling,
see egs. (.’_4)—@) .

E ect (i) m eansthat one cannot perform an arbitrar-
ily Jong experin ent to m easure a phase: sowemust nd
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the BP from an experin ent where the system ’s Ham i~
tonian is taken round a closed loop n a nite tine pe-
riod, t, < Tz. In such an experin ent there is typically
a non—zero am plitude for retuming to the initial state
and this am plitude has a phase. W e interpret the lat—
ter as the sum of a dynam ic phase which scales linearly
w ith %, an adiabaticphase ( gp + «ir) which is inde-
pendent oft,, and non-adiabatic contrlbutionswhich are
proportionalto £ to som e negative pow er[_l-é] Here

is the energy di erence between the soin-resonances (we
seth = 1). Thusthe BP ispresent for arbitrary t,, it is
sin ply m asked by the non-adiabatic contributionsunless
% is Jong enough. For the BP to be cbserved we must
choose a value for t, which is neither too short nor very
Iong, so that it cbeys ' t, < T,.Howeverwe then
actually observe a combiation of gp and qir. TO
distinguish between these two e ects we note that when
we do not rotate the Ham iltonian gp = 0 while g4in
is unchanged.

Now we ask if the environm ent’s e ect on the BP is
observable. To do thiswemust rst decide what BP we
would naively expect to ocbserve. T here are two possble
cases to consider: (i) The system evolves in a m agnetic

eld that we directly control, then we would expect the
BP to be given by the solid-anglk enclosed by that eld,
éog . The deviation from this expectation is given by
pp 1IN &g. z_ﬂ). For this deviation to be observable it
must be much larger than the non-adiabatic corrections
at t, < T,; this means that T B 1. The
finctional orm of T, and  zp, n @) and @), have
the sam e dependence on the strength of the coupling to
the environm ent, C . Thus the condition reduces to one
dom nated by the dependence on ,where (de ned be-
Iow eg. C_ﬁ)) characterdises the environm ent. W e conclude
that there is a wide range of values of for which we
can observe pp . (i) The second case ism ore com pli-
cated, but is relevant to the superconducting nanocircuit
n ﬁ_}]. T here we have no independent m easure ofthebare
soin Ham ilttonian, the control param eters (gate voltages
and m agnetic uxes) enter the spin H am iltonian in com —
bination with unknown constants (capacitances and in—
ductances). Thus we know nothing about the bare spin—
eigenstates, or the solid anglk that they enclose when
we vary the experim ental param eters. However we can
m easure the soin resonances in the presence of the en—
vironm ent as a function of the experin ental param eters.
T hen one m ight predict the cbserved BP is given by the
solid-angle enclosed by these spin-resonances. This pre—
diction is given above (-'j:); it is of a sim ilar form to the
correct result, but contains a very di erent function of
the distrbution of oscillators In the environm ent. The
deviation from this expectation isgiven by 9., Hri
tobe observabkewe requirethat 5 J, 1l.Again
this reduces to a finction independent ofC ,where 3,
is observable over a w ide range of . Finally, we assum e
wemeasure g ig When fora tinm e-independent H am iltto—

Lab. frame T z=7'

Y=Y+

FIG.1l: Evolution In step (o) of the experin ent, in Lab. and
rotating fram es. The prim ed-basis and plisbasis are both
shown.

nian before carrying out the BP experin ent. Then we do
not require  zp (or J,) tobe largerthan g Or
it to be ocbservable.

To be concrete we assum e here that the BP ismea—
sured using the spin-echo m ethod B]. W e consider an
experim ent where we start w ith the eld along the z-axis
and the universe (soin+ oscillators) is in its ground state
fi4]. (@) The eWd isthen (instantaneously) prepared at
is initial value, B o, which is at angle  to the z-axis,
At the sam e tim e the spin is (Intantaneously) placed in
the state pl—z (J'i+ i) rlativeto B . Then () we adia-
batically rotate them agnetic eld, B (t), n tim es around
a closed loop wih constant angular velociy, ! = 2!,
(see Fjg.:!:) fora tine period, §, = 2 n=!. We calln
the w nding num ber. A ffer which (c) the spin is Ipped
and (d) the eld is rotated w ith angular velocity ! for
tine . Fially () the soin is ijpped again and (f)
the soin state ismeasured. By \ I the spin" we m ean
F'i $ i, where the " and # are relative to the direc—
tion of the B — eld at that tine. This can be achieved
by applying a instantaneous -pulse oriented along the
y-axis. By Instantaneous we m ean m uch faster than the
fastest oscillator In the environm ent. W e ask what the
probability is that the nalspin-state, after carrying out
@)—(, is In a given direction in the plane perpendicular
to B o. For an isolated spin-half, the probability of the

nal spin-state being pl—z 2 9it et Hi isf)

h i

P()=2%2 1+ cos 4.0 @

w here all spin-states are de ned relative to the axis of
the eld B 3. M easuring this probability as a function
of yiels the BP for an isolated spin, o = n(
s ). We wish to know what we observe if we carry
out the sam e m easurem ent for a soin which has been
weakly coupled to a bath of oscillators throughout the
experim ent.

T he H am iltonian we consider contains the spin-halfin
the above tin edependent m agnetic eld, B (t), which
is also coupled to a bath of ham onic oscillators w ith
frequencies f jg. W riting it in term s ofcreau'on,ﬁy, and



annihilation, B, operators for the oscillators,
g

BEO = SBO 4 ; B By o+ 2
Ji
X
g C I~
e - A T %)
2 5 (2m j)1:2 Ji BJ' (
where j is summ ed over all oscillators and  is summ ed
over the (x;y;z) components of the oscillator. The
number of oscillators with frequency to + d is
B()d . The spectral density 01} is given by J( ) =
, @rem 5t (9= @Pp()em ) !
H ere w e restrict ourselves to z-axis soin-environm ent cou—
pling with C = C , [I5]. Then ©rB = B,

the.exact ground state of the universe [_17_1] is smply
J'i ;i where oscillbtor j is in the ground state,
)i, of the ham onic potential centred at O;O;%gC

W e consider an O hm ic bath of oscillatorswih J( ) =
5C? exp[ = n) and work iIn the lin it of small di-
m ensionless couplng ¢ gC ( =m }=2 1.

The tin edependence In @) m akes the problem un-—
pleasant, how everw e rem ove thisby going to the prin ed—
basis which rotatesw ith the B — eld. In this non-inertial
basisthe spin experiencesan e ective eld B o+ g !
For our problem thee ective eld isB , for0< t< §
(shown nFig.d),andB frt, < t< 2t,whereB =

By, g?'!'2 .Havihg rem oved the tin edependent, we
calculate the evolution of the system in the fram e which
has itsz-axisparallelto the eld (eitherB . orB ) these
fram esw e callthe plus—and m inus-basis respectively (the
form er is shown in Fig. i) . Finally we rotate back to the
lab-fram e to evaluate observables.

Before we give a detailled explanation of how we cal-
culate the spin’s evolution In the presence of the envi-
ronm ent, we giving our resuls. The anisotropic nature
of the coupling results in P ( ) contaihing O €2 Hem s
which go ke exp[ igB % ]. To simplify the resulting ex—
pressionswe average t, overa range > @B) ! to rem ove
these term shthen

P()=%l+eZtP:Tzoos( 45p 1)
+32de T oos( +4pp  amglz)
+ 3332 %72 e cos( arg[3)
1
4008 3)
where gp = éo; + sp . FOr compactness we have

dropped an uninteresting real0 Ct) Jtem from the rst
exponent whilk retaining such tem s elseswhere. The s
(W hich were schem atically refered to as ¢ ix above) are
O Dz]and SO are com parable to Bp ; however they are
independent of the tim edependence of H (t), and hence
Independent of the w nding number, n. We nd,

T,' = @T1) '=5C° 4 e sk’ @

gp = znC? £°() 2 '£()sn® cos ; ©)

where = gB= , . The function f k) = x€*Ei( x) +
xe *Ei(x) where we de ne E%{;lc) as the principalvalue
of the Exponential integral, ~ dte *=t, and f°()
df x)=dx. Eq. @) is sinply the ! dependent tem i
the Lam b shift ofthe energy when in the rotating fram e.
This generates a term of O 2§ in the phase which in
the lboratory fram e is a contrbution to the BP.
T he n-independent factors are

1 = C% e sh cos +3:sh
2= £C? lf()+ie s’
= 1C2 1f . . 1 .
3= 1 ()+ie sh cos 2 ~sin
4 = 2C? eEi( )sin cos tsino: ©)

Now we check that the BP is not sinply given by the
solid-angle enclosed by the spin—resonances. If this were
the case then the BP for this experim ent would be
éo; snC? T ysi® cos , the correct result de—
viates from this prediction by
8p = FnC%fo%( )si® cos ; )
formost thisdeviation is signi cant.
W e now discuss the m ethod we use to obtain these
results. The Ham itonian in the prin ed-basis is tin e-
Independent and is given by

HOB )= 2B c+ 5 BB+t

X C

g
2 (2m j)1=2 B;/ *
If we write the spin’s initial density matrix as [, and
the oscillators initial density matrix as §*, then we
are Interested in the spin densiy matrix at tine t,
after we have traced over the oscillator states, + =
trelt (o $%)UY, where U, is the evolution opera-—
tor. We nd i helpfiil to write the spin density m a—
trix asa vector whose elementsare (117 125 217 22)-
Then the soin evolution equation (after the oscillators
have been traced over) can bewritten as . = K © o,
where this de nes K (t) as a Purby-four m atrix which
gives the tin e evolution of the elem ents of the spin’s
density m atrix. The initial state of the oscillators en-—
ters In the functional form of the elem ents ofK (t). For
the experin ent describbed above eq. ('_]:) we need to cal-
culate , =K PK B:;t)K PK B ;) ,.The
soin- Ip isassum ed to be fast enough to leave allthe os—
cillators unchanged whilke Iping the soin, then in the
prin ed-basis K ® sinply has \1"s on the o -diagonal
and \0"s elseswhere. This laves the calculation of the
propagation matrix K B + ;& ), wecan nd K B ;%)
by reversing the sign of ! throughout. For weak cou-
pling to the bath it is natural to work in the plusasis
(see Fjg.-'}'), which has its z-axis parallel to B ;. , In this
basisK B + ;&) becom esdiagonalifC' ! 0. Finally the
coupling between soin and oscillators in the plusbasis
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FIG.2: The Hur classs of0 C? —contrbutionsto * ()

are shown here. The upper (lower) line is the Retarded @A d-
vanced) non-interacting (C = 0) spin-propagator. Every—
thing is In the basis w here these propagators are diagonal (the
plisbasis or *). The spin-stateis with " (¢#) +1( 1).
T he dotted-lines are the spin-soin Interactions after we have
traced out the oscillators which couple to the spin via

attinetisC, (t) = C°©OR,+, where R, is the SO (3)
rotation from the prin ed-basis to the plisbasis.
Now we use the realktime transport m ethod ﬁ_l-é] to
w rite the follow ing di erent%alequatjon orK * (),
t

EK"©®+ d "T()K ¢ )i )

0

QK'Y @ =

where all bold symbols are 4 4 m atrices. The ma-
trix E* gives the evolution of the propagation m atrix
when there is no coupling to the bath. Because we are

in the plusbasis i is diagonalwih E;;, = E;, = 0

and E;, = Ej; = gB' gB +g ! . The
matrix * ( ) is the contrbution of all irreducble di-
agram s w ith one or m ore interactions w ith the bath of
oscillators. E quation @) is exact, however to proceed
we treat this equation to rst order in C?. Thus i the

integral on the kft hand side of {d) we treat * () to
rst order in C? and K * (t ) to zeroth order. So we
can write K * (£ ) 7 K K, ( ) where the cor-
rections to the approxin ations are O C?]and so can be

ignored. Now ', which is evaluated below, is dom —
nated by small- so we take the upper lin it on the
Integral to in nity. The error we m ake in doing so is

O (mt) ! which we neglect. This system atic ap—
proxim ation results in the interaction becom ing local in

tin e. "Jhl}enweget@tKJr = E +X*IK"* (t) where

X*= 7 d *()K§( ), and diagonalise the m atrix
( E*+X")to ndK* @®.

Now webrie y discuss the evaluation of * to Iowest
order n C?. At this order we need only consider irre—
duchble diagram s w ith a sihgle interaction w ih the os—
cillators. W hen the oscillators are traced out they leave
an interaction between the spin attinetand tine t
The resulting rstorder irreducble diagram s are shown
in Fig.d. The contrbution to * of the diagram w ith
an Interaction via at tine t and another via o at
tin e t%, after we have sum m ed over the O hm ic bath, is

S cToc, @
( )

8m
[ 1, [ o] 2 gk

+1i g

T =2

7 7

10)

Fig.d. The upper (ower) tem in £
the relevant vertex ison R @A). is+1 ( 1) when the
Overtex ison R @). is+1 ( 1) ifthe nteraction 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. The adiabatic phase is

éo; + Bp T  shiftr DUL  gip IS noOt considered a BP
because it does not vanish when n = 0. So the BP dif-
fers from that of a isolated spin by  gp, given In Eq.
6'5) . The proportionality of gp to n hints that it has
som e geom etric character, however it is a fnction ofthe
environm ent’s spectrum and thus the total BP is not a

sin ple geom etric quantity.
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