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Berry phase effects in magnetism E9.3

1 Introduction

In 1983, Berry made the surprising discovery that a quantystem adiabatically transported
round a closed circuit in the space of external parameters acquires, besidesrthikafady-

namical phase, a non-integrable phase depending only @etimaetry of the circuit [1]. This

Berry phase, which had been overlooked for more than halhtucg provides us a very deep
insight on the geometric structure of quantum mechanicsgares rise to various observable
effects. The concept of the Berry has now become a centrlingiconcept in quantum me-
chanics, with applications in fields ranging from chemistrgondensed matter physics {2, 3].

The aim of the present lecture is to give an elementary initbdn to the Berry phase, and
to discuss its various implications in the field of magnetisvhere it plays an increasingly
important role. The reader is referred to specialized teoitls [2, 3] for a more comprehensive
presentation of this topic.

2 Parallel transport in geometry

The importance of the Berry phase stems from the fact thavéals the intimate geometrical
structure underlying quantum mechanics. It is therefope@priate to start with an introduction
of the fundamental concept péirallel transport in a purely geometrical context; we follow here
the discussion given by Berry in Ref; [4].

This is best illustrated by means of a simple example. Censadsurface (e.g., a plane, a
sphere, a cone, etc.) and a vector constrained to lie evengaih the plane tangent to the
surface. Next, we wish to transport the vector on the surfa@@our rotating it around the
axis normal to the surface, as illustrated in Fig. 1. We are interested, in particuliehie case, in
which the arrow is transported round aclosed circuit @ ! 2! 3! 1). We may encounter
two different situations: (i) if the surface is flat, as on Figa), then the arrow always remains
parallel to its original orientation, and therefore is uached after completion of the circuit
(i) if, however, the surface is curved as on Fig. 1(b,c), the arrow, being constrainectm|
the local tangent plane, cannot remain parallel to its naborientation, and after completion
of the circuitc, it is clearly seen to have been rotated by an angt®, a phenomenon referred
to asanholonomy.

Fig. 1: Sketch of parallel transport on (a) a plane, (b) a sphere, and (c) a cone.

Let us now formalize this procedure. The arrow is represkbiea tangent unit vectos’,
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transported along a circuit  fr@ = 0 ! Tgon the surface. Defining (r) as the unit
vector normal to the surface at pointwe define a second tangent unit vectér n &
which is also parallel transported on the surface alonghe 3 unit vectorsn ;e';e?) form an
orthonormal reference frame. &S ande? are transported, they have to rotate with an angular
velocity ! (to be determined) if the surface is not flat, i.e., the equadf motion ofe’ ande?

is

ef = | g @= 1;2); Q)

where the overdot indicates the time derivative. One caityesee that in order to fulfill the
requirements that' ande? remain tangent unit vectors (i.e&; n = 0, (= 1;2)) and never
rotate arounah (i.e., ! n = 0), the angular velocity has to be given by

! =n n: (2)
The law of parallel transport is therefore
e"=m n) &= € nn: 3)

This law can be expressed in a form more suitable for gezeataln to the case of quantum
mechanics, by defining the complex unit vector

e @
with
©o- L (5)
The law of parallel transport now reads
= 0: (6)

In order to express the rotation of the unit vectas; e?) as they move around, we need to
chose dixed local orthonormal framen (r);t* (r);t* (r))on the surface. The normal unit vector
n (r) is of course uniquely determined by the surface, but we hawefaity of possible choices
for t' (r) (we simply impose that it is a smooth function ©f which corresponds to a gauge
freedom; once we have made a choicetfo(r), thent? (r) is of course uniquely determined.
We next define the complex unit vector

th @) + 12 (r)
- e =

; (7)

u (r)
with, of course,
u’r) u@= 1: (8)
The relation between the parallel transported frame anéixee one is expressed as

©=expl i ©®lu ©®); 9)
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where () is the angle by whicht ;%) must be rotated to coincide witl' ;e?). We obtain the
equation satisfied by (t) by inserting the above definition in the equation of paratahsport
(8), and obtain

0= % —=  i—ud u+t u: (20)

Sinceu® u = landther: uisimaginary, we get

—=Tm @ w; (11)
so that
I
C) = Im u’ du (12)
I C
= t?  dt (13)

If we choose a coordinate syste ;X ,) on our surface , and define the vector field (r)
(usually called &onnection) on as

» Qu;s X))
A;X) Im uii) @in

; (14)

where we have used Einstein’convention of summation oyerated indices, we get
I
c)= AK) dX; (15)
C

which constitutes thé-form expression of the anholonomy anglec). The connectioa X )
depends on our particular gauge choicetfox ): if we make a new choice'’x ) which is
brought in coincidence with! X ) by a rotation of angle ), i.e., if we make the gauge
transformation

uX)! ') exp( 1 X))u); (16)

we obtain a new connection

@u;0 @
u;0( ) CALK) ).

: 17
@X; @X (17

A{®) I u0X)
However, since

r () dr= d @) = 0; (18)

C C

we can see that the expression (15) for the anholonomy angleis indeed gauge invariant, as
it should.

A more intuitive understanding of the anholonomy angle mayobtained if we use Stokes’
theorem to express it as a surface integral. In doing so, \envere should pay attention to
the possible existence of holes in the surfacdf this is the case, is said to be non simply
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Fig. 2: Sketch of a non simply connected surface , with 2 holes (hatched areas), limited by the
contours C, and C,.

connected. An example is sketched on Fig. 2, where the surfd@as 2 holes limited by the
contoursc; andc, (hatched areas on Fig. 2). Applying Stokes theorem, we th&iro
77
X
€)= BX)X;&X,+ N;C) @): (19)

5 i

where the surface is the subset of the surfacelimited by the circuit (dotted area on Fig. 2),

C, N ; (C is the winding number of circuit around the hole (i.e., the difference between the
number of turns in counterclockwise and clockwise diretjo

I
G) AX) & (20)
Ci
is the anholonomy angle of circuit and
@A, @A,
B
®) @X, QX5
- m @’ @u Qu® Qu : 21)

@X,; @X, @X, @X;,

Equation {I9) constitutes theform expression of the anholonomy anglec). One can see
immediately that, unlike the connectian x ), the quantityB X ) is gauge invariant. The
geometrical meaning a8 X ) stems from its relation to th&aussian curvature K of  at
pointx , i.e.,

ds

B dX ,;dX, = K ds _—
KX R (X)R,((X)

(22)
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whereRr ; X ) andR , X ) are the principal curvature radii at poixt In the case of the sphere,
this is easily checked by explicit calculation, taking tiseial spherical angles ;’ ) as variables

X 1;X »). Since the Gaussian curvature is related to the solid anglespanned by the normal
unit vectorn by

B = . X, (23)
we finally get
X 2% 77
C) N:iC) @)= Smdxldxf Sd2 = ) (24)

i

where (S) is the solid angle described by the normal vecioon the surfaces. That the
above results hold not only for a sphere, but for any surfacebe understood easily from the
following argument: Eq./(3) shows that the trajectory of plagallel transported tangent vectors
is entirely determined by the trajectory of the normal ueittorn alongc. We can therefore
map the trajector on the surface to a trajectoryc® on the sphere of unit radius?, by
mapping each point of onto the point ofs? with the same normal vecter. This implies that
we can restrict ourselves to studying the case of paraflabport ors 2 and obtain conclusions
valid for parallel transport on any surface

Let us examine these results for the examples sketched o Figor the case of the plane,
the anholonomy of course trivially vanishes. For the sphdeanholonomy angle is given by
the solid angle (s), and is therefore geometric property of the circuit; this can be easily
checked by making the following experiment: take your pegan left hand, and raise your
arm above you head, the pen pointing in front of you; thenteogaur arm until it is horizontal
in front of you, without twisting your hand; then rotate it Bg° to your left; finally rotate your
arm back to the vertical (pay attention to never twist younchan whole process); the pen is
now pointing to your left, i.e., it has rotated Wy =8 = =2. For the case of the cone, the
Gaussian curvature vanishes everywhere (a cone can bedufiby rolling a sheet of paper),
so that the the anholonomy angle is in fagbpological property of the circuit, being given
by the winding number of the circut around the cone (multiplied by the solid angle of the
cone).

3 Parallel transport in classical mechanics: Foucault’s pen-
dulum and the gyroscope

Let us now consider the famous experiment of Foucault’s plemad that demonstrated the
earth’s rotation. If the pendulum trajectory is originglilanar (swinging oscillation), the ver-

tical component of the angular momentum vanishes. Sinaz$oexerted on the pendulum
(gravity and wire tension) produce a vanishing verticafjtmr, the vertical component of the
angular momentum has to be conserved. The absence of afpal&stque imposes that the
swing plane has to follow a law of parallel transport as threation of gravity slowly changes

due to the earth’s rotation. Therefore, within one day iate$ by an angle equal to the solid
angle described by the vertical 1 cos ), where is the colatitude.
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The parallel transport may also affect the phase of the gieriaotion of the Foucault pendulum
or the rotation phase of a gyroscope, but also the phaseiopir@dic motion. Let us consider
a gyroscope whose rotation axis is constrained to remaallpkto the axis; let us now move
the rotation axisx round a closed circuit. The rotation angle of the gyroscope will be the
sum of thedynamic rotation angle ! tand of ageometric anholonomy angle (C) equal to the
solid angle described by the rotation axis. Thus if we hawe gynchronous gyroscopes and
perform different circuits with the rotation axes, theyhitentually be dephased with respect to
each other, an effect that could easily be observed by soaipy. This geometric anholonomy
angle is known as Hannay’s angle {5, 6]. If the Foucault p&ndus given a conical oscillation,
instead of a planar swing, then we have exactly the sametisituas described above for the
gyroscope, and the rotation angle will have an anholonontg®x angle given by the solid
angle described by the vertical. Thus, two identical Foliggandula (i.e., of same length) with
circular oscillations in opposite directions will havegsltly different oscillation frequencies,
and will progressively get dephased with respect to eactrothhe swinging motion of the
usual Foucault may be view as the superposition of circulations in opposite direction, so
that the rotation of the swinging plane may be viewed as tiegufrom the above mentioned
frequency shift.

4 Parallel transport in quantum mechanics: the Berry phase

Let us now consider a quantum mechanical system describadHayniltonian controlled by a
set of external parametels ;R ,; :::), which we describe collectively as a vectorin some
abstract parameter space. Physically, the external pseessmaay be magnetic or electric fields,
etc. For each valur of the external parameters, the HamiltoniamR ) has eigenvalues,, R )
and eigenvectors R )isatisfying the independent Schrodinger equation, i.e.,

HR)DZR)I=E,R)TR) (25)

The eigenvectorsh R )iare defined up to an arbitrary phase, and theapisori no particular
phase relation between eigenstates corresponding toafiffgalues of the parametar. We
make a particular choice for the phase of the eigenstat@glysrequiring thath R )i varies
smoothly withr in the region of interest. It may happen that the eigenstagehave chosen
are not single valued functions &f. If this happens, special care must be given to this point.

Let us perform an adiabatic closed circait fR %= 0! Tg in the parameter space.
The adiabatic theorem;[7] tells us that if the rate of vaniatdf the external parameters is low
enough, a system that is initially in theh stationary stateni (assumed non-degenerate) of
the Hamiltonian will remain continuously in the state. The condition of adiabaticity is that
the stationary state under consideration remains nonragegee, and the rate of variation of the
Hamiltonian is low enough to make the probability of traimgitto another statén i vanishingly
small, i.e.,

Then of course, if one performs a closed adiabatic circuithe system has to return to its
original state.
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Berry [1] asked the following question: what will be the pbad the state after completion of
the circuitc ? It may be difficult at first sight to realize that this questinay be of any interest.
Indeed, the expectation value of any observable quamntity

Mmi h Aji (27)

does not depend of the phase pfi. This lack of interest is certainly the main reason why
the Berry phase was (almddtcompletely overlooked for more than half a century of quamt
mechanics.

So, following Berry, taking
j =01 HRE=0)1i (28)

we express the statg (t)iat a latter timecas
L ¢

j ©i e — dE, @) .05 (29)
~ o0

i.e., we introduce an auxiliary wavefunction, ()i with a zero dynamical phase. Using the
time-dependent Schrodinger equation,

Fi—i=H ©J ©is (30)

and projecting itorm () we get

o
Il

@
h ©F H & ~—  J ()i
©3J ) l@t J i

h,®J O (31)
where we have used the relation
h ©H © ©i= E, ©; (32)

which follows from the adiabatic theorem. Equation; (31)w&ohat the wavefunction ,, (t)i
obeys a quantum mechanical analogue of the law of paralesport (6).

In complete analogy with the problem of parallel transpartaosurface, we now express the
parallel transported state,, (t)iin terms of the fixed eigenstatgsR )ias

Jn1i exp(E,®)nR)IL; (33)

where the phase, (t) plays the same role as the angle () for the problem of parallel transport
on a surface. We then immediately get the equation of motion @), i.e.,

d
L= inhi= MR (t>>%—tna% ©)i; (34)

1Some early precursor work on effects related to the Berrseliaclude notably Pancharatnam’s work on
optical poIarizationI_ﬁS], Aharonov and Bohm’s work on theagk due to the electromagnetic potential vector
[i_]], and Mead and Truhlar's work on the molecular Aharon@mhB effect in the Born-Oppenheimer theory of
molecular vibrations,[10].
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which is analogous to Eq: (11).

Finally, the answer to the question originally asked by Bésr
J Mi=epi(.+ CNIJ O (35)

where
1
n  — E,R (©)dt (36)

is the dynamical phase, and
I

o)) m mMER)PFHR)L dR Q) (37)

C

is the Berry phase. The last term in the latter equation simgeen the state$ R )iare not a
single-valued function ok in the region of interest of the parameter spae@d is given by

nC)=inmR O)h R (T))i]: (38)

We shall omit this term below, and consider only the casergflstvalued basis states.

We note the very close analogy between the result obtairregliBmtum and classical systems.
The dynamical phase of a quantum system is analogous to thigoroangle! T in classical
mechanics, whereas the Berry phase is analogous to Hararayls (they both arise from the
anholonomy of parallel transport).

Defining the connectioa ™ R ) as

A"R) T InR)PnR)il; (39)
we re-express the Berry phase as
I
2 C)) A"R) dR; (40)

C

which constitutes the 1-form expression of the Berry phase. latter clearly depends only on
the geometry of the circuit. The connectiol ™ R ) is not gauge invariant: if we make a new
choice for the phase of the reference state, i.e.,

NR)=ep( i RNDR)E (41)
with a single-valued function R ), we obtain a different connection
AMYR)=A"R)+ G R): (42)

However, the Berry phase, () is gauge invariant, as it should.

As for the geometric parallel transport on surfaces, we nidgio a gauge invariant and more
transparent expression by transforming the above resaltsirface integral by using Stokes’

2This term was absent in Berry’s original paplg}r [1], becabsdosis stated R )iwere assumed to be single-
valued.
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theorem. Here too, we have to pay attention to the existeioeles in the parameter space: if
the parameter space is multiply connected, and if the ¢icccannot be continuously deformed
to a poinf, we must take into account terms associated with the winairggaround holes of
the parameter space.

The formulation of the Berry phase as a surface integral orm that is independent of a par-
ticular choice of coordinates of the parameter space giyegguires to use the mathematical
formalism of differential forms[3], which is beyond the gepof the present lecture. We can
nevertheless obtain a useful result without resorting yoamlvanced mathematics if we make a
suitable choice of coordinates of the parameter space.d ethoose a surface in the param-
eter space which is bound by the circaitand a parameterizatio® ; ;R ,) of the surfaces.
Using Stokes’ theorem we then get
77 <
n (€)= B"R)dR;dR,+  N;(C) » (Cy); (43)
5 i

wherec; are the circuits bounding the holes of the parameter spat& athe corresponding
winding numbers of the circuit around them, and where

B"R) @&, &,AY)
= In f&,nR)F,nR)L Hg,nR)Pk,nR )] (44)

is theBerry curvature. In the case where the parameter space is three-dimendioeralwe can
use the familiar language of vector calculus, as in elegtmachics, and Stokes’ theorem yields

77 %
n(C) = B°R) ndsS+ N;(C)n,(Cy; (45)
S i
B"R) r AR)
= mjraR)j FaR)il (46)
= W  hrn®)jp R)L m R)FnR)i: (47)
m#6n
Making use of the relation
.. miyHni
m ¥ ni= = &5’ (48)

one eventually get

no MRIFHER)R RN M R)FH RIAR)E

B"R)=
En R) E, R))

(49)

mén

Obviously, the Berry curvature is gauge invariant. As thetion suggests, the Berry curvature
B " plays the role of a magnetic field in the space of parametdrese/ vector potential is the
Berry connectiorn ™.

3A circuit that can be continuously deformed to a point is $aideromotopic to a point.
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The energy denominator in Eq. (49) shows that if the circdies in a region of the parameter
space that is close to a poiRt’ of two-fold degeneracy involving the two states labellednd

, the corresponding Berry connectioBs andB * are dominated by the term involving the
denominator&, E 3 and the contribution involving other states can be negiecs®, to
firstorderinR ~ R?, one has

h+ rH R?%)] i h ri &) i
B.R)= B ®R)= R)FHEHRYH] R CRi]f ®)j+ ®R)i (50)
E+R) E R))

The general form of the Hamiltonian R ) of a two-level system is (without loss of generality,
we may taker * = 0)

1 z X i
BR) 5 wiw z (51)
with eigenvalues
1
E.:R)= E R)=R: (52)

This illustrates a theorem due to von Neumann and Wigner, Etating that it is necessary to
adjust 3 independent parameters in order to obtain a twbedebeneracy from an Hermitian
matrix. The gradient of the Hamiltonian is
1
H=- ; 53

rH =~ (53)
where is the vector matrix whose components are the familiar Paatrices. Simple algebra
then yields

R
E .
The above Berry curvature is the magnetic field in parameter space generated by a Dirac
magnetic monopole [12] of strength 1=2. Thus, the Berry phase () of a circuitC is given

by the flux of the monopole through the surfasubtended by the circuit, which, by Gauss’
theorem, is nothing else as (), where (C) is the solid angle described k®/ along the
circuit C.

B.= B = (54)

The corresponding vector potential (or Berry connectian) (not calculated here), has an
essential singularity along a line (Dirac string) endingheg origin, and carrying a "flux” of
magnitude 2 . The position of the Dirac string can be moved (but not rerdgvby a gauge
transformation, as sketched on Fig. 3. If the Dirac stringg®a to cross the cross the surface
S, the Berry phase remains unchanged (modulp so that the result is indeed gauge invariant.

5 Examples of Berry phase

5.1 Spin in a magnetic field

As a first example, we consider the case of a single spin (ohiate s) in a magnetic field,
which is both the most immediate application of the forma&atly presented above and one
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gauge
Q transformation Q

/

Fig. 3: Sketch showing the flux of the Dirac monopole through the circuit C, and the effect of a
gauge transformation.

Dirac string

of the most frequent case encountered in experimentakyael situations. The Hamiltonian
considered is

H () b S (55)
with the magnetic fieldb being the external parameters. The eigenvalues are
E,b)= nb (56)

with 2n integer and s n S. Forb = 0, the2s + 1 eigenstates are degenerate, so the
circuit C has to avoid the origin. The Berry connection can be caledlasing Eqg.:(49) and
well known properties of the spin operators, and one gets

b
B" = n—; 7
©) = (57)
which is the "magnetic field” (in parameter space) of a monepd strength n located at the

origin. The Berry phase is thus
nC)= n ©C); (58)

where (C) is the solid angle described by the figldalong the circuitc. Fors = 1=2, this of
course reduces to the result obtained above for the twdpewsblem. Note that the Berry phase

. (€) depends only on the quantum numhgjprojection ofs onb) and not on the magnitude
S of the spin. Note also, that while () is the most general Hamiltonian for a sgin= 1=2,
this is not the case for a spm 1; in the latter case we are restricting ourselves here to a
subspace of the full parameter space. If a more general kamah and a wider parameter
space is considered, the simple result obtained above vimatilold any more.

5.2 Aharonov-Bohm effect

Another example which is a great interest, both conceptwait experimentally, is the well
known Aharonov-Bohm effect {9]. We follow here the preséiotaof the Aharonov-Bohm
effect given by Berry1].
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i

-

L O

|__—flux tube

Fig. 4: Sketch describing the Aharonov-Bohm effect.

Let us consider the situation depicted in Fig. 4, namely amatigfield confined in a tube with
flux and a box located & in which particles of chargg are confined. The magnetic field
is vanishes everywhere outside the flux tube, and in paaticnside the box. Leh (r) be the
corresponding vector potential. The latter generally da#s/anish in the regions of vanishing
field (unless the flux is a multiple of the flux quantum, h=e

Let the Hamiltonian describing the particles in the boxtheo;r R ); the corresponding
wave functions, for a vanishing vector potential, are offdten | (r R ), with energies,
independent ok . When the flux is non-zero, we can chose as basis state9 i, satisfying

HE o @©ir R)DR)I=EDR)LG (59)

whose solutions are given by
7.
hR)i=ep = d A% .& R); (60)
R
where the integral is performed along a path contained irbthe The energies , are inde-
pendent of the vector potential, because it is always plestiliind a gauge transformation that
would make it zero in the box (but not everywhere in space!).

The Hamiltonian depends on the positianof the box via the vector potential. Thus our
parameter space, in this example, is nothing else than tiespace, with exclusion of the
region of the flux tube. If we transport the box around a clagsalit c, the Berry phase will
be given by
I
2 ©)) A"R) dR; (61)

C

with the Berry connection

A"R) ﬁnZﬂZmZCR)ﬁDCR)i]
Im Er

2

‘¢ R) —AR) . R)*+Q& .& R)

n

A Rr): (62)

The Berry curvatur&@™* R ) = r A" R) = (@~)B R) isjust given by the magnetic field,
and vanishes everywhere outside the flux tube. But becaaseilte region is excluded from
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the allowed parameter space, the latter is multiply coratecand the Berry phase is purely
topological, being given by the winding number(C) of the circuitc around the flux tube, and
by the flux :

q
LC)=2 N €)=
©) ()h

(63)
The Aharonov-Bohm effect was confirmed experimentally legebn holography by Tonomura
et al. [13] in a configuration where the magnetic truly vanishesl plays an outstanding role
in the physics of mesoscopic systems, where it gives ris@maluctance oscillations and to
persistent currents in mesoscopic metallic rings thredgelmagnetic fluxi[14, 15, 16] .

6 Experimental observations of the Berry phase for a single
spin

Let us now discuss how the Berry phase could be detectedimem@nlly. As already men-
tioned, this is not immediately clear since the expectatiaine of any observable would be
independent of the phase of the system. As always when airgjdphases, some kind of
interference has to be observed. There various ways in whisttan be done.

Berry original proposal [1] was the following: a monoengig@olarized beam of par-
ticles in the spin statea along the magnetic fiele is split in two beams. For one of
the beams, the field is kept constant in magnitude and direction, whereas inghersd
beam, the magnitude af is kept constant and its direction slowly varied along austrc
C subtending a solid angle. The two beams are then recombined to interfere, and the
intensity is monitored as a function of the solid angle Since the dynamical phase is
the same for both beams, the phase difference between theevos is given purely by
the Berry phase (plus a propagation factor is determinedéyhase shift for = 0.
Although conceptually possible, it seems unlikely thatsan experiment would be fea-
sible in practice. In particular, it would be extremely ditflt to ensure that the difference
between the dynamical phases of the two beams be small¢hé&Berry phase one wants
to detect, unless some physical principle enforces it. Kinid of experiment may be said
to be of type "one state — two Hamiltonians”. This kind of espeent, being based on
interferences is truly quantum mechanical.

An alternative approach, more amenable to experimentabtasprepare the system into
a superposition of two states, i.e.,

j €= 0i= HER &= 0)i+ dn R &= 0)i; (64)

withm = n 1landj3j+ j F = 1, for example by polarizing it along a direction
perpendicular to the field. The orientation of the transverse component of the spin is
given by the angle ¢= 0) arg( ) arg( ). The spin of course precesses at around
b at the Larmor frequency, = b=~. After completion of the circuit, the system state
has evolved to

J @M)i= epi(n+ CHMR €= )i+ expliln + o CNMn R (= 0)i;
(65)
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and the polarization angle has evolved t@) = (= 0) + with
dyn + B/ (66)
dyn m n=11T; (67)
B m (C)) n(c)): (68)

Here the angle 4, gives the polarization rotation due to the Larmor precesgiy-
namic phase), while j is the polarization rotation due to the Berry phase accuradla
along the circuitc. Thus by investigating how the polarization varies as theudi C is
modified, the Berry phase can be detected. Such an expermagnbe said to be of the
type "two states — one Hamiltonian”. Note that this type gesiment can be interpreted
in purely classical terms [17] (it bears a clear analogy rtation of swinging plane
of the Foucault pendulum); this is related to the fact thdy @erry phase differences
between two states, and not the absolute Berry phase of a gfiate is detected.

A further possibility consists in repeating the circaiin a periodic manner. Thus, the
Berry phase is accumulated linearly in time, just as the oyoal phase, and leads to an
apparent energy shift for the state

E,=— ,C); (69)

H 2

which gives rise to an observable shift of the transitiomieein to levels andm . Such
an experiment is of type "two states — one Hamiltonian”, ttiacan also be interpreted
in classical terms and has close analogy to the period dhaftf@ucault pendulum with
circular oscillation.

6.1 Berry phase of neutrons

The Berry phase has been observed for neutrons by Bitter abtdds [18], who used the ex-
perimental shown in Fig. 5. A slow/(" 500m :s '), monochromatic, beam neutrons polarized
(P 7 0:97) along an axis perpendicular to the beam axsinjected in a cylinder with a helical
magnetic field with longitudinal component, and transverse componemtmaking a right-
handed turn ok . Depending on the values 8f, ands ,, various values of the solid angle
may be achieved.

After having traversed the cylinder, the polarization of theam is measured, from which the
Berry phase can be extracted. The comparison of the meaBeregdphase (or more precisely
the difference of Berry phase between states + 1=2ands, = 1=2) and of the solid angle

is shown in Fig. 5. The observation is in good agreement agttheoretical prediction.

6.2 Berry phase of photons

The photon is a particle of spi = 1 and can thus experience a Berry phase. The particularity
of the photon is that, being massless, only the states 1 occur and that the quantization
axis is fixed by the direction of the wave vectarThe wavevector therefore plays the role of a
magnetic field for the photon J119].
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Fig. 5: Measurement of Berry phase of neutrons. The inset shows the arrangement of the coil
giving an helical field; the neutron beam is along z; length: 40 cm, diameter: 8 cm; an axial coil
(not shown) produces a field B ,. The curve shows the Berry phase (more precisely 1.,  1-3)
and solid angle  as a function of the ratio B ,=B ;. From Ref. [1§].

If the latter is constrained to make a closed circuidf solid angle , then a Berry phase of
is expected for the two circular polarizations, respetyivéf a monochromatic, linearly

polarized, optical wave

Fi+ § i

ji= ;
where i iandj irepresent, respectively the two circular polarization egds injected in a
single mode optical fiber, whose axis describes a helix afi swigle , then the emerging wave
will be (omitting the dynamical phase)

with | = = , Which yields
h % if = cof (72)

By Malus’ law, this means that the polarization has rotatediangle (the sense of rotation,
when looking into the output of the fiber is counterclockwise., dextrorotatory, for a left-
handed helix)[19].

The experiment carried out by Tomita and Chiag; [20] is showFig. 6, and shows a very
good agreement between theoretical prediction and expatahresults. Note that this kind of
experiment can also be explained entirely from classieaiteddynamics considerations [21].
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Fig. 6: Berry phase measurement for photons. The inset shows the experimental setup. Mea-
sured angle of rotation of linearly polarized light vs helix solid angle. Open circles represent the
data for uniform helices; squares and triangle and solid circles represent nonuniform helices.
The solid line is the theoretical prediction based on Berrys phase. From Ref. [20)].

6.3 Berry phase effects in nuclear magnetic resonance

Nuclear spins interact very weakly with each other and whigirtenvironment and therefore
offer constitute systems that ideally suited to test theyBphase of a single spin. The experi-
ment described below has been performed on protens (=2) by Suteret al. [22] following

a proposal of Moodyt al. [23].

As in a typical nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) experiptletspins are subject to a large,
static, orienting field parallel to theaxis, and to a weak, transverse, field rotating arasipat
angular frequency z . For convenience, we express here energies and magnetifialnits
of angular frequencies, i.e., the Hamiltonian, expressehde laboratory frame, reads

H (t) = !LSZ !1 [SX COS(!RFt)+ SijI‘l(!RFt)]: (73)

The measured signal is the transverse magnetizafioir) + ii;hS, ©)i In the present case,

it is of convenient to perform a transformation from the lediory frame to a detector frame,
rotating at angular frequency, . In practice, this is achieved by beating the measured kigna
against a reference signal of angular frequengy In the detector frame, the Hamiltonian now
reads

H O(t) = (% h)S, 1 Bx cos((!rr b))+ Sy sin((rr bh)Dl: (74)
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Fig. 7: NMR measurement of the Berry phase. From Ref. [22].

Let us define
q
e (L 'b )+ !f; (75)

which is the magnitude of the total field in the detector fraat@ngle arcsin (4=!. ) from
the z axis and precessing around thaxis at angular frequencyy ¢ '5 . In the adiabatic
limit, i.e., if 'z !5 J ! ), the adiabatic eigenstates have an energy n!. (n =

1=2). For each cycle of the effective field around thexis, the statex acquires a Berry
phase , = n2 (1 oos ). Thus if we prepare the system in a superposition of the two
statesnh = 1=2, the Fourier spectrum of the transverse magnetizationh&ile a component
of angular frequency. + (!xr )2 (I cos ), where the last term arising from the Berry
phase, as shown in Fig. 7.

7 Berry phase for itinerant electrons in a solid

7.1 General formulation

We now want to discuss the Berry phase of electrons in sdlielsus consider (non-interacting)
electrons subject to a scalar potential and to a Zeeman (hraege) field, whose direction is
spatially nonuniform. As they move through the solid, thectlons experience, in their proper
reference frame, a Zeeman field whose direction changestimth If this change is slow
enough, the electron spin has to follow it adiabatically Hretefore accumulates a Berry phase
[24, 25,:26].
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Before discussing the resulting physical consequencessliormulate the problem more pre-
cisely. | follow here the discussion of Ref. [27]. The copesding Hamiltonian is

—
2m Qr?
We use a gauge transformationr), which makes the quantization axis oriented along vector
n (r) at each point. It transforms the last term in the above egoa$T Y (r) [ nElT () =
., corresponding to a local rotation of the quantization &dm z axis to the axis along (r).
The transformed Hamiltonian describes the electrons ngawia (spinor) gauge potential (r),
~2 e e ?

H® THT= = @ ~—CA(r) +V (x) ® .; (77)

2@2

V (r) (r)n (r) : (76)

wherea ;r) = 2 i,TY@® QT (r), o = hc=$jis the flux quantum. For convenience, we
have defined the gauge potentialr) to have the same dimension as the electromagnetic vector
potential. The components af (r) can be found easily using an explicit formDfr).

The above Hamiltonian with the matrix (r) contains terms coupling the two spin states. If
the rate at which the spin-quantization axis varies is sloaugh as compared to the Larmor
precession frequency (as seen from the moving electraarsd), the spin will follow adiabati-
cally the local spin-quantization axis, and these spintéipns can be neglected. The variation
rate of the spin quantization axis is (for an electron at taarft level)v. = , where is the
characteristic length of variation of the spin-quantiaataxis, so that the adiabaticity condition
is

~Vp

(78)
With this approximation we now obtain
~ e e ?
HO o ar @ TV V() @© i (79)
where
o y@in, n @ny)
N 80
a; (r) o (80)
is an effective vector potential arising from the Berry phamnd
X
V) = ¢*=8m)  @n )’ (81)

is an effective scalar potential. Since the Hamiltonianiagdnal in spin, we can treat the two
spin subbands separately. For each of the spin subband,weertegpped the original problem
on the simpler one of a spinless electron moving in effecdnadar and vector potentials. The
effective vector potential in turn gives rise to an effeetmagnetic fieldo r a, whose
components are expressed in terms of the magnetizatianmeexs

B;= """ n @n ) @n ): (82)

The physical consequences of the effective vector polestid effective magnetic field are
exactly the same as those of the familiar electro-magnetiaterparts, and can be classified in
two different classes:
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1. local effects such as the Lorentz force. These effectclassical in origin (see the
illuminating discussion on this point given by Aharonov &tdrn [Z8]), and therefore do
not require phase coherence.

2. non-local interference effects, such as Aharonov-Bdikeneffects and persistent cur-
rents. These effects are intrinsically quantum mecharacal require phase coherence.

7.2 Anomalous Hall effect due to the Berry phase in a textured ferromag-
net

The Hall effect consists in the appearance of a voltage ¥eass to the current in a conducting
system. As it is antisymmetric with respect to time reversahay appear only in the presence
of a term in the Hamiltonian breaking time reversal invaci&n Until recently, two different
mechanism were recognize to give rise to the Hall effect:

1. the electro-magnetic Lorentz force due to a usual magfietd; in the classical regime
(normal Hall effect), this is well described by the Drudedhg in the quantum limit, the
spectacular quantum Hall effect is obtained.

2. in absence of an external magnetic field, time-reversariance is also broken if the
system exhibits magnetic order. However, this fact is nough to induce a Hall effect if
the magnetic order is uniform and spin-orbit coupling iseati®r negligible, because the
system is then invariant by under a global rotation aff the spins, which is equivalent
to time reversal in this case (uniform magnetization). €hae Hall effect arises only
as a consequence of simultaneous presence of spontanegustimarder and spin-orbit
coupling. This mechanism is called the anomalous Hall &ffec

Recently, however, it was realized that a third mechanisuidcgive rise to the Hall effect in
ferromagnetic, in absence of an external magnetic field,cdride spin-orbit coupling, if the
magnetization is non-uniform and exhibits a non-triviadttee [29,:3D,; 31 32,33, 34_135,.36,
87,338,139 40, 27].

The central idea is the following: as we have discussed athatdf the spin-orbit coupling is
negligible, the system is invariant under a global rotabbthe magnetization. However, if the
magnetization is non-uniform, a rotation ofis generally not equivalent to a time-reversal, so
that Hall effect may arise. At the microscopic level, thegoriof the Hall effect in such a case
is the effective Lorentz force due to the Berry phase of thgmatization texture.

We shall discuss below as an example the results of Taguehi [383]. In this work the
authors investigated the compound,Ntb,O,, which has the pyrochlore structure shown on
Fig. 8. Due to their large spin-orbit coupling the Nd 4f monseof a given tetrahedron adopt
the “two-in, two-out” structure shown on Fig. 8B. The Mo 4d ments which are ferromagnet-
ically coupled to each other and antiferromagneticallyhi the Nd moments therefore adopt
and non-collinear umbrella structure, whose chiralityegivise to the anomalous Hall effect:
as electrons moves on a triangle face of a tetrahedron, ttopyira a Berry phase, and expe-
rience the associated Lorentz force. This mechanism is mmhiat low temperature, where
other mechanisms due to the spin-orbit coupling (givingtgbations to the Hall resistivity
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Fig. 8: Schematic magnetic and crystal structures of pyrochlore. (A) Spin chirality, that is, the
solid angle subtended by the three spins. (B)“Two-in, two-out” spin structure, in which each
spin points along the line that connects the center of the tetrahedron and the vertex. The total
fictitious magnetic field is the vector sum of each fictitious magnetic flux that penetrates each
plaquette. (C) The B sublattice of pyrochlore structure A,B,0,. The A sublattice is structurally
identical with this one, but is displaced by half a lattice constant. (D) Relative position of Nd
tetrahedron (green circles) and Mo tetrahedron (blue circles) in Nd,Mo,O+ pyrochlore. (E)
The umbrella structure observed for Nd,Mo,O- (A= Nd, B= Mo) by a neutron diffraction study.
From Ref. [33].

linear or quadratic in the longitudinal resistivity) areostgly suppressed. That the origin of the
anomalous Hall effect is the Berry phase due to the textuherier indicated by noting that
the application of a magnetic field reduces the solid angta@timbrella texture and hence the
Berry phase and the associated Hall effect.

One should note, however, that the average effective miadirdt! due to the Berry phase is
zero on the present case. This can be understood by nofihthgtithe Mo planes perpendic-
ular to (111) axes are kagomée lattices, with a Berry phase’obn the triangles and 2’ on
the hexagons. Since there are two triangles and one hexagomip cell the effective magnetic
field due to the Berry phase is zero on average. However, #igceircuits with positive (tri-
angles) and negative (hexagons) Berry phase are ineguiiyéilee reversal invariance is still
broken, and a non zero Hall effect may (and generally doass)trB1]. However, because the
effective field due to the Berry phase vanishes on averagegesulting Hall effect is consider-
ably weaker than that one would obtain for a non-zero netfiefield.

One should also notice that, as in the example discussedeabpin-orbit coupling always
has to be invoked in order to obtain a spin-texture with a defichirality and, hence, a non-
zero Hall effect [3D: 32 35, 38, 39]. This is, however, quiiferent from the mechanisms of
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Fig. 9: Magnetic field dependence of the Hall resistivity y with H k (100) at several temper-
atures. The inset shows the temperature dependence of v at 0.5 T, which is a measure of the
anomalous Hall term. The 4 at a low field (< 03 T) is finite at 2 K, whereas it tends to zero
above 10 K, in accord with the presence or absence of remnant magnetization at the respective
temperatures. From Ref. [33].

Hall effect in which the spin-orbit coupling directly infloees the motion of the conduction
electrons.

Until recently, all cases of anomalous Hall due to a chirat $gxture discussed in the literature
considered a texture at the atomic level. Recently, it has Ipeoposed that a mesoscopic scale
magnetic field texture can be produced by using magneticstarures:[27]. For example,
one can consider an array of magnetic nanocylinders (allnetaged in the same direction
along their axis), as shown in Fig. 11 (left panel), in ordegénerate a non-uniform dipolar
stray field in a two-dimensional electron (or hole) gas pligjesst underneath. Such structure
can be fabricated by electrolytic techniques, as shown gnlfi (right panel).

The Fig. 12 shows the-component of the dipolar stray field (left panel) and togadal field
generated by the Berry phase (right). It is noteworthy tbataflattice of Fe cylinders with a
pitch of 100 nm, the dipolar field at a distance 20 nm undem@he average value of which is



E9.24

Patrick Bruno

AN N N4

g ¢
20 -3 =20 20
¢ E B'C E ¢

Fig. 10: Kagomé lattice. The dotted line represents the Wigner-Seitz unit cell, which contains

three independent sites A ;B ;C. From Ref. [31)].

Fig. 11: Left: The proposed structure consisting of a triangular lattice of magnetic nanocylin-
ders on top of 2D diluted magnetic semiconductor. From Ref. [27]. Right: Example of an
triangular array of Ni nanocylinders (cylinder distance = 100 nm) in an alumina matrix. From

Ref. [41].
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always zero) has a maximum absolute value of about 2 kG, whkéhe topological field has an
non-zero average value of about 5 kG, with local values rapgetween 5and+ 15kG. Thus,
one sees that a rather weak dipolar stray field averagingomeserates in the two-dimensional
electron gas a much stronger topological field with a now-a&erage!

The topological field has a number of interesting properties

First, one can show that the total flux of the topological fibldbugh a unit cell is always
an integer multiple of the flux quantum. To see this, let ussater the Berry phase
corresponding to circuit going around a unit cell (e.g.nglthe path ABCDA on Fig. 13
(left panel). Because of the translational periodicitylod system, the local field points
along the same direction at the four corners A, B, C, D of thieaafl, and thus correspond
to the same point (represented by the solid dot) on the sifienat radius on which the
corresponding path for the field direction takes place; thh pABC is shown, and one
sees immediately that, because of the translational geitpdhe path CDA is exactly
the same, described in the reversed direction, so that thrg Blease corresponding to the
path ABCDA is zero modul@ which implies the quantization of the total flux in units
of ,. This constitutes an example of topological quantization.

Next, let us try to understand what is the actual integerevedisen by the total topological
flux. The above reasoning does tell us anything about it, dsscave don’t know how
many times we are wrapping the sphere when integrating beaurtit cell. To know this,
we may consider the closed lines where th@omponent of the stray field vanishes. This
lines corresponds to paths going an integer number of timesd the “equator” of the
unit sphere. Such lines are shown on Fig. 12 (left panelgddmles). One can then see
that each round trip around the equator contributes to oretlantum. In counting this,
one should be careful in getting the sign correctly. In thgeecshown in Fig. 12 for a
vanishing external field, one obtains that the total topicladlux per unit cell is+ .

Finally, one can see that the lines of zeroomponent of the stray field will change if
one applies an external magnetic field. For example, in tee cansidered here, under
application of a uniform external field along the magnetaratlirection of the nanocylin-
ders, the regions of positivefield will expand, so that the topology of the lines of zero
z-field will eventually change. This is shown by the dasheédion the left panel of
Fig.12 B...=4 M, = 0:058). From the above discussion, this implies a change in the
topological flux per unit cell, which now takes the value , (the factor 2 is because
there are 2 lines per unit cell, and the factot is because the circulation is reversed.

The properties discussed above indicate that by applicatioa rather small uniform external
field, one can change the average value of the topologicdl fldlis will give rise to changes in
the anomalous Hall effect. As a first approximation, one cimeate the Hall effect by using
the Drude model and by neglecting the spacial fluctuatiomiseoflipolar and topological fields.
In this case, the Hall effect is just given by the familiar Beuformula, with an effective field
equal to the sum of the external magnetic field and the avdamggdogical field. If the two
spin subbands contribute, one simply has to sum the cotitiisiof the two subbands, taking
into account the fact that the topological field is of opp®sitgn for the two spin subbands.
For the case discussed here, and assuming that only oneugiarsl is occupied, the resulting
behavior of the Hall effect is shown on Fig. 14. For the chosarameters, he values of the
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critical fields areB ; ’ 2kG,B, ¥ 09KG, andB; ’ 13KkG. The uniform slope comes from
the normal Hall effect (Lorentz force of the external magnéeld), whereas the remaining
non-monotonous contribution arises from the Lorentz fahge to the topological field of the
Berry phase. Such a characteristic non-monotonous behawiald constitute a signature of
the Berry phase contribution of the Hall effect and can beetesxperimentally. One should
point out, however, that in the vicinity of the critical fisldvhere the topological flux abruptly
changes, the adiabaticity condition cannot be well satisfie that, in practice, a rounded curve
would be obtained.

In order to identify a system for which the above predictioar be satisfied, we have to look
for a system with a large Zeeman splitting, in order to spa@sf well as possible the condition
of adiabaticity. We propose to use 11VI dilute magnetic sesniductors (DMS) which exhibit
giant Zeeman splitting; p-type Mn doped DMS are best suitecksthe exchange constants for
holes are much larger than for electrong [42, 43]. For a léetaiscussion see Ref. [27].

Before closing this section on the anomalous Hall effectishvto point that, while the Berry
phase allowed to identified a new mechanism of Hall effediragi from the chirality of the
spin texture, in absence of an external field and of the sphit-coupling, as we have discussed
above, it also allows to give a modern interpretation to ttevipusly known mechanisms for
the Hall effect (normal Hall effect, classical or quantizadomalous Hall effect), due either
to an external magnetic field, or to the spin-orbit couplihgthis case, one deals with Berry
phase in momentum space instead of real space as discussed &br a detailed discussion,
see Refs. ]34, 45,46, 47,48; 49, 60, 51,52{58{ 54; 55, 56].

7.3 Interference effects due to the Berry phase in an Aharonov-Bohm ring

As mentioned earlier, the Berry phase accumulated by elestmoving in a non-trivial mag-
netic texture can give rise to interference effects, of Wik archetype is the Aharonov-Bohm
effect. It has been proposed by Laessl. [24,26] and by Stern [25] that a metallic ring subject
to a textured magnetic field (or magnetization) as depictdedg. 15 would yield a Berry phase
for an electron moving around the ring, and hence a depeed#ribe conductance of the ring
(when connected to current leads) upon the solid angle idesidny the magnetization [25,:57],
as well as to persistent charge and spin currents (for a annected ring)[24, 26].

So far, it has not been possible to test experimentally tregliption in the configuration de-
scribed above (i.e., by using a textured magnetic field ormatizgation). However, several
authors 581 §9] have indicated that a similar Berry phasg beaobtained by using the com-
bined effect of the Zeeman coupling to a uniform magnetidf{pharallel to the ring axis) and
of Rashba-type spin-orbit coupling 60, 61], as describethle following Hamiltonian

=2 B,+ ) 2+ V (©): (83)

In the above equation, the third term gives the Rashba spib-@oupling, while the last one
confines the electron to the ring. The Rashba effect acts affentive magnetic field perpen-
dicular to the plane and to the direction of motion.

There is, however, a crucial difference with respect to a magnetic field, namely that the
Rashba term is invariant under time reversal (unlike a tragmetic field), which is manifest
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from the fact the associated effective field changes sighasibtion is reversed. Because of
this, there is no phase shift from the Berry phase betweepadlies going through the upper
and lower arms of the ring, as sketched on Fig. 16, unlike wimatld be expected for a real
magnetic field as in Fig. 15. Therefore, Aharonov-Bohm likerferences in this configuration
have to involve paths that wind completely the ring a différ@umber of times. The associated
Berry phase will of course be superimposed to the usual Ate-®@ohm phase and therefore
modify the Aharonov-Bohm oscillations of the ring condunte versus magnetic field. Such
observations, indicating the presence of the Berry phames been made by various groups
[62,63,/64]. The results of Mopurgo al. [62] are shown in Fig. 17, where the signature of the
Berry phase is given by the splitting of tikeh peak in the average Fourier spectrum.

8 Further effects of Berry phase in magnetism

In closing these lecture notes, | wish to briefly mention sdunther developments and appli-
cations of the concept of Berry phase in magnetism.

In the previous section, we mentioned that the Berry phasegie rise to interference phe-
nomena for interfering paths in real space. There may beiatederences associated with
different paths in spin space as well; this plays an impaorale in the theory of tunnelling of
magnetization in large spin molecular magnets [65; 66, Bfi¢ situation is sketched in Fig. 18.
Depending on the value of the spin, and on the solid angledsithe 2 tunnelling trajectories
from state A to state B, interference due to the Berry phase péace; in special cases, the
interferences are destructive and tunnelling becomesdden. This gives rise to very spectac-
ular parity effect that have been observed experiment88y:70,:711]. For a detailed review of
this topic, see Ref: [72].

The Berry phase plays a ubiquitous role in quantum mechigpiohlems where one wants to
treat the dynamics of some “slow” degrees of freedom, afeiry “integrated out” the “fast”
degrees of freedom. An application of this concept in magnmetoncerns the adiabatic spin-
wave dynamics of itinerant magnets. Here the fast degrefesedfom are the electron degrees
of freedom giving rise to charge fluctuations and longitatlspin fluctuations, whereas the
slow degrees of freedom are the transverse spin fluctuatienghe long wavelength magnons.
This was pioneered by Wen and Ze€![73], and later on furthezldped by Niuer al. [74,75].
They obtained an equation of motion for the spins which igradled by the Berry phase; in the
case of localized systems, this reduces to the Landauitafefuation, but contains non-local
contributions in the case of strongly delocalized systems.

For a spins coupled to a slowly moving magnetic field, we have seen ttaBirry phase is
given by the solid angle described by the field. For the casesgins = 1=2, this situation
constitutes the most general case, however, for larges spin 1, the most general Hamiltonian
may contain more further contributions, such as anisottepys, so that the parameter space
is much larger and richer than for a sgi2. It is therefore of interest to investigate the Berry
phase in this more general context. Recently, this has leestigating, by considering more
specifically the Berry phase associated with global rotatiof anisotropic spin systems {76].
This study reveals that beside the familiar solid angle tdirase is also a topological term,
related to a winding number giving the number of rotationthefsystems around its magneti-
zation axis. This is relevant to any spin system of spin 1, in particular to magnonss(= 1),
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holes in semiconductors (= 3=2), etc. A general theory of the Berry phase of magnons is in
preparationJ77]. Interesting spin-wave interferencenameena have recently be obtained by
Herteler al. from micromagnetic simulations [78].
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Fig. 12: Left: Distribution of the z-component of dipolar field B =4 M , inside the semiconduc-
tor film for the triangular lattice of magnetic nanocylinders, for a zero external field. The black
solid circles correspond to the lines with B, = 0. Dashed lines correspond to the lines with
B, = O under a uniform external magnetic field B o..=4 M ¢ = 0:058. Right: Topological field
B¢ (x) (in units of  per unit cell area) for the triangular lattice of magnetic nanocylinders.

From Ref. [27].
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Fig. 13: (a) unit cell in real space; (b) paths AB and BC on the sphere of unit radius.
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Fig. 14: Dependence of the Hall conductivity on external magnetic field (schematically). The
slope corresponds to the contribution of the normal Hall effect; gy is the Hall conductivity
corresponding to a topological flux per unit cell equal to . From Ref. [27)].
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Fig. 15: Texture of the magnetic field (or magnetization) in a metallic ring. From Ref. [26].

Fig. 16: Sketch of the effective field due to the Rashba effect for an electron moving from the
left lead to the right lead.
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Fig. 17: Left panel: average of about 30 curves R B ) (the inset is an enlargement of the small
part of the curve). Right panel: the peak of the average Fourier spectrum: the splitting is
evident, as well as some structure on the sides (pointed by the arrows). The inset shows the
same curve on a larger frequency range. From Ref. [62]

Fig. 18: Sketch of the Berry phase involved in the interference between 2 tunnelling paths
between the spin states A and B. From Ref. [69]



