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A bstract

T he analysis of geom etric phases associated w ith level crossing is reduced to the
fam iliar diagonalization ofthe H am iltonian in the second quantized form ulation. A
hidden localgauge sym m etry, w hich isassociated w ith the arbitrariness ofthe phase
choice of a com plete orthonom albasis set, becom es explicit in this form ulation (In
particular, in the adiabatic approxin ation) and speci es physical cbservables. T he
choice ofabasis set which speci esthe coordinate in the functional space is arbitrary
In the second quantization, and a sub-class of coordinate transformm ations, which
keeps the form of the action invariant, is recognized as the gauge symm etry. W e
discuss the in plications of this hidden local gauge sym m etry in detail by analyzing
geom etric phases for cyclic and noncyclic evolutions. It is shown that the hidden
local symm etry provides a basic conospt altemative to the notion of holonomy
to analyze geom etric phases and that the analysis based on the hidden local gauge
sym m etry leads to results consistent w ith the generalprescription of P ancharatnam .
W e however note an In portant di erence between the geom etric phases for cyclic
and noncyclic evolutions. W e also explain abasicdi erence between ourhidden local
gauge symm etry and a gauge symm etry (or equivalence class) used by A haronov
and Anandan In their de niion of generalized geom etric phases.

1 Introduction

T he geom etric phases have been m ainly analyzed in the fram ework of st quantization
by using the adiabatic approxin ation ], though the processes slightly away from
adiabaticity have been considered in [l] and a de nition of generalized phase, which does
not explicitly refer to the adiabatic approxin ation, has been given in []. Interesting
m athem atical ideas such as parallel transport and holonom y are also Introduced in the
fram ew ork of adiabatic approxin ation [1]. In the precise adiabatic lin i, the phase be-
com es non-dynam ical and geom etric. A generalization of geom etric phases for noncylcic
evolutions has also been proposed [1]. The old idea of Pancharatnam [, B, B] plays
an in portant role in this generalization. T hese earlier w orks have been fiirther elaborated
by various authors, for exam ple, In Refs. [, 0, B0, B0, B, B, 0] and references therein .
Tt has been recently shown [, ] that a second quantized fomm ulation provides a
convenient fram ework for the analysis of geom etric phases w ithout assum ing the adia—
batic approxin ation. In this form ulation, the analysis of geom etric phases is reduced to
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a diagonalization of the H am iltonian, nam ely, the geom etric phases becom e parts of the
dynam ical phases. See also Ref. [[1] or a possible dynam ical interpretation of geom etric
phases. O ne recovers the conventional geom etric phases de ned in the adiabatic approxi-
m ation when one diagonalizes the H am iltonian in a very speci ¢ lim i. Ifone diagonalizes
the Ham iltonian in the other extram e lim it, nam ely, In the in nitesim al neighborhood
of level crossing forany xed nite tine nterval T, the geom etric phases becom e trivial
and thus no m onopolk-like singularity. At the level crossing point, the conventional en—
ergy eigenvalues becom e degenerate but the degeneracy is lifted if one diagonalizes the
geom etric tem s 1. The topological interpretation M, M] of geom etric phases such as the
topological proof of the LonguetH iggins’ phasschange rule [[l], or exam ple, thus fails in
the practical B om-O ppenhein er approxin ation where T is identi ed w ith the period of
the slower system . Fora xed nite T, the phases cease to be purely geom etric.

Interpreted as a dynam ical phass, the geom etric phase appears In any process, re—
gardless of non-adiabatic or noncyclic evolutions. In the present paper, we discuss the
In plications of the hidden local gauge sym m etry, which appears in the sscond quantized
form ulation asa result ofthe arbitrariness of the phase choice ofthe com plete orthonom al
basis set. T his gauge sym m etry origihates in the fact that the choice of a basis sst which
soeci es the coordinate in the functional space is arbitrary In the second quantization as
long as the coordinate is not singular, and thus the sub-class of coordiate transform a—
tions which preserves the form of the action is recognized as a gauge symm etry. This
hidden localgauge sym m etry is an exact sym m etry of quantized theory, and isessence in
the analysis of geom etric phases has been brie y described in Ref. []]. W e here discuss
its full In plications in the analysis of geom etric phases including noncyclic evolutions in
general. This hidden local sym m etry speci es physical observables. It is shown that the
hidden localgauge symm etry provides a basic concept altemative to the notions of par-
allel transgport and holonom y to analyze geom etric phases and that the consideration on
the basis of the local symm ery leads to results consistent w ith the general prescription
of Pancharatnam . In the course of our analysis, we m ention som e of the related past
works [, L, i, B, B, B, 0] In the fram ework of st quantization, though the notion
ofthe hidden local sym m etry itself has not been stated In these works. W e also com pare
In detail this hidden local gauge symm etry to a local gauge symm etry (or equivalence
class) considered by Aharonov and Anandan ] and also by Sam uel and Bhandari 1],
w hich changes the form ofthe Schrodinger equation and thusnot a sym m etry of quantized
theory In the conventional sense.

1In passing, we note that the degeneracy analyzed i the geom etric phases and the non-kvel crossing
theorem [29] have no direct connection. In the 2 2 traceless hem itian m atrix, for exam pl, the latter
theorem states that the nondegenerate diagonal eigenvalues do not becom e degenerate by sim ply varying
the o -diagonalelem ents. In the analysis of geom etric phases, the level crossing is de ned by the point
w here all the m atrix elem ents vanish.



2 Second quantized form ulation and geom etric phases

W e start w ith the generic (hem itian) Ham iltonian

N

g =K @x;X ©) 2.1)

fora single particle theory in a slow 7 varyingbackground variable X () = K1 ();X, ©); 2.
The path integral for this theory forthe tine interval0 t T in the sscond quantized
form ulation is given by
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W e then de ne a com plkte st of eigenfunctions
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and the path integral is w ritten as
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W e next perform a unitary transform ation
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w here
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w ith the instantaneous eigenfunctions of the H am iltonian
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W e em phasize that U X (t)) m ay be chosen to be a unitmatrix both att= 0 and t= T
ifX (T)= X (0), and thus

fa,g= fhg @11)

bothatt= Oandt= T.Wetakethetine T as a period of the slow Iy varying varabl
X (t) In the analysis ofgeom etric phases, unless stated otherw ise. W e call the phase choice
vy, (;X () In 210) as a standard basis set, and the m ore general choice of phase w illbe
discussed later n connection w ith the hidden localgauge sym m etry. W e can thus re-w rite
the path Integralas
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w here the second term in the action stands for the term comm only referred to asBerry's
phasell] and its o -diagonal generalization. T he second term in (2.12) is de ned by
Z
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T hepath Integral 2.12) isalso derived directly by expanding (g;x) = S O, 65X ()
In tem s of the instantaneous eigenfunctions in (2.10).
In the operator form ulation ofthe second quantized theory, we thus obtain thee ective
Ham iltonian (depending on Bose or Fem i statistics)
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N ote that these formulas 2.6), 2.12) and (2.14) are exact. Seealo Ref. ||] ora fomula
related to (2.14) in the rst quantization. T he use of the instantaneous eigenfunctions in
(2.12) isa comm on feature shared w ith the adiabatic approxin ation. In ourpicture, allthe
Inform ation about geom etric phases is lncluded in the e ective H am iltonian, and for this
reason we use the term hology \geom etric term s" for those general tem s appearing in the
Ham iltonian. T he \geom etric phases" are used when these tem s are Interpreted asphase
factors of a speci ¢ state vector. T he fact that the Berry’s phase can be understood as a
part of the Ham iltonian, ie.dynam ical, has been noted In an adiabatic picture [[l]. Our
form ula does not assum e the adiabatic approxin ation, and thus it gives a generalization.
W hen one de nes the Schrodinger picture by

s = U®Y 5 0);
5,0 = U®L QU ©O;
Hors ) U @VH ot OU (©
X N X (RN
= & 0E, ® ©)5 0) 154 O g0 i 0); 2 .16)
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w here
@ R
U= Her U O @17)
wih U 0) = 1 (@nd thus i~@%U t) = U (tHAeff (t)), the sscond quantization formula for
the evolution operator gives rise to [, B]
.
i ° expf % Horr ©dtgni
0 l 7 .
=m@) T expf = H ©ix;X ©)dgh 0)i (2.18)

0
where T’ stands for the tin e ordering operation, and the state vectors in the second
quantization on the left-hand side are de ned by

ni= B ©0)Di; 219)

and the state vectors on the right-hand side stand for the st quantized states de ned
by

H @%;X ©0)h©i= B, K ©)h ©i: 2 20)

Both-hand sides of the above equality (2.18) are exact, but the di erence is that the
geom etric tem s, both of diagonal and o -diagonal, are explicit in the second quantized
form ulation on the left-hand side.
The relation (2.18) is generalized for the o -diagonal elem ents also by follow Ing the
sam e procedure in [, B0]
R
) i
tm T ° expf = H s Odtghi
0 'z,
5 1 /\ A A . .
= @O expt —  H §XX ©)dgh 0)i: (2 21)
0
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By noting
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w ith the Initial condition
n ;0;X (0)) = v, &X (0)): (225)

Theamplitude , &;T ;X (T)) thus corresoonds to the probability am plitude we dealw ih
In the analysis of geom etric phases. This , ;T ;X (T)) is also wrtten as
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In agreem ent with (223).
In the adiabatic approxin ation, w here we assum e the dom inance ofdiagonalelem ents,
we have (see also 1))

Z,
SEGTIX ) 1 Ve euX O epf - He Odtghi 229)
1%7 O d
e @)epf - E.X () M hiko:
0

3 H idden localgauge sym m etry

A 11 the resuls of the seocond quantization are in principle reproduced by the rst quan-—
tization 11% the present sihgleparticke problem by expanding the Schrodinger am plitude
Gz)= b Ow &X () i tem s of the Instantaneous eigenfunctions in (2.10). One
then analyzes sim ultaneous equations for the coe cients fb, (t)g. This equivalence is ex—
an pli ed by the relation (2.18). T he possibl advantages ofthe second quantized form ula—
tion are thusm ainly technical and conosptual ones, but we still obtain several interesting
In plications. F irst ofall, the generalgeom etric temm s are explicitly and neatly form ulated
by the second quantization both for the path integral (2.12) and the operator fom align
(2.18). Another technical advantage is related to the phase freedom of the basis st In
(2.10). The path Integral fom ula 2.12) isbased on the expansion
X
Lix) = b Ow, ;X () @)

n

and the starting path Integral 22) depends only on the el variablke (t;x), not on
fb, (t)g and fv, (¢;X (t))g ssparately. This fact show s that our form ulation contains an
exact hidden localgauge symm etry

Vo 6GX ) ! VX @)= e " Yv, ;X )5
hht)! B@=e "y @©); n=1;2;3;:3 3B2)

where the gauge param eter , (t) is a general function of t. W e tentatively call this
symm etry "hidden localgauge sym m etry" because it appears due to the ssparation ofthe
fiindam ental dynam icalvarable (t;x) into two sets fly, )g and fv, ;X (£))g. One can
ocon m that the action

Z T X ] Q X . Q
S = dt[ K ©i~—b, )+ B ©Ohi—iniy ©
0 N Qt am @t
X
K (O, X ()b, ©] (3 3)



and thepath integralm easure in (2.12) areboth Invarant under thisgauge transform ation.
T he H am iltonian
g @
H = Yol c—ixX @) ex)d’xdt
% 1@x

E, X ©)8 ©b © 3 4)

n

is lnvariant under this local gauge sym m etry, but the e ective Ham iltonian (2.14) isnot
Invariant under this transform ation

N R X e,0
Herse ®© ! Heere © + ~ at

n

5 0h ©: (3.5)

T his suggests that the conventional dynam ical phase is m anifestly gauge nvariant and
thus physical, whereas the geom etric phase becom es physical after a non-trivial analysis
of gauge Invariance. T he above sym m etry is exact as long as the basis set is not singular.
In the present problem , the basis set de ned by (2.10) becom es singular on top of level
crossing (see (44)), and thus the above symm etry is particularly usefil in the general
adiabatic approxin ation de ned by the condition that the basis set (2.10) iswellkde ned.
O foourse, onem ay consider a new hidden localgauge symm etry when one de nes a new
regular coordinate In the neighborhood of the singulariy, and the freedom in the phase
choice of the new basis set persists.

In our formulation, only fh, (t)g are dynam ical variables and thus it m ay be m ore
naturalto de ne the transform ation by the ssocond relation in (32), nam ely,

b,=¢e"99 ®; n=1;2;3;: (3.6)

The eld variablk and the e ective H am iltonian are then transform ed as

X x )
o) = e "8 v, &;X ) = B ov Gxx ©)= Gx);
Here () = @) e " YE, X e "8 @

B) e Umie it O ©

n @t
x "7 .
= ) E, X €))L ©
oy R X @ a0 povypipo
&) 6 o in HE © “—ar &) ok © (3.7)
n;m n

and the change of the basis set In (32) is realized. The action (3.3) is con m ed to be
form -nvariant under the transform ation (3.6). (In our practical applications below , the
substitution rules (3 2) give desired resultsw ithout going through detailed m anijpulations.)
P hysically, thishidden gauge sym m etry arises from the fact that the choice ofthe basis sst
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w hich speci esthe coordinate in the functional space isaritrary in eld theory, as Iong as
the coordinate isnot singular. T his local (ie., tin edependent) coordinate transform ation,
which isgenerally w ritten In the form of 2.8), is thus extended to an In nite dim ensional
uniary group U (1 ). SeealsoRef. [1l]. The om ofthe action isgenerally changed under
such a general transform ation, though the physical contents of the theory are preserved.
The possbl subtlety under such a general uniary transfom ation can be analyzed by
follow Ing the proocedure in [111], but we do not expect anom alous behavior in the present
problem . In practical applications for generic eigenvalues fE, X (t))g, the sub-group

U=0UA(@) U @) 335 3.8)

as n (3.6) isusefu], because it keeps the form of the action invariant and thus becom es
a symm etry of quantized theory in the conventional sense. In particular, it is exactly
preserved in the adiabatic approxin ation in which the m ixing of di erent energy eigen—
states is assum ed to be negligble and thus the coordinates speci ed by (2.10) is always
wellde ned. Fora soecialcase where the rsteigenvaluieE; X (t)) hasn,—fold degeneracy,
the seoond eigenvalue E; X (t)) has n,—fold degeneracy, and so on, the sub-group

U=0UMn;) U ) 3+ 3.9)

w hich keeps the form ofthe action Invarant, w illlbe ussful. See also Ref. ] ora r=lated
analysis in the fram ework of rst quantization by using the notion ofdynam ical invariants.

W e em phasize once again that the above hidden localgauge symm etry (3.6) (or (32))
is an exact symm etry of quantum theory, and thus physical cbservables In the adiabatic
approxin ation should respect this symm etry. A 1so, by using this localgauge freedom , one
can choose the phase convention of the basis set fv, (£;%;X ())g such that the analysis of
geom etric phases becom es m ost transparent.

O ur basic observation isthat , ¢¢;T;X (T)) In the exact expression (223) (and also
its adiabatic approxin ation 2 29)) transfom s under this hidden local gauge symm etry
(3.6) as?

W CGTGX () JeGTX (T)=e "9 [ egTiX (1)) (3.10)
independently of the value of T . This transform ation is derived In (2 23) by usihg the
representation (2 26)

YeX () = 1037 Gx) @) 0)Pi= & " On3" @8 0)Pi (311)
or by using

Z Lz
5 1 A A A .. . .
S EGGX ()= Iymiexpf - H (%X ©)dtgyiyh 0)%: (312)
~o0
with v2 (0;¥;X (0)) = lyh (0)%i= &' » Ov, ;X (0)). This transform ation is also explicitly
checked for the adiabatic approxin ation 229). The transfomm ation Jaw (3.10) de ned

2T his show s that the state vector n 65X () stays In the sam e ray 0] oran arbitrary hidden local
gauge transform ation.



by (3.11) or (3.12) is quite general since we assum e that the set fv, (7;X (0))gatt= 0 is
not singular.
T hus the product

n 62;0;X (0))° L 6T ;X (T)) (3.13)

de nes a m anifestly gauge invariant quantity, nam ely, it is independent of the choice of
the phase convention of the com plte basis st fv, (£x%;X (£))g. W e enply this (rather
strong) gauge nvariance condition as the basis of our analysis of geom etric phases.

Here, i m ay be appropriate to m ention brie y the di erence between the present
hidden local gauge symm etry and the freedom appearing in the analysis of the ber
bundls of state vectors in the Hilbert space. The states In quantum m echanics are
represented by rays, nam ely, the states are speci ed up to constantphases [1]. Thism ay
super cially appear to be a gauge symm etry. But the local tin edependent phases are
not allowed in the ray space since the state muliplied by a tin edependent phase does
not satisfy the Schrodinger equation any m ore and thus goes outside the space of state
vectors [l]. This di ers from our hidden local gauge symm etry which is a symm etry of
quantum theory and that the Schrodinger am plitude , &;T ;X (T)) stays In the space
of state vectors under an arbitrary hidden local gauge transform ation of the basis st
as is shown In (310). In the analysis of holonomy, it is comm on to consider a phase
transform ation of state vectors param etrized by K (t)) in the precise adiabatic lim it
where the tin e dependence of X (t) is negligbl [l]. A further detailed com parison of
the hidden localgauge symm etry to a gauge sym m etry which appears In the de nition of
generalized geom etric phases |, [1]] shallbe given in Section 5.

For the adiabatic ormula 2 29), the gauge invarant quantity (3.13) is given by

0 670;X )7 o 6T X (T)) . (314)
AT
: e
= v 07X OV TjX @)epf ~ B K ©) i hikg

0
where we used the notation v, (;%;X (t)) to em phasize the use of arbitrary gauge in this
expression. W e then observe that
Lo

. e
Ve ;%X 0DV, TixiX @) expf — | m 3 ik (315)
0

is Invarant under the hidden localgauge sym m etry, and by choosing the gauge such that
Vi (T7x;X (T)) = vi 0;%;X (0)) 31e)

the prefacotor v, (0;%;X (0))°v, (T;x;X (T)) becom es real and positive. N ote that we are
assum Ing the cyclicm otion ofthe extemalparam eter, X (T) = X (0). (3.15) then becom es

Lo

: | e
I 03X O, @K @D ~ [ M hikg 3.17)
0
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and the factor
Z
i T . @
expf — E, X ©) Ynjr@—tﬁl]dtg (318)

~oo0
extracts all the infom ation about the phase in (3.14) and de nes a physical quantity.
A fter this gauge xing, the above quantity (3.17) is still invariant under residual gauge
transform ations satisfying the periodic boundary condition

Q)= A (@T); (3.19)

in particular, for a class of gauge transform ations de ned by , X (). Note that our
gauge transformm ation in (3.6), which is de ned by an arbitrary function , (), ismore
general.
W e here recognize an in portant di erence between the conventional dynam ical phase
.o
epf © B, ©)dy (320)
0

and the comm only de ned geom etric phase
121 d
expf — [ i~ hildty 321)
~ 0 @t
though both of them are regarded as parts of the sam e total H am iltonian in the present
formulation. The conventional dynam ical phase is m anifestly gauge invarant, whereas
the conventional gecm etric phase is gauge covarant In the sense that a gauge Invariant
m eaning is assigned to it only fora speci ¢ choice of gauge, though the choice ofthe gauge
is a sensble one.
Fora noncyclic evolution but still adiabatic In the sense that the approxin ation (2 29)
is valid, the above gauge invarant quantity (3.14)

n @2;0;X (0))° L 6T ;X (T)) . (22)

. T
] i e
= Va 0;2;X 0))'vy (T;%;X (T)) expf — E, X @) Ynjr@—tﬁl]dtg
0
still de nes a physical quantity. But now X (T) 6 X (0), and thus one cannot generally
choose a gauge which m akesv, (0;%;X (0))°v, (T;x;X (T')) realand positive forallx. Even
in this case we can m ake

Z
Pxv, 072X 0)7v, (T;;X (T)) (3.23)
real and positive by a suitable choice of the gauge v, (Gx;X () ! vﬁ C;2;X () =
exp[ 1, ® M Gx;X ). Forsuch a choice of gauge, the factor
Lo e
1
epf -  E. X ®) mji~@—tjui°1dtg (3.24)
0
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extracts all the inform ation about the phase ofR dEx L, x;0;X 0))° ,6;T;X (T)), and
it gives an expression consistent w ith the Pancharatnam de nition of geom etric phase for
a noncyclic evolution [[]]. See Section 5 and also Refs. [, 1] for closely related analyses
In the st quantization. T he tem inology "globalgauge" was used in Ref. 1] probably
due to the x Independence of the gauge param eter. O ur present fom ulation m akes the
origin of the local gauge invariance m ore trangparent independently of approxin ation
schem es. N ote that our form ula contains all the J'nﬁann ation about the phase factor and
that the gauge invariant de nition of the phase of &x , &;0;X (0))° . &;T;X (T)) as
a line Integral is unique up to gauge transfom ationswih ,(T)= L 0).

W e here recognize an in portant di erence between the cyclic evolution and noncyclic
evolution: T he prefactor ofthe physical gauntity (3.14) fora cyclic evolution can bem ade
real and positive for arbitrary x by a suitable choice of hidden localgauge, whereas only
the integrated prefactor (323) for a noncyclic evolution can be m ade real and positive by
a choice of hidden local gauge. It is thus clear that the notion of geom etric phase is of
much m ore 1im ited validity for a noncyclic evolution.

For them ost generalnoncyclic and non-adiabatic process, the Integrated gauge invari-
ant quantity is given by

Z
dx L 62;0;X (0)° L 6T ;X (T))
% Z 7.
- Exv, 6K 0)Ve 6GX (C))m Tl expf —  Hor ©dtghi
~ o0
Zm ,Z T

2 2 1 AN A . .
= dxv, 65X )T Texpf —  H ;%X (©)dtgn 0)1 (325)
~ oo
by using (2 23). 0 bviously this form ula isexact but it isnot clear ifthis generalexpression
isusefil in the practical analyses of geom etric phases.

4 Explicit exam ple; tw o—level truncation

Tt m ay be hnstructive to discuss a concrete exam ple which shows how the hidden local
symm etry works in the analysis of B erry’s phases for noncyclic evolutions in general. W e
thus assum e that the level crossing takes place only between the lowest two levels, and we
consider the fam iliar idealized m odelw ith only the lowest two Jevels. This sim pli cation
is expected to be valid in the neighborhood of the soeci ¢ kvel crossing. The e ective
Ham ilonian to be analyzed In the path Integral 2.6) isthen de ned by the 2 2 m atrix
hX ()= E.n X (©)). If one assum es that the level crossing takes place at the origin
of the param eter space X (t) = 0, one analyzes the m atrix

hX ©)= Enn O+ —Enn K)k-0 Xk 4.1)

for su ciently small X | (1);X, (1);::). By a tin e lndependent unitary transform ation,
which does not induce an extra geom etric temm , the st temm is diagonalized. In the
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present approxin ation, essentially the four din ensional sub-space of the param eter space
is relevant, and after a suitable rede nition of the param eters by taking linear com bina—
tions of X  (t), we w rite the m atrix as ]

EQO+ y® 0

0 E0+ym 9 N0

hX ©)
“42)

where ! stands for the Paulim atrices, and g is a suitable (positive) coupling constant.
T his param etrization In tem s ofthe varables y; (t) is valid beyond the linear approxin a—
tion, but the two-Jlevel approxin ation is expected to be valid only near the level crossing
point.

T he above m atrix is diagonalized in the standard way as

hX ©)v )= E O+ yo® grv ) 43)

wherer=p 2+ v2 + v2 and
YitT Yy, T Yy;an

i’ : i’

cos5e sin se
sin

v ) =

N
N

by using the polar coordinates, y; = rsinh ©s’; = rsin sin’; 3 = rcos . Note
that our choice of the basis set satis es

v y0)=v (T)) 4.5)
ify0) = y(T) except or vi;v25v3) = (0;0;0),and = 0 or ; when one analyzes the
behavior near those singular points, due care needs to be exercised. If one de nes

y @ k
Vin (y)lgtvn (y) = Amn (Y)yk (4 -6)

wherem and n run over ,we have

A}j+ o 1+ oos )_
2

AL @ = e o= @, Gw)’

+ WYk 2 f— 2_ + Yk I4

X 1 cos

A" WIw = T’_ @.7)
The e ective Ham iltonian (2.14) is then given by

Hee ) = € O+ vo®©+ greNd b <
+ EO+yv® grofb ~ HAE ©wnb 4.8)

which is exact in the present two-Jlevel truncation.
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In the conventional adiabatic approxin ation, one approxin ates the e ective H am ilto-
nian (4.8) by

Heee®© 7 € O+ yo )+ gr)b b
+EO)+yl grofb
~B Ak, ewb + BaY wub ] (4.9)
which isvalid for
Tgrt) ~ ; 410)

where ~ stands for the m agniude of the geom etric tetm times T . The H am iltonian for
b , for exam ple, is then elim inated by a \gauge transform ation"
Z t
b )= expf (=) atE O+ yo® gre) ~& wld © (411)
0

In thepath integral (2.12) w ith the above approxin ation (4.9), and the am p]jmdeh()jA (T )BY 0) P4,
which corresponds to the probability am plitude in the st quantization, is given by (up
to an ejgenfinction g &) ofH (& ;%;0) ;n 23))

(T) 09 (T >6; 0)Pi

T

= expf -  AEO)+yw® or® ~& @wulv ¢T)

~

0

W05 ()8 (0)Pi
Z T

epf -~ dE O+ v ® or® ~& @wlv ¢T) @12)
0

with 0P (T)F 0)Pi= 0P OF ©O)Pi= 1. Fora 2 rotation n ’ with xed , for
exam ple, the gauge nvariant quantity (3.14) gives rise to

0’ @) = v (y(0>>?vz<ycr>>
. T
epf ~  GEO+yv® ogre) ~& @ul
0 4
= expfi I cos )gexpf - GE O) + vo )  gr® g 13)
c1 (! T)
by using 4.7) and v (y(T)) = v ((0)) In the present choice of gauge, and the path

C1(0 ! T) soeci es the Integration along the above speci ¢ closed path. The rst phase
factorexpfi (1  oos )g stands for the fam iliar Berry’s phasell]] and the ssocond phase
factor stands for the conventional dynam ical phase. ° The phase factor (4.13) is still

3Ifthe condition (4.10) is satis ed, the result (413) is obtained n a straightforw ard m anner by using
the elgenfiinctions In (4 4) consistently 2%]. T his expresses the fact that the choice of coordinates in the
functional space does not m atter in  eld theory and one can use the m ost convenient coordinate. The
analysis of the hidden localgauge symm etry in the present exam ple w ill, how ever, help us com pare the
result In the second quantized form ulation to that in the rst quantized form ulation in which peopl are
accustom ed to the notion ofholonom y and a very carefiil treatm ent of various phase factors.
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Invariant under a an aller set of gauge transform ations w ith
(T)= ©) (4.14)
and, In particular, for the gauge param eter of the fom v ) L.

Ys

Y.

Y1

Fig. 1l: The path 1 gives the conventional geom etric phase as in (413) ora =xed nie T,
w hereas the path 2 gives a trivial geom etric phase as in (4.15) fora xed nite T. Note that
both of the paths cover the sam e solid anglke 2 (1 cos ).

In our previous papers [, L], £ has been analyzed in detail how the conventional

formula 4.13) ismodi ed if one deform s the contour in the param eter space fora xed

nite T. W e here brie y comm ent on the main results. It was shown there that the
am plitude n (4 13) is replaced by 2

2

0)’ expf — GE O)+ yo ) ar® -~ ¢)wly

~ CoO!T
Zz( )

expf = GE 0+ o) grt)l @15)
C,0! T)
by defom ing the path 1 to the path 2 in the param eter space In Fig. 1. The path
C,0! T)speciesthepath2 nFigl,andv ((T)) = v (0)) n the present choice
of the gauge. T hus no geom etric phase for the path C, forany xed nie T.Fort= 0
ort= T, we start or end w ith the param eter region where the condiion (4.10) for the
adiabatic approxin ation is satis ed. But approaching the In nitesin al neighborhood of
the origin where the level crossing takes place, the condition is no m ore satis ed and

T)

Instead one has Tgr ~. In this region of the param eter space, Pfeff n 4.8) or 4.9) is
replaced by
Hee® 7 E O+ v e
+ EO+yvb)ee ~rde (4.1e)
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w here one perform ed a unitary transform ation

X
B = U( Ohat 417)

w ith

cos > SJI'IE

uee= U
2 2

(4.18)

by assum ing the validity of the two-Jevel truncation in the In nitesin al neighborhood of
the level crossing. The diagonalization of the geom etric tetmm s In (4 .16) corresponds to
the use of eigenfunctions

W, = ;oW = (4.19)

In the de nition of geom etric tem s.

Based on this analysis, it was concluded in [, ] that the topological interpretation
of the Berry’s phase fails In the practical Bom-O ppenhein er approxin ation where T is
denti ed w ith the period ofthe slow er dynam ical system . A 1so, the appearance ofa seam —
Ingly non-integrable phase factor is consistent w ith the integrability of the Schrodinger
equation for a regular H am iltonian.

G eom etric phase for noncyclic evolution

W enow analyze the geom etric phase associated w ith a noncyclic evolution on the basis
of the explicit tw o—Jevel truncation . For the explicit exam ple at hand, the starting gauge
Invariant formula (3.14) is given by

0;X (0)"  (T;X (T))

L AT
v GOV yTNepf - EO+y® o) & @ulkg
A
v gO)v GT)epf = [ ~A @u g
7, ’
epf = EO+y® gro)iy  20)
0

by assum ing the adiabatic approxin ation for the m om ent. H ere again, the com bination
Lo
) i
v yO)'v g@Nexpf — [ ~A° )wldty (421)

0

is invariant under hidden local gauge symm etry. For a noncyclke evolution, there is no
sin ple choice of gauge which elin inates the factorv (v (0))*v (T )) altogether.
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In the present explicit exam ple, we have by using (¢ 4)

v O)'v @)= Sjrl—(o)sjn—(r)ei(' @ "an oos—(o)oos—(r): 4 22)
2 2 2 2
By de ning
v yO)'v ¢y@T)=F gON'v yTHE @ (423)
onem ay perform a hidden local gauge transform ation
v @) ! Vigye)=e® v go) (4 24)
such that
T) 0)y= (T): (4 25)

T he net resul is then the prefactor in (4 20) is replaced by 7 (v (0))°v (v (T ))jand the
geom etric phase is shifted by (T). Nam ely, we have

0;X (0)"  (T;X (T))
5 (y(0>>z?v V(@T)I

i .
epf - EO+yw® g ~A° ¢)uly

0
=¥ vO)v ¢TI
2

epfi @) - EO+yw® o -~ @udg: @26
0

The de nition of the geom etric phase

Z Z

T T

A% )wde=  A* (y)wdc+ (T) 427
0 0
gives an expression consistent w ith the basic idea of Pancharatnam []]. See Section 5
and also Refs. [, 1] Por closely related analyses from the di erent points of view . Our
form ula contains all the Infom ation about the phase factor and that the gauge invariant
de nition ofthephaseof  (0;X (0))° (T ;X (T')) asa line integral is unique up to gauge
transform ations w ith (T)= 0).

Thisquantiy (4 26) is gauge invarant but path dependent In the param eter space for
xedv (y(0)),v (T))and niteT.Forexampl, fora path analogoustoC; in Fig. 1

but now an open path (ie., xed and’ (T) " 0)< 2 ),onehas (seealo Refll ]

?

0;X (0)° (@;X T) = F ¢O)'v ¢T)JI

1
expfi(I)+i§(l cos )(" (T) " O)g
Z

epf ~ EO+y® ogrodwm:  @28)

Ci
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Fora path analogousto C, In Figl but now an open path (ie., xed and’ T) ' Q)<
2 ), one has

0;X (0))° (@;Xx (@T)) = F OV ¢TI
expfi ) + i (T) " 0ONg

epf -~ EO+yw® grOdg: @29

Cz

Ifonessts’ (T)="'"0)+2 andv {T))=v FO)) @dthus (T)= 0),thexeomulas
are reduced to the previous form ulas for a cyclic evolution.

Sihce we analyzed the behavior in the neighborhood of the Jevel crossing, the x depen—
dent part is factored out as in (4.12) and the In portant di erence between the cyclic and
noncyclic evolutions noted in (323) does not explicitly appear In the present exam ple.

5 Com parison to gauge symm etry in the de nition
of generalized geom etric phase

W e here explain a basic conceptual di erence between the hidden local gauge symm etry
and a gauge sym m etry (orequivalence class) which appears In the de nition ofgeneralized
geom etric phases by Aharonov and Anandan [] and also by Sam uel and Bhandari 1]

W e rst reformulate the treatm ents In these references from a view point of gauge
symm etry by follow ngRefs. [1],01]. The analysis in Ref. ] startsw ith the wave function
satisfying

Fx Gx) Gx) = 1; (51)
and
T;x)=¢& (0;%) 62)
wih a real constant . For sinplicity we resrict our attention to the unitary time-
development as In (51). The condition (5.1) then im plies the existence of a hem itian
H am iltonian

@ A ~ @
i~—  (Gx)=H G—-—7 iR):
i- ot (t; =) (t, i on ®) (t;x) 53)

T he notion ofgeneralized rays in refs. [, 1] isbased on the identi cation ofallthe vectors
of the fom

fet O (x)g: G 4)

Notethatthey proect (tx) foreach t, which m eans Jocalin tin e unlike the conventional
notion of rays which is based on constant  [l]. Since the conventional Schrodinger
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equation is not invariant under this equivalence class, we m ay consider an equivalence
class of H am iltonians

ff  ~— (g: 55
ot ©g 55)
W e next de ne an obct
Z. Z .
tx) expl dt dx (t;xfi@—t tx)] (=) (5.6)
0
which satis es
Z(O,X)= 0;x);

(t;i=) = 0: .7

U nder the equivalence class transform ation (or gauge transfrom ation)
tx) ! e Y @x); (58)
(t; %) transfom s as
tx)! e @ @) (5.9)

The quantity (t;x) thus belongs to the sam e ray in the conventional sense under any
gauge transform ation. T he properties (5.7) and (5.9) are valid Independently ofthe precise
form of Schrodinger equation (5.3), aswe use only the property (G.1).
T he gauge Invarant quantity is then de ned by
Z, Z .
O;x) 7 Tix)= ©Ox) expi dt dIx <t;x>'~’i@—t tx)] (T;x) (5.10)
0

by ollow Ing our general prescription (3.13). By a suitabl gauge transform ation
=) ! “Ex)=et® G (541)
w ith
T) 0) = ©12)
we can m ake the prefactor n (5.10)
0;x)° T;x) ! ~Ox)Tix)=e @ Ox)e T @ix)=3 0;0F 613)

real and positive for a cyclic evolution. T he above gauge invariant quantity is then given
by
Z . Z .
O;x) 7 (T;x) = J Oix)i’expl dt dBXN(t;X)?i@—tN(t;X)] (5.14)
0
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and the factor on the exponential extracts all the Infom ation about the phase from the
gauge Invariant quantiy. This de nition of the gauge invariant phase agrees w ith the
generalized geom etric phase in [\]by noting ~(0;x) = 7 (T ;x). Thephas factorn (5.14)
is Invariant under a residual gauge symm etry w ith

T)= ): ©.15)

The phase factor in (5.14) is also written as
I Z

= dt d3x~(t;x)?i§:~(t;x) (516)

w hich m akes the Invariance under the gauge transfom ation (5.15) m anifest, but ourbasic
fomula (5.10) is mvarant under a m uch larger class of gauge transfom ations. W e can
thus use the orighhalvariabl which satis es (6.3) and write (5.10) as
2. Z
O;%) 7 (T;x)=3 O;x)F’expl + % dc &’x Gx)H  @Gx)l: (517)
0
T he phase on the exponential In (517) (and consequently, the phase n (5.14)) does not
depend on the choice of the Ham iltonian in (5.5) since and the H gm iltonian are smul-
taneously changed by the param eter (). The factor ( 1=~) OT dc &x (t;x)?}f ;=)
n (5617) is called a \dynam ical phase" in [[]. N ote that the second relation n (5.7) does
not play a m apr role in our form ulation.
Next we comm ent on the generalized phase for a noncyclic evolution ], nam ely,
starting with (5.J) but the relation (52) ismodi ed to

T;x)6 e (0;x) (518)

forany space-independent .W e can stillconsiderthe cb ct (5.6) and the gauge invariant
quantiy (5.10)
Z ., Z .
O;x) 7 (T;x)= ©O;x) ‘expli dt d’x <t;x>?i@—t (tx)] (Tix): (519)
0

The presfactor (0;x)? (T;x) now cannot be m ade real and positive for all x by any
gauge transform ation. O ne can stillm ake the prefactor In the integrated quantity

yA yA Z, Z
? ? ? @
Px 0;%)° Ti;x)= IPx 0;x)° T;x)expl dt &x (t;x)‘ia: ;%) 15 20)
0
real and positive. N am ely, by de ning
Z Z
Fx O;x)° Tix)=¢e T3 Px 0ix)° Tix)F (521)
onem ay consider a gauge transformm ation
=) ! ‘Gr)=e P (@Exn) (522)
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such that

(T) 0= (@): (523)
O ne then obtains
Z
Px 0;x) 7 (T;x)
z Z. Z .
= &x 0;x)° “Tix)expl  dt I’x “x)is Yx)]
z 2. z o
=3 d’x °0;%)° ‘(T;x)jexplh  dt dx 0(t;X)?iE “%)]
. et
yA Z, Z
=3 &x 0;x)° Tix)jexpi dt Ix °<t;x>?i@—t “tix)]: (5.24)

0

T he factor on the exponential extracts all the lnform ation about the phase factor of the
Integrated gauge Invarant quantity. O ne can also use the variablke , which satis es the
Schrodinger equation (5.3), iIn the gauge Invarant quantity (520) and w rite it as
Z
I’x 0;x)° (T;x)
z Z. Z
=3 &x Ox)? Cijeplh T+ -  d &x G G 625

~

0

The phase factor n (525), which stands for the totalphase ncrease of m inus the \dy-
nam icalphase", agrees w ith the de ning equation of the generalized phase In [1]. Thus
the phase on the exponential in (524) gives an altemative expression of the Pancharat-
nam phase di erence as form ulated in []]. N ote that the phase (524) isde ned only for
the Integrated quantity asin (521), and it is invariant under the residualgauge sym m etry
satisfying (5.15).

F inally, we would lke to com pare the gauge sym m etry appearing here to our hidden
Jocalgauge sym m etry In the case ofadiabatic approxin ation putwith niteT), forwhich
the correspondence becom es m ost visble. T he basic correspondences are

Gx) $ v, ;X () (5 26)

and

~

2 & (t'X)=HA('—£'X) (%)
@t 4 ,j_@x, 4

AT @
$ H —:2;X ©)vn ;X (0) = E, ©Ov, &;X ()
i@x
G27)
w ith the equivalence class
fe' ¥ Gxr)g $  fe rYv, &X (©)g: ©28)



T he quantity

Z . Z

t;x) = expi dt Ix <t;x>?i@gt tx)] =) 529)
0

then corresoonds to the quantity de ned by

7,
SBGGX ©)  epf B, X (0)tg , 675X ©)
z . "
= epL M hidth, kX ©): 530)
0

T he physical observables in the cyclic evolution are then given by, respectively,

Z. Z
O;x)7 (T;x)= (O;x)° T;x)expli dt d’x (t;xfi% €x)] (531)
0
and
R 62;0;X (0))° L 65T ;X (T)) .
T
= v, 0;2;X (0))°vi, (T;2;X (T))expld fnji@gtjlidt] (5.32)
0

where we used the notation v, (t;%;X (t)) to en phasize the use of arbitrary gauge In the
last expression.

T he two form ulations are thus very sin ilar to each other, but there are several in por-
tant di erences. M ost In portantly, the true correspondence should be

=) $ n BEX (1) 6.33)

Instead of (526), sinhceboth of (x) and , ;45X (£) h (2 23) stand forthe Schrodinger
probability am plitudes. A s a consequence of the di erence between (526) and (5.33), a
crucialdi erence in the conosptual kevel appears n the de nition of equivalence class (or
gauge symm etry). The hidden local gauge symm etry is consistent w ith the eigenvalue
equation (527) and In fact i is an exact sym m etry of quantized theory as was explained
In Section 3. The Schrodinger am plitude , &;t;X (t)) is transform ed under the hidden
local symm etry as

neuX ©) ! Jestx ©)=¢e "9 L euX (b)) (5.34)

as isshown in (3.10). This hidden local symm etry is exactly pressrved In the adiabatic
approxin ation. @A though the Schrodinger equation is satis ed only approxin ately in the
adiabatic approxin ation, i is a nature of the approxin ation.)

In contrast, the equivalence class in the generalized de nition (5.8) changesthe form of
the Schrodinger equation, and thusnot a sym m etry ofquantized theory in the conventional
sense. In fact, the constant phase in €' (t;2) does not change physics sihce it provides an
overall constant phase for the state vector at all the tin es, but the tin edependent phase
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ne ® (x) generally changes physics by providing di erent phasesat di erent tim es for

the state vector. If one should take the equivalence class (5.4) literally, the conventional
geom etric phase would lose much of its signi cance as is exem pli ed by the fact that the
product of Schrodinger wave fiinctions (0;%)° (I';x) in (5.13) can be made real and
positive by a suitable choice of gauge, though not all is lost as the x-dependence of (&%)
retains the nform ation ofthe H am itonian. By taking ;%) n (5.6) as a basic physical
ob ct, which istransformm ed by a constant phase under any gauge transform ation, one can
dentify the generalized geom etricphases In ,/] by the consideration ofgauge invariance
alone, aswe have explained in this section by ollow Ing [, 0], T he lne Integralalong the
\vertical" curve in ] corresponds to the general gauge transform ation (5.11) or (522),
and the gauge symm etry which preserves the generalized geom etric phases in 1, ]
corresoonds to the residual gauge symm etry (5.15). These generalized geom etric phases
describe certain intrinsic properties of the class ofH am iltonians in (5.5) as isexplained in
detailin [,000]. See also Refs. [, 0, 1] or the further elaboration on these generalized
geom etric phases.

In com parison, the original analysis of holonom y by Sinon ] is based on the gauge
transform ation

Gx) ! & ¥ () 5 35)

In the precise adiabatic limi With T ! 1 ) where the tin edependence ofX (t) is negli-
gble. In the precise adiabatic lim i, it isknown that the two form ulationsin (527) @When
Interpreted In the sense of (535)) essentially coincide [[1] and thus two gauge sym m etries
w ith quite di erent origins give rise to the sam e result.

6 D iscussion

T he analysis of geom etric phases is reducad to the fam iliar diagonalization ofthe H am ilto-
nian In the ssoond quantized form ulation. T he hidden local gauge symm etry, which is an
exact symm etry of quantum theory, becom es explicit in this form ulation and we analyzed
its full in plications for cyclic and noncyclic evolutions in the study of geom etric phases.
W e have shown that the general prescription ofPancharatnam is consistent w ith the anal-
ysis on the basis of the hidden localgauge sym m etry. W hen one analyzes processes w hich
are adiabatic only approxin ately, as in the practical Bom-O ppenhein er approxin ation,
the geom etric phases cease to be purely geom etrical. The notions of parallkel transport
and holonom y then becom e som ewhat subtle, but our hidden local gauge symm etry is
still exact and useful. The hidden local symm etry as form ulated In this paper can thus
provide a basic concspt alternative to the notions of parallel transport and holonomy to
analyze geom etric phases associated w ith level crossing. W e have also explained a basic
di erence between the hidden local gauge symm etry and a gauge symm etry used In the
de nition of generalized geom etric phases.

T he notion of geom etric phases is known to be exactly or approxin ately associated
w ith a wide range of physical phenom ena [, i]. However, it is our opinion that the
crucial di erences of various physical phenom ena, which are loossly associated w ith ge—
om etric phases, should be explicitly and precisely stated. The topological triviality of
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geom etric phases associated w ith level crossing for any nie T, which is crucially dif-
ferent from the exact topological property of the A haronov-Bohm phase, is one of those
exam pls.

I thank S.D egudhi for helpfiil discussions and A . Hosoya for asking a connection of
our form ulation to that in Ref. [[1]. T also thank O . Bar for calling the non—level crossing
theoram tomy attention.
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