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Adiabatic holonomic gates possess the geometric robustness of adiabatic geometric phases, i.e., dependence only on
the evolution path of the parameter space but not on the evolution details of the quantum system, which, when coordinated
with decoherence-free subspaces, permits additional resilience to the collective dephasing environment. However, the pre-
vious scheme [Phys. Rev. Lett. 95 130501 (2005 )] of adiabatic holonomic quantum computation in decoherence-free
subspaces requires four-body interaction that is challenging in practical implementation. In this work, we put forward a
scheme to realize universal adiabatic holonomic quantum computation in decoherence-free subspaces using only realisti-
cally available two-body interaction, thereby avoiding the difficulty of implementing four-body interaction. Furthermore,
an arbitrary one-qubit gate in our scheme can be realized by a single-shot implementation, which eliminates the need to
combine multiple gates for realizing such a gate.
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1. Introduction

In 1984, Berry[1] found that a quantum system initially
prepared in a nondegenerate eigenstate of the Hamiltonian
evolving adiabatically and cyclically along a circuit in the pa-
rameter space will acquire a geometric phase in addition to
the familiar dynamical phase. In the degenerate case, the geo-
metric phase acquired for the adiabatic and cyclic evolution in
the space of degenerate eigenstates should be a matrix-valued
operator, termed non-Abelian geometric phases.[2] Different
from the dynamical phase that depends on the eigenenergy
and evolution timing, the geometric phase is dependent only
on the evolution path along a circuit in the parameter space
but independent of the evolution details of the quantum sys-
tem. Due to this geometric robustness, geometric phases are
used to realize quantum computation, in which the scenario
based on Berry phases is known as adiabatic geometric quan-
tum computation[3] and the scenario based on adiabatic non-
Abelian geometric phases is known as adiabatic holonomic
quantum computation.[4,5]

The further extension of geometric phases is from adi-
abatic evolution to nonadiabatic evolution, leading to the
proposals of nonadiabatic Abelian geometric phases[6] and
nonadiabatic non-Abelian geometric phases.[7] The corre-
sponding quantum computation is referred to as nonadiabatic
geometric quantum computation[8,9] and nonadiabatic holo-
nomic quantum computation.[10,11] By avoiding the require-

ment of adiabatic evolution, nonadiabatic holonomic quan-
tum computation permits high-speed implementation. To
date, many protocols of nonadiabatic holonomic quantum
computation have been proposed, such as the single-shot
scheme,[12,13] the single-loop scheme[14] and the general con-
struction scheme.[15,16] A large number of theoretical re-
alizations were also developed based on various physical
systems.[17–29] Besides these theoretical advances, the experi-
mental investigation of nonadiabatic holonomic quantum com-
putation has been highly successful.[30–39] Although nonadia-
batic evolution allows for high-speed implementation, the ge-
ometric feature between the adiabatic geometric phase and
nonadiabatic geometric phase is different, i.e., the adiabatic
geometric phase depends on the parameter-space evolution
path[1,2] while the nonadiabatic geometric phase depends on
the state-space evolution path.[6,7] This results in the adiabatic
approach[40,41] of holonomic gates possessing some unique
advantages, e.g., the quantum gates are only related to the ra-
tio of parameters and hence robust against fluctuations of their
absolute values,[42–45] which is not shared by the nonadiabatic
holonomic gates. It is the main reason that adiabatic holo-
nomic quantum computation is still an ongoing research topic.

The aforementioned geometric robustness focuses pri-
marily on the control errors in the quantum computation.
Taking the environment noises into account, it is necessary
to integrate the decoherence-mitigation methods into geo-
metric quantum computation. For this consideration, adi-
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abatic holonomic quantum computation in decoherence-free
subspaces was proposed.[46] It combines the geometric ro-
bustness of adiabatic geometric phases and the coherence
stabilization of decoherence-free subspaces, thus represent-
ing great progress in the community of geometric quantum
computation. However, the realization of this scheme re-
quires implementing four-body interaction, which is challeng-
ing in an actual physical system with a realistic control. Note
that in the nonadiabatic domain, the decoherence-free sub-
space has been integrated into holonomic quantum computa-
tion through the two-body interaction because of the simple
three-level configuration.[47,48] Also for this reason, nonadi-
abatic holonomic quantum computation has been combined
with other decoherence-mitigation methods, such as noise-
less systems,[49] dynamical decoupling,[50] and quantum er-
ror correction.[51] But regarding the adiabatic approach to
holonomic quantum computation, the construction of holo-
nomic gates needs quite complicated level configurations and
hence the previous methods cannot be directly translated to
the realization of universal holonomic quantum computation
in decoherence-free subspaces.

In this work, we tackle this problem through construct-
ing realistically available two-body interaction to realize a
universal set of adiabatic holonomic gates protected by the
decoherence-free subspace encoding. Our scheme therefore
avoids the difficulties in the implementation of adiabatic holo-
nomic quantum computation in decoherence-free subspaces
with the four-body interaction. Furthermore, an arbitrary one-
qubit gate in our scheme can be realized by a single-shot im-
plementation, thus eliminating the need to combine multiple
gates to implement an arbitrary one-qubit gate. The paper is
organized as follows. In Section 2, we illustrate the physi-
cal model used in our scheme. In Section 3, we present the
realization of an arbitrary one-qubit gate by a single-shot im-
plementation. In Section 4, we demonstrate the two-qubit gate
with the two-body interaction. Section 5 is our conclusion.

2. Physical model
Let us first illustrate the physical model used in our im-

plementation of adiabatic holonomic quantum computation in
decoherence-free subspaces. Consider a quantum system con-
sisting of N physical qubits and interacting collectively with a
dephasing environment. The driving Hamiltonian of the quan-
tum system is given by

HN = ∑
k<l

[
Jx

kl
(
σ

x
k σ

x
l +σ

y
k σ

y
l

)
+ Jy

kl

(
σ

x
k σ

y
l −σ

y
k σ

x
l
)]
, (1)

where σ
x(y)
k(l) represents the Pauli x(y) operator acting on the

k(l)-th physical qubit. The first term of this Hamiltonian
describes the XY coupling between two qubits and the sec-
ond term describes the Dzialoshinski–Moriya coupling, with

the corresponding coupling strengths Jx
kl and Jy

kl .
[52,53] This

Hamiltonian is experimentally accessible. For example, it
can be realized by using trapped ions with the Sørensen–
Mølmer setting.[54,55] Specifically, we apply a blue sideband
laser with Rabi frequency Ω1(t) and detuning −(ν + δ ) to
the k-th ion, and another blue sideband laser with Rabi fre-
quency Ω2(t) and the same detuning to the l-th ion, where ν

is the vibrational frequency and δ is an additional detuning. In
the rotating frame and with the rotating-wave approximation,
the Hamiltonian of this quantum system is given by H(t) =
iη exp(−iδ t)(Ω1(t)a† |1⟩k ⟨0|+Ω2(t)a† |1⟩l ⟨0|)+H.c. in the
Lamb–Dicke regime. Here, a and a† are the annihilation
and creation operators of the vibrational mode, and η de-
notes the Lamb–Dicke parameter. If the large detuning ap-
proximation δ ≫ ηΩ1(t),ηΩ2(t) is satisfied, the Hamiltonian
yields an effective one H(t) = Ωeff(t) |01⟩⟨10|+ H.c. with
Ωeff(t) = η2Ω *

1 (t)Ω2(t)/δ . Here, we have ignored the Stark
shift terms that can be easily compensated by using additional
lasers. The effective Hamiltonian describes the XY interaction
if Ωeff(t) is a real number, and it describes the Dzialoshinski–
Moriya interaction if Ωeff(t) is an imaginary number. There-
fore, the aforementioned interactions are realistically available
in trapped ions.

The environmental noise under consideration is the col-
lective dephasing shared by all physical qubits, with the inter-
action Hamiltonian between the quantum system and its envi-
ronment given by

HI =

(
∑
k

σ
z
k

)
⊗B, (2)

where the first term represents the system spin, while the sec-
ond term denotes the corresponding environment. In the fol-
lowing, we shall demonstrate how to use the driving Hamilto-
nian described in Eq. (1) to realize a universal set of adiabatic
holonomic gates in decoherence-free subspaces, including an
arbitrary one-qubit gate and a nontrivial two-qubit gate.

3. One-qubit gates
For realizing adiabatic holonomic one-qubit gates pro-

tected by decoherence-free subspaces, we need to consider
a quantum system consisting of four physical qubits. In this
case, there exists a four-dimensional subspace, given by

𝒮 = Span{|1000⟩ , |0100⟩ , |0010⟩ , |0001⟩}. (3)

Clearly, the quantum states in this subspace are immune to the
collective dephasing [induced by the interaction Hamiltonian
defined in Eq. (2)] shared by the four physical qubits. There-
fore, we can use the basis states in the subspace to encode a
logical qubit in order to mitigate decoherence. To this end, we
encode the computational logical qubit into a smaller subspace

𝒮L = Span{|0001⟩ , |0010⟩}. (4)
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Here, the last two qubits are used as the data qubits that rep-
resent the quantum information while the first two qubits act
as auxiliary qubits. As a consequence, the logical-qubit encod-
ing corresponding to the computation subspace reads |0001⟩ ≡
|00⟩ ⊗ |0⟩L and |0010⟩ ≡ |00⟩ ⊗ |1⟩L. Meanwhile, we re-
gard the remaining basis states in the four-qubit decoherence-
free subspace as auxiliary states, denoted as |a⟩ = |0100⟩ and
|e⟩= |1000⟩.

Having accomplished the logical-qubit encoding with the
decoherence-free subspace, we now design the adiabatic holo-
nomic operation in this subspace. Let us consider the Hamil-
tonian in Eq. (1) with N = 4. For our purpose, the nonzero
parameters of the Hamiltonian are taken as

Jx
12 = −J(t)cos

α(t)
2

,

Jx
13 = −J(t)sin

α(t)
2

cos
θ

2
cosβ (t),

Jy
13 = J(t)sin

α(t)
2

cos
θ

2
sinβ (t),

Jx
14 = −J(t)sin

α(t)
2

sin
θ

2
cos(β (t)+ϕ),

Jy
14 = J(t)sin

α(t)
2

sin
θ

2
sin(β (t)+ϕ), (5)

where θ and ϕ are the time-independent parameters, and
α(t) and β (t) are the time-dependent parameters, as indi-
cated in the above equation. The remaining parameter J(t)
can be either time-independent or time-dependent. In the ba-
sis {|00⟩⊗ |0⟩L , |00⟩⊗ |1⟩L , |a⟩ , |e⟩}, the above Hamiltonian
can be briefly represented as

ℋ1 = J(t)
(

sin α(t)
2 e iβ (t) |e⟩⟨b|

−cos α(t)
2 |e⟩⟨a|+H.c.

)
, (6)

in which |b⟩ denotes the state

|b⟩= sin
θ

2
e−iϕ |00⟩⊗ |0⟩L − cos

θ

2
|00⟩⊗ |1⟩L . (7)

For this Hamiltonian, there exist two dark states

|d⟩= cos
θ

2
|00⟩⊗ |0⟩L + sin

θ

2
e iϕ |00⟩⊗ |1⟩L ,

|D⟩= cos
α(t)

2
|b⟩+ sin

α(t)
2

e iβ (t) |a⟩ . (8)

They span a time-dependent space of degenerate eigenstates
with a common zero-energy eigenvalue. As seen below, the
existence of the space spanned by two zero-energy eigenstates
is the key point for the construction of adiabatic holonomic
gates. For this, we need a driving Hamiltonian correspond-
ing to the space containing at least four dimensions, as indi-
cated in Eq. (6). The decoherence-free subspace of the four-
qubit physical system depicted by Eq. (3) can provide pre-
cisely such a space. The driving Hamiltonian determined by

the parameters in Eq. (5) then mediates the couplings of two
basis states |00⟩ ⊗ |0⟩L and |00⟩ ⊗ |1⟩L along with an auxil-
iary state |a⟩ to another auxiliary state |e⟩. Among the cou-
plings, the XY interaction generates a Pauli X-like operation
acting on |01⟩ and |10⟩ and the Dzialoshinski–Moriya interac-
tion produces a Pauli Y -like operation. It follows that the XY
interaction and the Dzialoshinski–Moriya interaction applied
to the first and third physical qubits facilitate the transition
|00⟩ ⊗ |1⟩L ↔ |e⟩ and the similar interactions applied to the
first and fourth qubits facilitate the transition |00⟩⊗|0⟩L ↔|e⟩.
The remaining XY interaction applied to the first and second
physical qubits facilitates the transition between two auxiliary
states |a⟩ and |e⟩. As such, we construct the Hamiltonian in
Eq. (6), thereby producing the degenerate subspace contain-
ing two zero-energy eigenstates in Eq. (8). This is the main
consideration that we choose the decoherence-free subspace
defined in Eq. (3) and the parameters in Eq. (5) to generate the
desired holonomic gates.

To realize adiabatic holonomic gates, we let the param-
eters α(t) and β (t) transport slowly along a circuit in the
parameter space with the starting and ending points α(0) =
α(τ) = 0. In this case, the quantum system prepared in the
initial eigenstate (i.e., the state |b⟩) corresponding to the dark
state |D⟩ will undergo an adiabatic and cyclic evolution, con-
sequently acquiring a geometric phase after the time evolution.
The geometric phase is given by γ𝒞 = −

∮
𝒞(1− cosα)dβ/2.

Meanwhile, the quantum system prepared in the other dark
state |d⟩ remains unchanged because all the parameters in this
state are time independent. As a result, the holonomic matrix
confined to the subspace 𝒮L reads

U = |d⟩⟨d|+ e iγ𝒞 |b⟩⟨b| . (9)

Acting on the logical-qubit space spanned by {|0⟩L , |1⟩L},
this operator is equivalent to UL = exp(−iγC𝑛 ·𝜎/2), up to
an unimportant global phase factor exp(iγ/2). Here, 𝜎 =

(σx,σy,σz) is the standard Pauli operator with respect to the
logical qubit, 𝑛= (sinθ cosϕ,sinθ sinϕ,cosθ) is an arbitrary
unit vector determining the orientation of a rotation axis, and γ

represents the rotation angle. Therefore, the realized operator
is an adiabatic holonomic gate around an arbitrary axis with an
arbitrary angle. Additionally, it is realized by a single-shot im-
plementation, hence eliminating the need for the combination
of multiple one-qubit gates to realize an arbitrary one-qubit
gate. It is worth emphasizing that the Dzialoshinski–Moriya
interaction in Eq. (1) plays an indispensable role in the real-
ization of geometric gates because it provides an additional
degree of freedom, thereby creating the geometric phase. This
can be seen from the fact that if the parameter β (t) is absent,
the Berry connection ⟨D(t)| Ḋ(t)⟩ is equal to zero and hence
the geometric phase γ𝒞 is zero. Additionally, the parameter ϕ

induced by the Dzialoshinski–Moriya interaction is also im-
portant, because if there is no ϕ , the rotation axis along an
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arbitrary orientation yields an axis in the x-z plane. This is the
main reason that our scheme needs the Dzialoshinski–Moriya
coupling.

Before ending this section, let us briefly outline
the realization of adiabatic holonomic one-qubit gates in
decoherence-free subspaces based on the previous scheme[46]

to highlight the advantages of our approach. In the previ-
ous scheme, the first holonomic gate is the rotation gate
around the z axis. It is implemented by letting θ = 0, im-
plying that the nonzero parameters in Eq. (5) are taken as
Jx

12 =−J(t)cos(α(t)/2), Jx
13 =−J(t)sin(α(t)/2)cosβ (t) and

Jy
13 = J(t)sin(α(t)/2)sinβ (t). In this case, the first dark state

of the Hamiltonian is reduced to |d⟩ = |00⟩ ⊗ |0⟩L and the
second dark state is reduced to |D⟩ = −cos(α(t)/2)] |00⟩ ⊗
|1⟩L + sin(α(t)/2)exp(iβ (t)) |a⟩. If the parameters α(t)
and β (t) transport slowly along a circuit in the parame-
ter space with α(0) = α(τ) = 0, the dark state |D⟩ starting
from |00⟩⊗ |1⟩L will acquire a geometric phase γ𝒞 while the
dark state |d⟩ = |00⟩ ⊗ |0⟩L remains unchanged. As a con-
sequence, the quantum gate confined to the computational
subspace is reduced to U = |0⟩⟨0|+ exp(iγ𝒞) |1⟩⟨1|, which
is nothing but a rotation gate around the z axis with the an-
gle γ up to an unimportant global phase. The second one-
qubit gate is the rotation gate around the y axis. It is imple-
mented by letting ϕ = β = 0 but requiring α(t) and θ(t) to
be time-dependent parameters. As such, the dark states are re-
duced to |d⟩ = cos(θ(t)/2) |00⟩ ⊗ |0⟩L + sin(θ(t)/2) |00⟩ ⊗
|1⟩L and |D⟩ = cos(α(t)/2)sin(θ(t)/2) |00⟩ ⊗ |0⟩L −
cos(α(t)/2)cos(θ(t)/2) |00⟩ ⊗ |1⟩L + sin(α(t)/2) |a⟩. If we
require the parameters α(t) and θ(t) to transport slowly along
a circuit in the parameter space with α(0) = α(τ) = 0, the
quantum system will acquire a non-Abelian geometric phase.
Acting on the computational subspace, it is just a holonomic
gate around the y axis. For realizing an arbitrary one-qubit
gate, we need to combine multiple implemented holonomic
gates around the z and y axes. Compared with this kind of
realization, our present scheme allows an arbitrary one-qubit
gate to be realized by a single-shot implementation and hence
eliminates the need to combine multiple gates to implement
an arbitrary one-qubit gate. This clearly simplifies the process
for the implementation of a general one-qubit gate.

4. The nontrivial two-qubit gate
To realize universal quantum computation, we also need

a nontrivial adiabatic holonomic two-qubit gate protected by
decoherence-free subspaces in addition to the arbitrary one-
qubit gate described above. To this end, let us consider a quan-
tum system consisting of six physical qubits. When two physi-
cal qubits reside in the |1⟩ state while the remaining four reside
in the |0⟩ state, there exists a fifteen-dimensional decoherence-

free subspace, given by

𝒮 = Span{|000101⟩ , |000110⟩ , |001001⟩ , |001010⟩ , |010010⟩ ,

|000011⟩ , |010001⟩ , |011000⟩ , |010100⟩ , |101000⟩ ,

|100100⟩ , |100001⟩ , |001100⟩ , |100010⟩ , |110000⟩}. (10)

The quantum states in this subspace are immune to the col-
lective dephasing shared by all the six physical qubits. The
computational logical qubit is encoded into a smaller subspace
(spanned by the first four basis states), given by

𝒮L = Span{|000101⟩ , |000110⟩ , |001001⟩ , |001010⟩}. (11)

Here, the last four qubits act as the data qubits while the first
two qubits play the role of auxiliary qubits. It is compati-
ble with the one-logical-qubit encoding and the specific two-
logical-qubit encoding is |000101⟩ ≡ |00⟩⊗|00⟩L, |000110⟩ ≡
|00⟩⊗ |01⟩L, |001001⟩ ≡ |00⟩⊗ |10⟩L, and |001010⟩ ≡ |00⟩⊗
|11⟩L.

To realize a nontrivial two-qubit gate, we need to con-
struct an equivalent three-level quantum system (see the first
line in Eq. (14) below) to produce the dark state |d⟩ in Eq. (15).
In this way, a cyclic change of the parameters ω(t) and µ(t)
attaches a π phase to the state |00⟩⊗ |11⟩L. For this, we resort
to the basis states |e⟩ ≡ |010010⟩ and |a⟩ ≡ |000011⟩ (i.e., the
fifth and sixth basis states in the decoherence-free subspace
𝒮), and then mediate the couplings |e⟩ ↔ |00⟩ ⊗ |11⟩L and
|e⟩↔ |a⟩ through facilitating the interactions between the sec-
ond and third physical qubits and between the second and sixth
physical qubits. This can be done by considering the Hamil-
tonian described in Eq. (1) with N = 6 and then setting the
nonzero parameters of this Hamiltonian as

Jx
23 = λ (t)sin

ω(t)
2

cos µ(t),

Jy
23 = λ (t)sin

ω(t)
2

sin µ(t),

Jx
26 = −λ (t)cos

ω(t)
2

, (12)

where ω(t) and µ(t) are time-dependent parameters while
λ (t) can be either time dependent or time independent, as in-
dicated in the above equation. It is worth noting that the above
driving Hamiltonian not only facilitates the desired couplings
|e⟩↔ |00⟩⊗|11⟩L and |e⟩↔ |a⟩ but also unavoidably mediates
the transitions |00⟩⊗ |10⟩L ↔ |a1⟩, |00⟩⊗ |10⟩L ↔ |a2⟩, and
|00⟩ ⊗ |00⟩L ↔ |a3⟩ with |a1⟩ ≡ |010001⟩, |a2⟩ ≡ |011000⟩,
and |a3⟩ ≡ |010100⟩ (i.e., the seventh to ninth basis states in
the decoherence-free subspace 𝒮). This in turn implies that
the other six basis states are decoupled from the quantum sys-
tem. Therefore, the closed decoherence-free subspace that re-
ally works is given by

𝒮 = Span{|000101⟩ , |000110⟩ , |001001⟩ , |001010⟩ ,

|e⟩ , |a⟩ , |a1⟩ , |a2⟩ , |a3⟩}. (13)
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In this basis, the Hamiltonian can be briefly recast as

ℋ2(t) = λ (t)
(

sin
ω(t)

2
e iµ(t) |e⟩⟨00|⊗ ⟨11|L

−cos
ω(t)

2
|e⟩⟨a|+H.c.

)
+λ (t)

(
sin

ω(t)
2

e−iµ(t) |00⟩⊗ |10⟩L ⟨a1|

−cos
ω(t)

2
|00⟩⊗ |10⟩L ⟨a2|+H.c.

)
−λ (t)cos

ω(t)
2

(|00⟩⊗ |00⟩L ⟨a3|+H.c.), (14)

where H.c. represents the corresponding Hermitian conjugate
term. For this Hamiltonian, there exist two dark states

|d⟩ = cos
ω(t)

2
|00⟩⊗ |11⟩L + sin

ω(t)
2

e iµ(t) |a⟩ ,

|d̄⟩ = cos
ω(t)

2
|a1⟩+ sin

ω(t)
2

e−iµ(t) |a2⟩ . (15)

Clearly, for the quantum system initially residing in the com-
putational subspace 𝒮L and then undergoing an adiabatic evo-
lution, the dark state |d⟩ governs the time evolution of the
quantum system while the dark state |d̄⟩ is decoupled from
this system. As a consequence, when the parameters ω(t) and
µ(t) transport slowly along a circuit in the parameter space
with the starting and ending points ω(0) = ω(τ) = 0, the ba-
sis state |00⟩ ⊗ |11⟩L acquires an adiabatic geometric phase
γ𝒞 = −

∮
𝒞(1− cosω)dµ/2. For the other basis states in the

computational subspace, |00⟩⊗ |00⟩L and |00⟩⊗ |10⟩L cannot
acquire purely geometric phases while |00⟩⊗ |01⟩L is decou-
pled from the quantum system and hence acquires no phase.
To eliminate the non-geometric parts in the adiabatic evolu-
tion, we additionally require λ (t) to be an asymmetric func-
tion and ω(t) to be a symmetric function in the sense of evo-
lution time. As such, the quantum system initially residing
in the basis states |00⟩⊗ |00⟩L and |00⟩⊗ |10⟩L will undergo
the spin echo evolution, leading to the phases acquired by
|00⟩ ⊗ |00⟩L and |00⟩ ⊗ |10⟩L being compensated with each
other during the time evolution. This technique has been reg-
ularly used to remove the dynamical phases in adiabatic geo-
metric manipulation.[56–58] After operating as above, the uni-
tary operator acting on the subspace 𝒮L yields a holonomic
matrix. The resulting quantum gate with respect to the two
logical qubits is nothing but a controlled-phase gate. This
completes our demonstration of the nontrivial adiabatic holo-
nomic two-qubit gate in decoherence-free subspaces.

5. Conclusion
In conclusion, we have put forward a scheme for the

realization of adiabatic holonomic quantum computation in
decoherence-free subspaces. Our scheme is based on real-
istically available two-body interactions for coupling qubits.

It is worth emphasizing that the previous scheme relied on
four-body interactions to realize adiabatic holonomic quantum
computation in decoherence-free subspaces, which is chal-
lenging in practical implementation. Our scheme thus avoids
the difficulties of implementing four-body interactions in a re-
alistic physical system. This makes adiabatic holonomic quan-
tum computation in decoherence-free subspaces more acces-
sible in practice. Furthermore, an arbitrary one-qubit gate in
our scheme can be realized by a single-shot implementation,
which eliminates the need to combine multiple gates in or-
der to realize an arbitrary one-qubit operation. This addition-
ally enhances the practicality of our scheme. Further inves-
tigation may lie in how to speed up such an adiabatic holo-
nomic scheme while maintaining its geometric robustness de-
termined by the evolution path in parameter space rather than
on the evolution details of the quantum system.
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[26] Xu G F, Zhao P Z, Sjöqvist E and Tong D M 2021 Phys. Rev. A 103

052605
[27] Liang Y, Shen P, Chen T and Xue Z Y 2022 Phys. Rev. Appl. 17 034015
[28] Song P Y, Wei J F, Xu P, Yan L L, Feng M, Su S L and Chen G 2024

Phys. Rev. A 109 022613
[29] Su S L, Wang C, Song P Y and Chen G 2024 Chin. Phys. Lett. 41

040302
[30] Abdumalikov A A, Fink J M, Juliusson K, Pechal M, Berger S, Wallraff

A and Filipp S 2013 Nature 496 482

090308-5

http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1984.0023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.52.2111
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/35002528
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0375-9601(99)00803-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1058835
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.58.1593
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0375-9601(88)91010-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.87.097901
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.89.097902
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/14/10/103035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.170501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.170501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.92.052302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physleta.2015.10.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.94.052310
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.101.062306
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.108.012619
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.92.022320
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.94.012328
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.94.012328
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.96.052316
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.96.052316
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.97.042336
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.97.042336
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.98.052315
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.98.052314
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.99.052309
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.100.012329
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.100.012329
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.16.064040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.103.052605
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.103.052605
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.17.034015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.109.022613
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.109.022613
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0256-307X/41/4/040302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0256-307X/41/4/040302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature12010


Chin. Phys. B 34, 090308 (2025)

[31] Feng G R, Xu G F and Long G L 2013 Phys. Rev. Lett. 110 190501
[32] Zu C, Wang W B, He L, Zhang W G, Dai C Y, Wang F and Duan L M

2014 Nature 514 72
[33] Arroyo-Camejo S, Lazariev A, Hell S W and Balasubramanian G 2014

Nat. Commun. 5 4870
[34] Zhou B B, Jerger P C, Shkolnikov V O, Heremans F J, Burkard G and

Awschalom D D 2017 Phys. Rev. Lett. 119 140503
[35] Sekiguchi Y, Niikura N, Kuroiwa R, Kano H and Kosaka H 2017 Nat.

Photonics 11 309
[36] Li H, Liu Y and Long G L 2017 Sci. China Phys. Mech. Astron. 60

080311
[37] Xu Y, Cai W, Ma Y, Mu X, Hu L, Chen T, Wang H, Song Y P, Xue Z

Y, Yin Z Q and Sun L 2018 Phys. Rev. Lett. 121 110501
[38] Nagata K, Kuramitani K, Sekiguchi Y and Kosaka H 2018 Nat. Com-

mun. 9 3227
[39] Zhang Z X, Zhao P Z, Wang T H, Xiang L, Jia Z L, Duan P, Tong D M,

Yin Y and Guo G P 2019 New J. Phys. 21 073024
[40] Tong D M, Singh K, Kwek L C and Oh C H 2005 Phys. Rev. Lett. 95

110407
[41] Tong D M 2010 Phys. Rev. Lett. 104 120401
[42] Falci G, Fazio R, Palma G M, Siewert J and Vedral V 2000 Nature 407

355
[43] Solinas P, Zanardi P, Zanghi N and Rossi F 2003 Phys. Rev. A 67

062315

[44] Wu H, Gauger E M, George R E, Mottonen M, Riemann H, Abrosimov
N V, Becker P, Pohl H, Itoh K M, Thewalt M L W and Morton J J L
2013 Phys. Rev. A 87 032326

[45] Toyoda K, Uchida K, Noguchi A, Haze S and Urabe S 2013 Phys. Rev.
A 87 052307

[46] Wu L A, Zanardi P and Lidar D A 2005 Phys. Rev. Lett. 95 130501
[47] Liang Z T, Du Y X, Huang W, Xue Z Y and Yan H 2014 Phys. Rev. A

89 062312
[48] Zhao P Z, Xu G F, Ding Q M, Sjöqvist E and Tong D M 2017 Phys.
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