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Abstrat

There exists a large number of experimental and theoretial results supporting the piture of "marosopi

qubits" implemented by nanosopi Josephson juntions. On the other hand the standard model of suh systems

given in terms of a single degree of freedom suggests their semilassial behavior due to a loalization mehanism

aused by a strong oupling to an environment. Indeed, suh a mehanism is observed in an atomi Bose-Einstein

ondensate (BEC) plaed in a double-well potential - a systemmathematially equivalent to a Josephson juntion.

In this note it is shown, on the example of a Cooper pair box, that replaing the BEC-type model for Cooper

pairs by a lattie gas model one an redue the environmental e�ets of "dequantization" and an explain the

experimental data in partiular the existing huge di�erenes between the measured values of relaxation times.

1 Introdution

In the last deade remarkable experiments were performed involving measurements and manipulations of states for

a single or several nanosopi Josephson juntions whih were onsistently interpreted in terms of two level quantum

systems [1, 2, 3, 4, 5℄. The main assumption in the theoretial analysis is that suh a many-body mesosopi system

an be e�etively treated as a quantum system of a single degree of freedom typially desribed by a large spin

or nonlinear osillator model. A nonlinear Hamiltonian yields the struture of two lowest energy levels whih at

the low enough temperatures an be separated from the others to form an e�etive marosopi qubit. The main

problem with suh models is a presene of a typially strong and olletive oupling to an environment. Namely, it

is expeted that the observed states should be rather well-loalized semilassial ones, whih seem to be the only

relatively stable with respet to external noise. This mehanism in brie�y disussed in the next Setion. However,

the semilassial states for the model of Cooper pair box (CPB) are haraterized by large harge �utuations

whih are not observed in the experiments. Therefore, either environmental deoherene produing semilassial

states does not work for Josephson qubits at the typial time sale of the experiments or the standard single degree

of freedom model is not orret. The �rst alternative seems to be unlikely beause the semilassial harater of

observed states is on�rmed in the reent experiments on atomi Bose-Einstein ondensate (BEC) in a double-well

potential [7℄. Although this is a physially di�erent system its mathematial desription is the same as for the

standard model of a CPB. In the Setion 3 the seond alternative is disussed, a lattie gas model of CPB. In this

model the oupling to an environment has individual and loal harater and the e�etive size of the system is muh

smaller than in the standard model. Therefore, the piture of an e�etive qubit an be orret and some quantum

features an be present on the relevant time sale. The prie we pay is that the qubit states are not as well de�ned

as in the standard model and strong leakage proesses to other states in the e�etive Hilbert spae are present.

2 Colletive single degree of freedom model

The most studied, both experimentally and theoretially, examples of mesosopi system whih should support a

qubit are "superonduting qubits". For simpliity, only a CPB alled "harge qubit" is disussed here. It is a

iruit onsisting of a small superonduting island onneted via Josephson juntion to a large superonduting

reservoir. Coulomb repulsion between Cooper pairs in a small eletrode beome important and must be taken into

aount in the Hamiltonian. The simple Josephson Hamiltonian reads [1℄

Ĥ = 4E C

X

n

(n � n0 � ng)
2
jnihnj�

E J

2

X

n

(jn + 1ihnj+ jnihn + 1j) (1)
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where jni desribe the state with n Cooper pairs on the island, E C determines the magnitude of the Coulomb

repulsion, E J governs the tunneling proess, n0 > > 1 is a number of Cooper pairs on the island at the neutral

referene state and the additional ng is a �ne tuning of the external ontrol. To establish a typial value of n0 is

a subtle problem, some authors assume that all Cooper pairs should be taken into aount what yields n0 ’ 108,

on the other hand one an argue that only the eletrons lose to Fermi surfae should matter what gives n0 ’ 104.

The main assumption behind the simple Hamiltonian (1) is that all Cooper pairs oupy a single quantum state,

similarly to the BEC piture and therefore only the number of Cooper pairs matters.

Under the assumption n0 > > 1 and restriting to the states with jn � n0j< < n0 the Hamiltonian (1) an be

rewritten in terms of spin variables Ĵk;k = 1;2;3 satisfying standard relations

[Ĵk;Ĵl]= i

3X

m = 1

�klm Ĵm ; Ĵ
2

1
+ Ĵ

2

2
+ Ĵ

2

3
= j(j+ 1) (2)

with j= n0. The Josephson Hamiltonian reads now

Ĥ = 4E C (Ĵ3 � ng)
2
�
E J

2j
Ĵ1: (3)

An essentially equivalent model Hamiltonian has a form of the nonlinear osillator's one

Ĥ = 4E C

�
â
y
â� (n0 + ng)

�2
�

E J

2
p
n0
(̂a+ â

y
) (4)

where [̂a;̂ay]= 1. In the following only the large spin model is used.

The devie is ontrolled by external eletromagneti �elds whih are oupled to the net eletri harge Q̂ = 2eĴ3

and to the eletri urrent

dQ̂

dt
= i[Ĥ ;Q̂ ]� Ĵ2. Hene the ontrol Hamiltonian is given by

Ĥ c(t)= h2(t)Ĵ2 + h3(t)Ĵ3: (5)

To desribe the in�uene of an environment one should notie that the leading ontribution to the system-

bath interation is always of the form similar to (5) with the external �elds hk(t) replaed by bath's operators

B̂ k;k = 1;2;3 and taking into aount that the �utuations of the tunneling rate produe the term with k = 1.

Under quite general onditions the redued dynamis of the spin in Markovian approximation [8℄ is given by the

master equation for the redued density matrix �̂

d

dt
�̂ = � i[̂H ;�̂]+

3X

k;l= 1

ckl
�
[Ĵk�̂;Ĵl]+ [Ĵk;�̂Ĵl]

�
(6)

where Ĥ is given by (3) and the positively de�ned matrix [ckl]depends on the details of the reservoir. The stability

of the initial pure state j ian be haraterized by the initial deay of purity

�( )� �
d

dt
Tr̂�

2
jt= 0 = 2

3X

k;l= 1

ckl
�
h ;ĴkĴl i� h Ĵk ih Ĵl i

�
(7)

The RHS of (7) an be treated as a dispersion of the total spin modi�ed by some weights k- eigenvalues of

the relaxation matrix [ckl]. Therefore, one an see that the purity of the eigenstates jj;m i deays with the rate

�(jj;m i)’ j2 . By semilassial states we mean the states whih minimize the dispersion of the total spin to the

value of the order � j. The deay rate of suh states is of the order of j ( is a typial value of the relaxation

onstants k). It follows that for large enough spins only semilassial states are relatively stable and an be

observed [6℄.

This type of "dequantization" is supposed to be the main mehanism of emergene of lassial world and

provides the solution for the problem of moleular struture, existene of deformed nulei and generally the absene

of Shrödinger at states. A nie illustration of this mehanism is provided by the experiments with atomi BEC

plaed in a double-well potential [7℄. The Hamiltonian of suh a system an be approximated by the Josephson one

(3) where the observable Ĵ3 orresponds to the exess number of atoms with respet to an equilibrium value n0 in

a hosen well. The semilassial �utuations of the number of bosons in a given well �
p
n0 are learly observed.

On the other hand, for CPBs suh large �utuations of the number of Cooper pairs are not observed, on the

ontrary, superpositions of states whih di�er by a single Cooper pair are visible in numerous experiments. This

suggests that perhaps the model based on the Josephson Hamiltonian (3) is not adequate.
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3 Lattie gas model

In this model one assumes that due to strong Coulomb repulsion between Cooper pairs on the small eletrode they

annot oupy a single quantum state but rather a set of loalized sites with the oupation number 1 or 0. The

tunneling to a large eletrode is possible only from the sites plaed at the boundary of the small eletrode whih

is lose to the large one. The number of these relevant sites, denoted by m 0 should be roughly proportional to the

square root of the total number of Cooper pairs n0. Taking n0 ’ 108� 104 one obtains m 0 ’ 104� 102. Introduing

the oupation number operators n̂k = (̂�z
k
+ 1)=2;k = 1;2;:::;m 0 with eigenvalues 0;1 and spin-1/2 Pauli matries

�̂�
k
;� = x;y;z;+ ;� ;k = 1;2;:::;m 0 one an propose the following model Hamiltonian for this system

Ĥ = 4E C

�m 0X

k= 1

n̂k � (m 0 + ng)
�2
�
E J

2

m 0X

k= 1

(�k�̂
�

k
+ ��k�̂

+

k
): (8)

Here the �rst term desribes Coulomb repulsion and ng 2 [0;1)is a �ne tuning ontrol parameter. The seond term

desribes tunneling from and to individual sites with the normalization of loal tunneling parameters

P
j�kj

2 = 1.

Using the standard assumption E C > E J > > kT one an restrit the e�etive Hilbert spae to the lowest energy

spetrum setor H e� spanned by the following m 0 + 1 basis eigenvetors of the operators n̂k

j0i� j1;1:::;1i; jki� j1;:::;1;0
| {z }

k

;1;:::;1i;k = 1;2;:::;m 0: (9)

Introduing a normalized vetor and two projetors in H e�

j�i�

m 0X

k= 1

�kjki; P̂ = j0ih0j+ j�ih�j;P̂
?
= Î� P̂ (10)

one an write down the Hamiltonian (8) restrited to H e� and up to an irrelevant onstant as

Ĥ =
E (ng)

2
(j�ih�j� j0ih0j� P̂)�

E J

2
(j�ih0j+ j0ih�j); E (ng)= 4E C (1� 2ng): (11)

The energy levels of (11) onsist of the m 0 � 1manifold of degenerated levels of the energy equal to zero given by

the projetor P̂ ?
and two levels j� iof positive and negative energies E �

j+ i= cos
�

2
j�i� sin

�

2
j0i; j� i= cos

�

2
j0i+ sin

�

2
j�i; E� = �

1

2

q
E (ng)

2 + E 2

J
�
1

2
E (ng) (12)

where � is de�ned by cos� = E (ng)=
p
E (ng)

2 + E 2

J
.

The external ontrol is performed by the oupling through the total eletri harge operator Q̂ and the total

eletri urrent Ĵ whih, when restrited to H e� reads

Q̂ = e(j�ih�j� j0ih0j+ P̂
?
); Ĵ = i[Ĥ ;Q̂ ]= ieE J(j0ih�j� j�ih0j): (13)

Obviously, if the system is ompletely isolated the qubit spae spanned by j0i and j�i is invariant with respet to

the Hamiltonian and the external ontrol yielding the usual model of harge qubit. We denote its qubit observables

by

�̂
+

�
= j+ ih� j;̂�

�

�
= (̂�

+

�
)
y
; �̂

z
� = (j+ ih+ j� j� ih� j): (14)

In ontrast to the large spin model the oupling of the lattie gas model to a bath has individual and loal

harater. The su�iently general form of the system-bath interation Hamiltonian is given by

Ĥ int =

m 0X

k= 1

X

�= x;y;z

�̂
�
k 
 B̂

�
k (15)

restrited to the subspae H e� 
 H bath. One an assume that the bath operators B̂ �
k
orrespond to di�erent

independent onstituents of the bath ("private baths" piture). Applying now the standard weak oupling limit

tehnique and assuming that the temperature of the bath is zero and the private baths are idential one obtains

the following master equation for the redued density matrix of the system [8℄

d

dt
�̂ = � i[̂H ;�̂]+ �([̂�

�

�
�̂;̂�

+

�
]+ [̂�

�

�
;�̂�̂

+

�
]
�
� �[̂�

z
�;[̂�

z
�;�̂]] (16)

+ �1

m 0� 1X

k= 1

([̂ak�̂;̂a
y

k
]+ [̂ak;�̂â

y

k
])+ �2

m 0� 1X

k= 1

([̂bk�̂;̂b
y

k
]+ [̂bk;�̂̂b

y

k
]): (17)
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Here

âk = P̂
?
jkih+ j; b̂k = j� ihkĵP

?
(18)

and the deay rates �;�1;�2 � 0 and "pure dephasing" rate � are given by standard expressions involving Fourier

transforms of the autoorrelation funtions for baths operators taken at frequenies orresponding to proper energy

di�erenes.

One an obtain from (17) the Pauli Master Equation for the level oupation probabilities p� = h� ĵ�j� i ,

p0 = Tr(̂�P̂ ?
�
):

dp+

dt
= � 2[� + (m 0 � 1)�1]p+ (19)

dp0

dt
= 2(m 0 � 1)�1p+ � 2�2p0 (20)

dp�

dt
= 2�p+ + 2�2p0 (21)

and the losed equation for the qubit oherene z = Tr(̂��̂
+

�
)

dz

dt
= (i! � [� + 4� + (m 0 � 1)�1])z ;! =

q
E (ng)

2 + E 2

J
(22)

One an notie that the leading damping e�ets in (21, 22) are proportional to � = (m 0 � 1)�1 > > �1;�2;�;�.

Taking only them into aount one obtains an approximative solution on the time sale of the order �� 1

p+ (t)= p+ (0)e
� �t

;p� (t)= p� (0); p0(t)= p0(0)+ p+ (0)[1� e
� �t

];z(t)= z(0)expf(i! � �=2)tg: (23)

In this approximation the third, highly degenerated level ats a "probability sink" for the qubit. The long time

behavior is given by

t> > �
� 1

; p+ (t)= 0 ; p0(t)= p+ (0)e
� 2�2t ; p� (t)= 1� p0(t); z(t)= 0: (24)

The only diretly measured observable is the net harge

Q (t)= Tr(̂�(t)Q̂ )= (z(t)+ �z(t))sin� � (1� p0(t))cos� + p0(t): (25)

We are interested also in the time dependene of the averaged energy given by

E(t)= Tr(̂�(t)Ĥ )= E + p+ (t)+ E � p� (t): (26)

Assume, for simpliity, that one prepares a system in a pure state j�i and hoose ng = 1=2 (sin� = 1) what

orresponds to the experimental setting of [2℄, [3℄. Combining the formulas (25) and (24) one obtains the evolution

of the mean harge for short times

Q (t)=

h�
cos(!t)+

1

2
e
� � t

2

i
e
� � t

2 +
1

2
: (27)

Although the predited form of "oherent harge osillations" di�ers from that obtained for the 2-level model

Q (t)= (2cos!t)e
� t

T 2 ; (28)

with the deoherene time T2, both urves an be �tted to the experimental data. Moreover, both urves give the

same Lorentzian frequeny spetrum around ! when T2 = 2=�.

The measurements of energy relaxation are usually performed for ng ’ 0 (sin� ’ 0). As EC > E J hene

E + ’ 0 ;E � ’ � 4E C : (29)

It follows from (24),(26) and (29) that the energy deays to its lowest value on the long time sale

E(t)= 4E c

�
p+ (0)e

� 2�2t� 1
�
: (30)

The relation (30) an explain observed in [4℄ long relaxation times orresponding to T1 = (2�2)
� 1

in ontrast to

a muh faster deay of p+ (t)with deay time T1
0
= �� 1 whih seems to determine the results of [3℄. The ratio

T1=T2 ’ m 0=2 estimated from the experimental data of [4℄ gives a reasonable value m 0 ’ 103.
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4 Conlusions

A new model of a Cooper pair box is proposed, based on the piture of a large number m 0 of loalized states

("lattie sites") whih are oupied by at most one Cooper pair for eah site and from whih the Cooper pairs an

tunnel to a large superonduting reservoir and bak. This model is ompared with the standard model of a large

spin j= n0 system, where n0 is an average number of Cooper pairs whih oupy a single quantum state deloalized

over the whole superonduting island. The main di�erene between both models is due to the interation with an

environment. For the large spin model all Cooper pairs interat olletively with the bath what makes the states

with a �xed harge very unstable with deoherene rates � n2
0
. The relatively stable states with life-times � n0

possess semilassial harater and yield large harge �utuations of the order

p
n0. This behavior is on�rmed for

the atomi Bose-Einstein ondensate in a double well, whih is desribed by the similar mathematial model. It

is very di�ult to explain why this mehanism should not work for a CPB and why the well de�ned harge states

remains relatively stable.

The lattie gas model suggests a loalized oupling of any site to its individual heat bath what at the low

temperature regime produes harge �utuations of the order O (1) in agreement with experiments. However, the

many-body harater of the system is still present. The relevant part of the Hilbert spae is spanned not only

by a pair of Hamiltonian eigenstates orresponding to a qubit but also by m 0 � 1 degenerated states whih form

a probability sink for the exited state of the qubit with the deay rate � (m 0 � 1). The predited form of the

damped harge osillations di�ers from the standard formula providing a possible experimental test of the model.

This model explains also a huge disrepany between di�erent data on relaxation times, introduing natural two

time sales for dissipative proesses in the system.

Finally, one should mention another di�erene between the standard qubit model of CPB and the lattie gas

model. In the former the e�etive 2-dimensional Hilbert spae is spanned by the vetors orresponding to non-

degenerated eigenstates of a harge operator. In the later model, one of the qubit states is a superposition of

a large number of degenerated harge eigenstates with the probability amplitudes determined by loal tunneling

rates whih an vary in time. Therefore, one an expet to observe a slow random drift of that state over the m 0

dimensional Hilbert subspae. This means that not only the probability leaks from the qubit but the qubit itself

does not orrespond to a �xed well-de�ned 2-dimensional subspae.
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