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We show that existing travelling wave parametric amplifier (TWPA) setups, using superconduct-
ing nonlinear asymmetric inductive elements (SNAILs), admit soliton solutions that act as analogue
event horizons. The SNAIL-TWPA circuit dynamics are described by the Korteweg-de Vries (KdV)
or modified Korteweg-de Vries (mKdV) equations in the continuum field approximation, depend-
ing on the external magnetic flux bias, and validated numerically. The soliton spatially modulates
the velocity for weak probes, resulting in the effective realization of analogue black hole and white
hole event horizon pairs. The SNAIL external magnetic flux bias tunability facilitates a three-wave
mixing process, which enhances the prospects for observing Hawking photon radiation.

Introduction.— Analogue black holes have been pro-
posed in various laboratory systems as a means of veri-
fying the basic principle of Hawking radiation [1], which
could provide a clue for unifying gravity and quantum
mechanics. In 1981, Unruh pioneered the study of ana-
logue black holes by showing the analogy between the
behavior of sound waves in a transsonic fluid flow and
that of light in the spacetime of a black hole [2]. The
basic idea is to create a spatially varying fluid flow so
that sound waves cannot escape from a certain bound-
ary corresponding to a black hole event horizon (i.e., a
sonic event horizon). Based on this idea, thermal proper-
ties of stimulated Hawking emission and the correlations
that are associated with the Hawking effect have been ob-
served in a water flume [3, 4]. But such experiments can-
not capture the quantum spontaneous emission aspects
of Hawking radiation due to the overwhelming classical
thermal noise.

In order to observe quantum effects, analogue black
holes have been proposed in various systems such as Bose-
Einstein condensates [5, 6], optical fibers [7–9], and su-
perfluids in polariton microcavities [10, 11]. Cryogenic,
superconducting transmission line circuits have advan-
tages over the above schemes in controllability, scala-
bility, and low noise operation, making the detection of
quantum correlated Hawking radiation involving photons
a very real possibility [12–14]. A spatially varying mi-
crowave velocity is a necessary requirement for creating
an analogue black hole in such a circuit [15–21]. This can
be achieved by introducing an effective spatially depen-
dent inductance L or capacitance C, since the electro-
magnetic wave velocity is given by v = a/

√
LC with unit

cell length a. The problem of heating that hinders the
observation of Hawking radiation [15] has been addressed
by using superconducting circuits [16]. Additionally, the
issue of pulse instability arising from dispersion has been
overcome by utilizing solitons [17], leading to classically
stable horizons. However, there is still some way to go

in terms of realizing the design, fabrication and measure-
ments in order to successfully observe Hawking radiation.
One unexpected obstacle is the Kerr effect itself inherent
in conventional Josephson systems, i.e., the fourth-order
nonlinearity of the Josephson effect required for soliton
formation as well as the Hawking pair creation from the
vacuum. The Kerr interaction causes higher-order har-
monic generation due to four-wave mixing, which reduces
the degree of entanglement and squeezing performance
essential for Hawking radiation detection [22, 23].

A three-wave mixing process caused by a third-order
nonlinear potential can improve these aspects. However,
the ordinary Josephson effect alone cannot produce odd-
order nonlinearities such as a cubic potential. One way
to achieve this is through a superconducting nonlinear
asymmetric inductive element (SNAIL) [24], which is a
superconducting loop consisting of a single small Joseph-
son junction (JJ) and several larger junctions in parallel
as shown in Fig. 1. This results in a third-order nonlinear
effect, in addition to the leading fourth-order nonlinear
effect of a single JJ. Travelling wave parametric amplifier
(TWPA) transmission line devices incorporating SNAILs
have demonstrated remarkable results in recent exper-
iments [25, 26]. Specifically, parametrically-generated
multimode entangled microwave photons were success-
fully observed, which highlights the promising prospect
for generating and detecting Hawking radiation in such
devices. However, it is not a priori obvious whether such
a third-order nonlinearity can give rise to a soliton with
an analogue black hole event horizon.

In this letter, we propose an analogue black hole soli-
ton realization based on a Kerr-free nonlinearity using a
transmission line comprising SNAIL unit cells. In partic-
ular, we shall establish both analytically and numerically
the existence of soliton solutions to the nonlinear trans-
mission line dynamical equations for the SNAIL phase
difference coordinates. These obtained solitons spatially
modulate the velocity of weak ‘probes’ and two stable
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horizons occur where the probe and soliton velocities co-
incide, resulting in an analogue black hole and white hole
horizon pair. Neglecting (quantum) noise and dissipation
in the circuit dynamics, a soliton will propagate along
the transmission line without broadening, in contrast to
a background ‘pulse’ solution to the linear phase coor-
dinate wave equations, which undergoes dispersion [16].
This stability has the advantage that the effective Hawk-
ing temperature (which depends on the probe velocity
gradient at the effective horizon) does not decrease as
the soliton propagates (with backreaction neglected).
Model.—Consider a transmission line with SNAILs as

shown in Fig. 1, where the Josephson energy of the small
and large junctions are αEJ and EJ , respectively (with
α < 1), and all capacitors have the identical capacitance
Cg in the shunt branch. In the following, we consider
the circuit equations of the transmission line, beginning
first with the potential energy of a single SNAIL, which
is given as

U (φ) = −αEJ cos (φ)− 2EJ cos

(

φ− φext

2

)

+ const.,

≃EJ

[

α̃(φext)

2!
φ̃2 +

β̃(φext)

3!
φ̃3 +

γ̃(φext)

4!
φ̃4

]

. (1)

Here, φ is the phase difference across the smaller junc-
tion and φext = 2πΦext/Φ0, with Φext and Φ0 = h/(2e)
the (tunable) external magnetic flux bias and magnetic
flux quantum, respectively, and the Taylor expansion
around the local minimum φ∗ of the potential is per-
formed, with φ̃ being the variation about φ∗ and set-
ting U (φ∗) = dU/dφ|φ=φ∗ = 0. In contrast to a sin-
gle JJ, the SNAIL has the advantage of a non-zero,
odd-order nonlinearity because of quantum interference.
Figure 2 gives the φext flux dependence of these coeffi-
cients normalized by α̃ (φext) [i.e., c3 = β̃ (φext) /α̃ (φext),
c4 = γ̃ (φext) /α̃ (φext)]. The coefficients of the third and
fourth-order nonlinearities are anticorrelated, and either
can be selectively set to zero by tuning φext. Thus, we can
choose either a three or four-wave mixing process induced
by the third or fourth-order nonlinearities, respectively,
by controlling the external magnetic flux in situ, without
the need to alter the circuit design hardware.
With the approximate potential energy of the SNAIL

in hand, we can write down the circuit equations for the
TWPA. From Kirchhoff’s current conservation law and
the Josephson voltage relation, we obtain the following
circuit equations:

d2φn

dt2
− r

d2

dt2
(φn+1 − 2φn + φn−1)

− ω2
0

3
∑

j=1

[

cj+1

j!

(

φj
n+1 − 2φj

n + φj
n−1

)

]

= 0, (2)

where c2 = 1, r = CJ/Cg with Cg the shunt capacitance
and CJ the Josephson capacitance of the SNAIL, and

FIG. 1. Schematic diagram of the traveling wave paramet-
ric amplifier (TWPA) transmission line with superconducting
nonlinear asymmetric inductive element (SNAIL) unit cells in
series, alternating with shunt capacitors Cg in parallel (all as-
sumed identical). The quantities In, Vn, and φn represent
the current, voltage, and phase difference of the nth SNAIL,
respectively. Each SNAIL has a small JJ with Josephson en-
ergy αEJ (α < 1) in one branch and two larger JJs (with
Josephson energy EJ) in the other, parallel branch, forming
a loop that is threaded by an external applied magnetic flux
Φext.

FIG. 2. The external flux φext dependence of the re-
spective third and fourth order nonlinear coefficients c3 =
β̃ (φext) /α̃ (φext) (solid line) and c4 = γ̃ (φext) /α̃ (φext)
(dashed line) of a SNAIL.

ω0 = 1/
√

L0Cg with L0 = ~/ [2eIcα̃ (φext)] and Ic the
critical current of the larger JJ in the SNAIL.
In the continuum approximation, the circuit equation

(2) becomes [27]

∂2φ

∂t2
−ra2

∂4φ

∂x2∂t2
−v20

∂2

∂x2

(

φ+
c3
2!
φ2 +

c4
3!
φ3

)

= 0, (3)

where v0 = aω0 with unit cell length a. The second
(fourth order derivative) term gives rise to dispersion,
while the last two terms are the third and fourth order
nonlinearities, respectively (where the order terminology
refers to the degree of the nonlinearity in the potential
energy function). Equation (3) is equivalent to Eq. (7) in
[27] by replacing the phase difference coordinate φ with
the node phase coordinate.
Classical background solitons.—With eventual, Hawk-

ing radiation signals in mind, we wish to consider the
behavior of a weak ‘probe’ signal δφ (which when quan-
tized yields Hawking radiation) on top of a strong classi-
cal background φ̄ (which yields the analogue black hole
soliton). By substituting φ = φ̄+δφ into the circuit equa-
tion (3), we obtain the background dynamics expression
[O(δφ0) term] for φ̄, which coincides with Eq. (3), and
the equation for the weak probe signal δφ affected by the
background [O(δφ) term], which we consider in the next
section.
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We shall now derive classical background φ̄ wave solu-
tions to Eq. (3) that propagate along the TWPA without
changing their shape, i.e., solitons. Such a wave is ob-
tained when the competing effects of dispersion (which
broadens a wave) and nonlinearity (which sharpens a
wave) are balanced. We derive a scale-invariant non-
linear evolution equation with a stationary wave solu-
tion in the vicinity of a linear approximation by us-
ing the reductive perturbation method [28–30], which
employs the so-called ‘stretched’ variables through the
Gardner-Morikawa transformation: ξ = ε1/2 (x− v0t)
and τ = ε3/2t; these correspond to slowly changing vari-
ables in relation to changes in x and t, with ε assumed
small. The phase difference coordinate is expanded as
follows: φ̄ = εiφ̄(1) + ε2iφ̄(2) + · · · , where i is a rational
number to be determined by requiring that the dispersion
and nonlinear effects are balanced.
Recall that the coefficients c3 and c4 of the nonlinear

terms are controllable by varying the external magnetic
flux φext (see Fig. 2); from now on, we consider the sit-
uation where either one or the other of these coefficients
vanishes. For the case c3 6= 0 and c4 = 0, we obtain

∂φ̄(1)

∂τ
+

c3v0
2

φ̄(1) ∂φ̄
(1)

∂ξ
+

r

2
a2v0

∂3φ̄(1)

∂ξ3
= 0 (4)

for the balanced lowest order ε3 dispersion and nonlinear
terms, obtained by setting i = 1. This equation is called
the Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation [31] and is known
to have soliton solutions [32]. The KdV equation can
be solved by means of the inverse scattering transform
method [33]. A single soliton solution is given as [33]

φ̄KdV(x, t) = A sech2

[

1

a

√

c3A

12r
(x− vst)

]

, (5)

with the soliton amplitude A, velocity
vs= v0(1 + c3A/6), and half-width w ∼ 2a

√

12r/ (c3A).
The sign of the nonlinear term c3 changes the polarity of
the soliton; when c3 > 0 (c3 < 0), the soliton amplitude
becomes A > 0 (A < 0).
For the case c3= 0 and c4 6=0, we obtain the so-called,

‘modified Korteweg-de Vries’ (mKdV) equation [34]:

∂φ̄(1)

∂τ
+

c4v0
4

(

φ̄(1)
)2 ∂φ̄(1)

∂ξ
+

r

2
a2v0

∂3φ̄(1)

∂ξ3
= 0 (6)

for the balanced lowest order ε5/2 dispersion and non-
linear terms, obtained by setting i = 1/2. The
sign of the nonlinear (c4) term in the mKdV equa-
tion makes a difference to the soliton solution, in con-
trast to the KdV equation; when c4 > 0, the equa-
tion is termed ‘mKdV+’ and admits a bell-shaped soli-
ton solution given by the expression φ̄mKdV+(x, t) =

A sech
[

(A/a)
√

|c4| /(12r) (x− vst)
]

. On the other hand,

for c4 < 0, the equation is termed ‘mKdV−’ and admits a

shock-wave type soliton [35, 36] given by φ̄mKdV−(x, t) =

A tanh
[

(A/a)
√

|c4|/(12r) (x− vst)
]

. Both soliton-types

have amplitude A, velocity vs, and half width w ∼
(2a/A)

√

12r/|c4|.
We emphasize that both types of soliton (KdV and

mKdV) are predicted to exist in the very same transmis-
sion line, which has not been considered before. This pre-
diction is based on the reductive perturbation method,
and thus the SNAIL TWPA transmission line provides
a unique opportunity to verify this method of analysis
experimentally and understand the resulting soliton dy-
namics.
The above approximate, continuum field equation

(m)KdV-soliton solution derivations are also verified in
part by numerically solving the discrete SNAIL TWPA
transmission line circuit equations (2). In particular,
we consider the situation where the TWPA has a third
order nonlinearity and set the parameter values to be
c3 = 0.32, c4 = 0, and r = 0.1. Setting the initial
phase difference coordinate and phase velocity bound-
ary values as φn(0) = φ̄KdV(a(n − n0), 0) and φ̇n(0) =
˙̄φKdV(a(n−n0), 0), where the dot denotes the time deriva-
tive, we confirm that the numerical solution propagates
along the TWPA transmission line without changing
shape and is well-approximated by the analytical solu-
tion (5) obtained by the reductive perturbation method;
the numerical half-width of the soliton is about 27 unit
cells when the amplitude A = 0.02, which is large enough
for the continuum approximation solution (5) to be valid.
In order to further verify the soliton aspects of

the propagating wave [37], we also consider two soli-
tons initially propagating towards each other by set-
ting the initial phase difference coordinate and phase
velocity boundary values to be φn(0) = φr

n(0) + φl
n(0),

φ̇n(0) = φ̇r
n(0)−φ̇l

n(0), where the right (left)-propagating

wave and the time derivative are given by φ
r(l)
n (0) =

φ̄KdV(a(n−n
r(l)
0 ), 0) and φ̇

r(l)
n (0) = ˙̄φKdV(a(n−n

r(l)
0 ), 0),

respectively. Figure 3 shows that the later time soliton
shapes are unaffected by the collision, coinciding with the
earlier shapes.
We now briefly consider the observation of solitons

in a possible experiment setup. The solitons may be
detected by measuring the time variation in the volt-
age at the opposite end of the TWPA transmission line
from the initial, injected pulse end. We assume vari-
ous circuit parameter values comparable in magnitude
to those quoted in Ref. [25]: r = CJ/Cg = 0.1,
Ic = 1.5µA, a = 10µm, α = 0.2, and φext = 1.19π giv-
ing α̃(φext) = 0.37, c3 = 0.32, and c4 = 0. The voltage
amplitude of the soliton with A = 0.02 in the phase differ-

ence coordinate is estimated as V = 1
a

~

2e

∫ ∂φ̄(x′,t)
∂t dx′ =

~ω0/(2e) (1 + c3A/6)A = 0.86µV and the soliton tem-
poral width is ∆t = w/vs = 0.21 nsec. In our SNAIL
TWPA model, solitons form spontaneously when an ini-
tial pulse is injected at one end. The soliton profile can
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be estimated using the initial pulse via inverse scatter-
ing theory [33]. The affect of disorder in a real array
will cause some attenuation of the soliton amplitude as it
propagates down the transmission line [38]. The SNAIL-
TWPA is engineered such as to be impedance-matched
with 50 Ω transmission lines connected at the end [25, 26]
in order to minimize reflection of the soliton waves.

FIG. 3. Collision of two solitons propagating in opposite di-
rections. The numerical solutions of the circuit equation (2)
are indicated at various time instants, where t̄ = ω0t. We set
the initial right (‘r’) and left (‘l’) propagating wave values to
be Ar = 0.04, Al = 0.02, nr

0 = 110, and nl
0 = 190. The circuit

parameter values are given as c3 = 0.32, c4 = 0, and r = 0.1.

Soliton as analogue black and white hole event hori-

zons.—We now move on to considering the behavior of a
weak ‘probe’ (Hawking radiation) signal propagating in
a background soliton field, described by the O(δφ) part
of the φ = φ̄+ δφ substitution into Eq. (3):

[

∂2

∂t2
− ra2

∂4

∂x2∂t2
− ∂2

∂x2
v2(x, t)

]

δφ = 0, (7)

where the probe field velocity is v (x, t) =

v0

√

1 + c3φ̄+ 1
2c4φ̄

2. Note that the probe wave ve-

locity is modulated by the classical background soliton
solution through the space and time dependent effective
inductance term L = L0/(1 + c3φ̄ + 1

2c4φ̄
2). Figure

4(a) gives the resulting spatial dependence of the probe
velocity in the comoving frame η = x − vst traveling at
the soliton velocity vs.

In order to derive the effective curved spacetime ana-
logue of the probe wave (7), we first transform to the
comoving frame of the soliton pulse. Equation (7)
then becomes

[

−∂2
t + 2vs∂η∂t + ∂η(v

2(η)− v2s )∂η
]

δϕ =
0, where the phase field coordinate δϕ is defined in terms
of the original probe coordinate by δφ = a(dδϕ/dη). This
1+1 dimensional wave equation is conformally invariant,
which prevents us from introducing an effective, curved
space-time metric. However, taking into account the two
additional ‘inert’ transverse y, z dimensions of the trans-
mission line, the resulting 3+1 dimensional wave equa-
tion can be formally expressed in the following general
covariant form [15, 39]: (1/

√−g)∂µ (
√−ggµν∂νδϕ) = 0,

where g = det(gµν), and with effective metric given by

gµν =
1

v(η)









−1 vs 0 0
vs v2(η) − v2s 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1









. (8)

The weak probe field can therefore be considered as prop-
agating in an effective curved space-time, and an event
horizon occurs at g11 = 0, i.e., v2(η) = v2s . For a back-
ground field solution corresponding to a single, right-
moving classical soliton traveling with velocity vs > 0,
two horizons are formed as shown in Fig. 4(a), where
the leading and trailing edges of the soliton correspond
to the white and black hole horizons, respectively. In the
comoving frame of the soliton, the probe signal travels to
the right between the horizons and to the left otherwise
(also in the comoving frame). A probe signal trailing the
soliton (in the lab frame) cannot reach the black hole
horizon, so that the region to the left of the black hole
corresponds to its interior. Furthermore, a right moving
probe signal in the neighborhood of the soliton peak (i.e.,
the ‘exterior’ region in between the black and white hole
horizons) cannot cross the white hole horizon, so that the
region to the right of the white hole horizon corresponds
to the white hole interior.
Figure 4(b) gives the dispersion relation for a probe

wave in the laboratory frame (curved solid lines) and the
Doppler shift ω = ω′ + vsk (dotted straight lines), where
ω′ is the fixed frequency in the comoving frame. The in-
tersections indicate the existing modes in our system. In
regions I and III, there is only one mode labelled kH̄ which
travels to the left in the comoving frame. On the other
hand, in region II, the dispersion relation is modulated
by the soliton and there exist three modes: one moving to
the right (kH) and the other two travelling to the left in
the comoving frame (kP and kN, with ‘P’ and ‘N’ denot-
ing the positive and negative frequency ω aspects). In
vacuum, pair production occurs spontaneously through
quantum fluctuations; photons with positive (kH) and
negative (kH̄) frequency ω correspond to the Hawking
particles and their partners, respectively. Mode conver-
sion (kH + kH̄⇄ kP + kN) occurs at both horizons which
behave like a cavity, resulting in lasing [40, 41]; Hawk-
ing radiation is amplified as a result, which makes its
observation easier.
The Hawking temperature in our system is given as

TH = ~/(2πkB)|∂v(η)/∂η|η=ηh
, where kB is the Boltz-

mann constant and ηh is the position of the horizon in the
comoving frame [15]. For the parameters of the SNAIL-
TWPA device investigated in Ref. [25], TH ∼ 0.1 mK,
which may be just detectable using for example a nu-
clear demagnetisation cryostat set-up such as that of
Ref. [42]. However, the Hawking temperature can be
increased by optimizing the circuit parameters, ensur-
ing a sufficient level of quantum fluctuations and a soli-
ton width large enough for the continuum approximation
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to hold. By utilizing a different set of feasible SNAIL
parameter values comparable in magnitude to those of
the device investigated in Ref. [26]: Ic = 1µA and
r = CJ/Cg = 1, the Hawking temperature can reach
several tens of milliKelvins, which is observable under or-
dinary dilution fridge operating temperature conditions.
This enhancement occurs due to the larger capacitance
ratio r = CJ/Cg, resulting in a larger soliton amplitude

for a given width w ∼ 2a
√

12r/ (c3A), and increased gra-
dient |∂v(η)/∂η|η=ηh

.

(I) (II) (III)

(I) (II) (III)

(a)

(b)

FIG. 4. (a) Dependence of the probe signal velocity in the
background solition’s comoving frame with spatial coordinate
η = x − vst. The probe velocity is modulated by the soliton
solution of the KdV equation. The horizontal dashed line in-
dicates the soliton velocity. Two horizons are formed where
the velocities of the probe and the soliton are the same, i.e.,
v(η) = vs. The filled and open circles represent the hori-
zons for the black and white holes, respectively. Regions I
and III demarcated by the vertical dashed lines correspond
to the black and white hole interiors, respectively, while re-
gion II corresponds to the exterior region between the black
and white hole horizons. (b) The dispersion relation of the
probe for each region is represented by the solid line in the
plot. The existing modes are indicated by the intersections
with the dotted line, which shows the Doppler shift. The di-
rections of these modes are illustrated by arrows in (a), where
the solid (dotted) arrow indicates the mode with a positive
(negative) frequency.

Conclusion.—We have shown that (m)KdV soliton so-
lutions exist for the circuit equations describing a TWPA
transmission line comprising SNAIL elements. The soli-
ton wave changes the velocity of a weak probe signal,
describable as an effective curved space-time with ana-
logue black hole and white hole event horizons. Suitable
devices have already been experimentally demonstrated
as sources of parametrically-generated multimode, en-
tangled microwave photons. Therefore, the experimental
verification of microwave analogue black hole and white
hole pairs and Hawking radiation is a promising prospect.
An analysis of the corresponding quantum soliton dy-
namics, with backreaction taken into account resulting

in soliton evaporation due to Hawking radiation lasing,
will be the subject of a follow-up work.
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E. Cancellieri, C. Adrados, A. Amo, S. Pigeon,
Q. Glorieux, A. Bramati, and E. Giacobino,
Polariton fluids for analogue gravity physics,
Phil. Trans. R. Soc. A 378, 20190225 (2020).

[12] P. D. Nation, J. R. Johansson, M. P. Blencowe, and
F. Nori, Colloquium: Stimulating uncertainty: Amplify-
ing the quantum vacuum with superconducting circuits,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 84, 1 (2012).

[13] C. M. Wilson, G. Johansson, A. Pourkabirian,
M. Simoen, J. R. Johansson, T. Duty, F. Nori, and
P. Delsing, Observation of the dynamical Casimir effect
in a superconducting circuit, Nature 479, 376 (2011).

mailto:halna496@gmail.com.
https://projecteuclid.org:443/euclid.cmp/1103899181
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.46.1351
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.021302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.121301
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3104
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3863
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1153625
https://doi.org/10.1364/OE.20.005538
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.010404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.036402
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2019.0225
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.84.1
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10561


6
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