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A bstract

W e study analytically the e ect of a constant m agnetic eld on the dynam ics of
a two din ensional Josephson array. Them agnetic eld induces soatially dependent
states and coupling betw een row s, even in the absence of an extemal load. Num erical
sin ulations support these conclisions.

Introduction

A rrays of Josephson jinctions have attracted increasing attention in recent years. One
reason for this interest is the possbility of using Jossphson arrays as m illin eter- wave
oscillators and am pli ers. W hile sihgle junctionsm ight in principl be used for such pur-
poses, in practice they deliver very little powerwhen coupled to an externalload 1. T illey
proposed [] using 1D serdes arrays working coherently to m atch typical load in pedances.
Unfortunately the m echanism of Intemal coupling of series arrays has proven to be weak,

thus requiring stringent conditions on the fabrication tokrance f3].
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Two din ensional arrays have been investigated in the hope that som e Intemalm echa-
nisn m ight prove to be e ective In coherently phase locking the Jjunctions. E xperin entally,
encouraging results have been reported on the em itted power @] and lnew idth [{]. A
heuristic explanation for the sucoess of 2D arrays is that the presence of superconductive
loops In the system provides a further coupling m echanian am ong the Jjunctions that is
absent In 1D series arrays; indeed evidence that uxons @ 2 wrap of the superconductor
phase trapped In a superconductive loop) do play a roke In 2D arrays has been reported
w ith the LTSEM technique [d]. O n the other hand, theoretical analysis ofbare 2D arrays
(ie. armays not coupled to an extemal load) in the absence of any m agnetic eld shows
that the uniform in-phase solution has sim ilar neutral stability features asbare 1D serdes
arrays [7, B1. Indeed, recent sim ulations on one class of disordered 2D arrays suggest that
the extemal load is responsblk (in large part or entirely) for the coherent behavior cb-—
served there [§]. These results point out the need for a desper fundam ental understanding
of the dynam ics of 2D arrays. The inclusion of m agnetic eld e ects has perhaps been
slowed by the fact that appropriate m odels of 2D arrays in presence of m agnetic eld are
in general rather com plicated [L0, [L1], so that a direct theoretical attack on the problem
is form idable.

T he purpose of this paper is to build up som e analytic insight into the dynam ics of

uxon states in two dim ensional arrays, esoecially the rok played by the m agnetic eld.
R atherthan study directly the generalcaseofM N arrays (seeF igure la), we focuson two
sin pler con gurations. F irst, we consider the case ofa single row ofplaquettes (ie. a2 N
array, see F ig. 1b) biased by a constant transverse current. T his is sim ilar to the problem

ofa 1D parallel array studied elsswhere[[2, [3], except that we include Jjunctions in the



horizontal branches. For bias currents not too close to the critical current, we construct

uxon solutions whose spatial structure depends on the presence of the m agnetic eld.
W hilke this is som ewhat enlightening, the 2 N array is too sin pl to help us understand
certain in portant aspects of the two dim ensionalproblem . T hus, we tum next to the case
ofa doublk row ofplaquettes (ie. a3 N armay, seeFig. 1c.) This isperhapsthe sin plest
arrangem ent w hich fully captures the essential features ofa 2D array, lnsofaras it allow sus
to study the e ect ofweak interactionsbetween the rows. W e nd thata uxon state in the
top row Inducesa uxon state in the bottom row ; m oreover, the resulting dynam ical state
has a de nite phase relation between the uxons in the two row s, In qualitative agreem ent
w ith num erical sim ulations. R em arkably, this relhtive phase becom es undeterm ined in the
zero— eld Iim it. W e conclude that the m agnetic eld breaks the symm etry resoonsible for

the neutral stability found in bare 2D arrays [§].

2 Them odel

A two dimensional array of N M short Jossphson junctions can be represented by the
equivalent circuit depicted in Fig. la. Them ost in portant e ect we want to study is the
Interaction between rows. To this end we consider a sin pli ed m odelwhich includes only
the self inductances of each loop but ignoresm utual inductances between loops. W ith this
sim pli cation, ollow ing the usual analysis for superconductive loops [L4]], the equation of
m otion for this system (in nom alized units and for junctions of neligible capacitance, see

Fig.1l Prnotation) arefl], 4]



1
—WVu1;3 2Vt Vst Hyy Hygea+t Ho o500 Hooap] @)
1

H_l;j = SjI'lHL.j+
1
—MHyw1 2Hyy+ Hys 1+ Vs Vst Vs 10 Vg ] 2)
1

Q)

where 1= 2;:u3M 1l and j= 2;:u3N 1. Here, V3,3 and H 3 are the Jossphson phase
di erences ofthe verticaland horizontal Junctions, respectively, = Iy =I; isthenom alized
bias current, ;= 2—LOI° istheusualSQU D param eter, = L—Ieo is the nom alized extemal

ux per elem entary cell ( ), R and I, are the nom al resistance and the critical current

ofthe junctions, regoectively, L is the self inductance ofthe superconducting loop, and the

. . . h
unit oftine is FeR T, -

T he boundary conditions are N denotes the total num ber of vertical jinctions and M

the total num ber of horizontal jinctions):
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In this section and the next, we consider the case of a sihglk row of plaquettes which



is current biased In the transverse direction (Fig. 1b). This system is sim ilar to the 1D

paralel array of short Jossphson jinctions studied elssw here[[2], L3], but for the presence
of junctions In the horizontalbranches. T here are two horizontal Jossphson jinctions for
each vertical Junction; however, we can nd solutions where the dynam ics of the upper

Junction and the lower jinction are not independent, but rather satisfy

Huy®= Hp®=H.0 8)

where H ,,, is the Jossphson phase across the I horizontal janction in the upper branch
and H; is the Jossphson phase di erence across the 1* lower branch, an dentity that
allow s us to ntroduce the sin pli ed notation H ;, as Indicated.

To see that such dynam ical states exist, add Eq.(5) to Eq.(6) with M = 2 to get
H_l;l+ SjI'lH]_;]_: Hﬂ_;z SjI'lHl;z: (9)

Thisissatis ed by H 1y = H i, provided either (i) the Initial conditions are the sam e for
the two junctionsor (il this isan attracting state. @ hysically, we can arrange for identical
Iniial conditions if, before applying a driving current, we allow the system to relax to the
steady state H 1 = Hqy = 0.)

W e em phasize that our analysis relies on our neglecting the o diagonal tem s of the
inductancem atrix [LJ]: them utualinductancesm ake the problkm much m ore com plicated.

Sum m arizing, our equations for the 1D row of plaquettes are:

1
V= snvi+ + —R®H; Hip)+ Vi, 2Vi+Vy]; 1=2;23N 1 (10)
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where V; is the Jossphson phase di erence across the 1™ vertical janction. T he equations

for the vertical junctions at the kft and right ends are:

1
VI = S:Irlvl + + — |_2H 1 Vl + Vz] (12)
1

1
1

3 Approxin ate solution for the isolated row

To nd an approxin ate solution for the isolated row of plaquettes we apply a schem e of
successive approxin ations. To rst approxin ation, we assum e that the horizontal junctions
are com pktely nactive H, '’ 0), as suggested by num erical sim ulations of Egs.(9-12) (see
Fig. 2). Under this hypothesis the analysis is sin ilar to that carred out for a continuous
(long) Josephson janction in Ref. [[7]. Forsu ciently large bias currents > > 1, we can

approxin ate the solution as the sum ofa linear tem and a an all oscillating temm :

Vit) = 10+ ve+ X1 (© (14)
where the ;, and v are constants to be determ ned selfconsistently. Linearizing EqQ.(9)
yields

1
+ —[110 230+ w0t X110 2X,0+ Xu101: 15)
1

A fter the balancing of the constants and assum ing a stationary wave pro ke X 1 () =

A @©)et®! 'Y we dbtain the llow ing equation for the wave am plitude:



T he solution of the associated hom ogeneous equation decays exponentially with tin e, so
exoept for transient behavior it is su cient to seek a particular solution of Eq.(f6]. W e

nd

V()

pot Vet Aysin (0 + VB + By oos (1,0 + V) @7
w = 1 1 (18)

where A, and B, are constants, and Eq.(17) isnecessary to satisfy theboundary conditions.
N otice that the solution does not contain the wave num ber k; this param eter has canceled
out. This solution can be viewed as a travellng wave In the sense that the equation
of motion In two adjpoent cells is the same aftera xed tinedelay t= ;1 =v. The
propagation velocity ofthe wave is given by the physicaldistance between two cellsdivided
by thistim e. It is In portant to note that no signal is in fact propagating across the system :
in fact the tim e delay between two jinctions is zero if the m agnetic eld is zero. In other
words, this is the phase velocity of the wave rather than the group velocity. A sin ilar
estin ate for this velocity was derived in Ref. [[1]].

T he three param eters that appear in Eq. (16), namely v, A, and B, are xed by

separately balancing the constant, sine, and cosine tem s in Eqg. (9):

B, = 2( V) 19)
(s ., 1)+ vB, = 1 (20)
1

2B,
VA (s ; 1) = 0 (21)

1

In the Ilim it of very large the solution is
1

v/ ; A,’" 0 B," —: (22)



In this Im it the tine delay is simply t= 1 = . A lthough derived for bias currents
>> 1, this form al restriction is not required In practice. For exam plk, F ig. 3 com pares
the form ula forthe tin e delay and typical results from num erical sin ulationsw ih = 3=2.
T he agream ent isquite good. T his isbecause the key approxin ation is that the oscillations
are nearly sinusoidal, which isvalid as long asthe bias current isnot too close to the crtical
current; of course the agreem ent in proves w ith increasing .From Fig. 3 it isevident that
the form ula system atically underestin ates the actualvalue. T his is reasonable because the
estin ate isbased on the approxin ation v= , but this overestin ates the velocity (a better
approxin ation isv= (2 1)¥?).
T he next step is to obtain an approxim ate solution for the dynam ics of the horizontal
Junctions. W e proceed using the sam e approxin ations as before, Inserting nto Eq. (10)
the approxin ate solution for the vertical junctions, Egs. (16,17). W e w rite the solution as

a constant plus an oscillating tem :

Hi®=Ho+ Y (0 23)

and assum e that the oscillating part isamall (Y; << 1).

Physically, the absence of a term which grow s linearly in the tine (com pare Eq.(13))
m eans that there is no d c. volage across the horizontal jinctions (K H4>= 0). Thisisa
reasonable assum ption since the horizontal branches are unbiased; it is also what we nd
In the num erical sim ulations.

P rooceeding as for the vertical junctions we ocbtain forH ; (t) a solution of the form

Hi(t)=Ho+AHSjI'l(]_’.o+\ft)+BHCOS(L.0+\Tt) (24)

where H 3, Ay and By are again to be determ ined using ham onic balance. Balancing the



constants xesH ( to be
2H

shH,= : (25)

1

T he physical m eaning of this constant is analogous to the classical SQUID phase shift
induced by a m agnetic eld trapped in the loop [L4]], the factor 2 takes into account the
fact that In this case there 4 rather than 2 junctions In the elem entary loop. In the lim it

ofhigh bias current ( >> 1) and no trapped m agnetic eld H,= 0) we nd

n #
1 sn o, 1 N
Ay = 3 > + — @ ocos 1) _ (26)
(1+ 2) Lot 2 1 (11 2)
B ! i a ) 27)
= = oS
B 13(1+2) 1+ 2 1 '

In agreem ent w ith our num erical sin ulations. For exam ple, for the sam e param eters as in
gure 2, we nd agream ent to betterthan 20% .) N ote that when the applied m agnetic eld
vanishes ( = 0),Egs.@5,26) give Ay = By = 0 so the horizontal junctions are inactive.
W hen the m agnetic eld is present this is no longer true; nevertheless, the am plitude of
the oscillations for the horizontal junctions are much sn aller than those of the vertical

Junctions.

At this stage one could carry the analysis further, inserting the solution (23) back into
Eqg. (9), and repeating the ham onic balance procedure to get a m ore accurate expression
for the phases V; (t) and the velocity v, then iterating the schem e for the horizontal junc—
tions, and so on. However, for our purposes the estin ates Egs. (1820) and Egs. (24-26)

are adequate. Let us sum m arize the m ain resuls of this section:

1) For >> 1thesolution ofthe 1D array can be approxin ated analytically by retaining
only the st Fourer com ponent. This approxin ation is a comm on one which has

been used in previous studies of a single junction.



2) In this lim it there is a clar di erence between horizontal and vertical junctions,
which resuls from the anisotropic bias current: the vertical jinction phases increase
without lin i (on average lhearly In time), whilk the horizontal jinction phases

oscillate about a xed value.

3) Themagnetic eld is regponsible for the spatial non—unifomm iy of the dynam ics: if
the applied m agnetic eld is zero then the vertical Junctions oscillate synchronously

[0 = 0 obralll, compare Eq. (10)] and the horizontal junctions are nactive.
4 Coupling between two row s

W e now extend the analysis to the case oftwo row s of plaquettes. O urm ain Interest is to
study the interactions between rows. To do this, we proceed as follow s: the solution for
the st row is assum ed to coincide w ith the solution for the isolated row, and with this
In posed we solve the equation for the second row . In other words we seek the solution
of one row driven by the unperturbed solution of the other row . A lthough this scheme
is "undem ocratic", it has the virtue that the dynam ical equations are tractable using the

sam e approxin ations as in the Jast section. T he equation for the second row reads:

) 1
Vig= sV + —Vpip 2Viip+ Viop
1

+ @y Ay oos( 1)+ By sin( 1))sin (Vi + vh)

+ By Agsn( 1) By oos( j1))cosVy+ v+ (28)
w hose asym ptotic solution, in the sam e sense discussed for the single row, is:

Vig= 1,0+ +vt+A,sin(yo+ + vE)+ Byoos( o+ + vD: 29)
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Agal, the param eters A, and B, are detem ined by a set of algebraic equations which

result from ham onic balance, nam ely

B, = 2( +v) (30)
( ) ( — )
. — 1h_ * — 27,
sin A,v+ — 2B, (@s( 1) 1) = os B,v 1+ —cos( 1) 1] +
1 1
1 .
— Ry @ ocos( 1))+ By sn( 1)] 31)
( _ ) by )
_ 2R, _ h i
sin B,v+ 1 [cos( ;) 11 = oos A, v+ — 2B, ,v(cos( 1) 1) +
1 1
1 .
— Bsy @ cos( 1))+ Ay sin( 1)]: 32)

1

The m ost striking feature of these equations is that ifeither = 0 (homagnetic eld) or

1! 0 (unooupked 1im it) then isundetemm ined, ie. the phase shift between thetwo row s
is arbitrary. In other words the observed value of can be anything, and depends on the
Iniial conditions. O n the contrary, even a tiny m agnetic eld leads to the selection of a
goeci ¢ value of . To check that this conclusion is not an artifact of our approxin ation
schem e we have perform ed num erical sin ulations ofthe fulldynam icalequations fora two—
row array, and we have ndeed found (see F ig. 4) that in the presence of a m agnetic eld
the nalasym ptotic value of the phase shift is zero, regardless of the Initial conditions
and also regardlss of the values of the param eters and ;. Thus, whik the sin ulations
qualitatively support our analysis, quantitatively they do not: Egs. (2931) predict an
asym ptotic value of that is param eter dependent and not, in general, equal to zero (see
Fig. 4). W e suspect that this disagreem ent in the value of is an artifact of our ssparation
of the system Into a "slave" row and a "m aster" row, and that an analysis which treats

the two row s on an equal footing would lead to a m ore accurate value of the phase shift.
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5 D iscussion and C onclusion

Our analysis has shown that it is possbl to Induce a spatially dependent solution in
2D arrays by the application of a m agnetic eld. A s a consequence the m agnetic eld
produces a coupling between row s, even In the absence of an extemal load. In the Iim it
of zero m agnetic eld the phase shift between rows (for the simplest case of two row s)
becom es arbitrary, which signals that the dynam ics is only neutrally stable.

This nding m ay have practical in portance for the application of Jossphson junction
arrays as local oscillators. In the absence of an extemal load, it is known that (in the
context of um p circuit equations) the inphase state of 2D arrays is neutrally stablkfi, §1.
Neutrally stable dynam ical states (other than the inphase state) also occur in a variety
of 1D series arrays both with and w ithout extemal loads [§, 13, B0, 1, 3, B, B31- One
drawbadk to neutrally stable dynam ics is their Intrinsic sensitivity to noise. Asa resul, i
is desirable to m odify these arrays n a way which w ill stabilize the dynam ics (ie. m ake
the target dynam ical state a bona de attractor). One way to do this is to coupl the
array to an appropriate extemal load, but this can have the disadvantage of lm iting the
frequency range over which the array can operatef§]. An altemative possbility suggested
by the present work is to lnduce coupling via the application ofam agnetic eld. O foourse,
this also m akes the dynam ics spatially non-unifom , which m ay itself be a drawback for
applications.

W e reiterate that our conclusions are based on a num ber of assum ptions: we have i)
Included only selfinductances; ii) assum ed that the junction param eters are identical; iii)
neglkcted the e ects of any extemal (parasitic) load; and i7) ignored higher ham onics In

the junction oscillations. T he virtue of these assum ptions is that, w thin the context ofthe
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Idealized m odel, we have achieved som e level of analytic understanding of a notoriously
com plex nonlinear systam . One direction for future theoretical work is to extend our
analysis to Include these other e ects. O fthese, the presence of a parasitic Joad and higher
ham onics could be handled straightforwardly w ithin the sam e fram ew ork . In contrast, the
presence ofm utual inductance and disorder (ie. varationsam ong the junction param eters)
ism ore di cul; nevertheless, we can m ake an educated guess asto how they m ight m odify
the dynam ics.

Consider rst the roke ofm utual lnductances. P hysically, m utual inductance provides
amechanian for coupling non-neighboring jinctions in a sin ilar m anner as does the self-
Inductance of a single loop. This is re ected In the goveming dynam ical equations: self-
Inductance introduces a next-nearest-neighbor coupling; m utual lnductance w ill introduce
further couplings w hose strength, however, din inishes w ith distance. T hus, we expect the
Inclusion of mutual inductance to increase the net coupling strength between jinctions,
thereby providing addtional interactions between row s which are responsible for breaking
the inherent neutral stability. However, we expect nothing fundam entally new in the
cbserved dynam icalbehavior.

Tuming next to the e ects of having non-identical junctions in the array, we can leam
from som e recent theoretical studies on barep4, B3] two— din ensional arrays in the ab-
sence of am agnetic eld. These show that disorder spontaneously induces shunt currents
(transverse to the direction of the inposed bias current) which tend to com pensate for
the m ign atch between junctions within a row ; however, the Intervow dynam ics rem ains
neutrally stabl. These ndings are consistent w ith those ofK autz on disordered 2D arrays

with an extemal Joad[§], who also found that disorder apparently plays an unin portant
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dynam ical role In coupling row s. C onsequently, we expect that an all am ounts of disorder
w il not greatly change the dynam icalbehavior we have described.

O f course, pulling together these various e ects w ithin a single theoretical fram ew ork
isa challenging task. O n the other hand, w ithin the context ofthe idealized m odel studied
here, we have achieved som e level of analytic understanding of these com plex nonlinear

dynam ical system s.
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Figure C aptions

Figl Schem atic circuit m odel fora) a two-din ensional array; b) a single row ofplaquettes;

c) two row s.

Fig. 2 () and H4 (t) ora 1D row . Param eters of the smulations are: N = 10, 1= 4,

Fig. 3 T In e delay ofthe voltage peak between two ad-pcent cells com pared w ith theoretical

estin ate. Param eters of the smultionsare: N = 10, ;= 1, = 135.

Fig4 Tine evolution oftwo vertical jinctions in the same colimn fora) = 0O and b) =

=4, Param eters of the smulationsare:M = 3,N = 10, ;= 1, = 15.
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