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LB. Io e, and M V. Feigelm an?

!Center for M aterials T heory, D epartm ent of P hysics and A stronom y,
Rutgers University 136 Frelinghuysen Rd, P iscataway NJ 08854 U SA
’Landau Institute for T heoretical P hysics, K osygina 2, M oscow, 117940 Russia

W e introduce a new class of Josephson arrays w hich have non-trivial topology and exhibit a novel
state at low tem peratures. This state is characterized by long range order in a two C ooper pair
condensate and by a discrete topological order param eter. These arrays have degenerate ground
statesw ith thisdegeneracy protected’ from the extemalperturbations (@nd noise) by the topological
order param eter. W e show that in idealconditions the low ordere ect ofthe extemalperturbations
on this degeneracy is exactly zero and that deviations from ideality lead to only exponentially
gn alle ects of perturbations. W e argue that this system provides a physical In plem entation of an
dealquantum com puter w ith a built In error correction and show that even a sm all array exhibits
Interesting physical properties such as superconductivity w ith double charge, 4e, and extrem ely long

decoherence tim es.

I. NTRODUCTION

Quantum com putjngéfé is in principle a very power—
ful technique for solving clagsic hard’ problem s sugh
as factorizing large numberd or sortihg large list<.
The ram arkable discovery of quantum error correction
algorithm & show s there is no problm of principle n—
volved In building a finctioning quantum com puter.
H owever, in plem entation still seem s dauntingly di cult:
the essential ngredient ofa quantum com puter isa quan-—
tum system wih 2X wih K 104  106) quantum
states which are degenerate (or nearly so) in the ab-—
sence of extemal perturbations and are insensitive to the
'random / uctuations which exist In every real system ,
but which may be m anpulated by controlled extemal

edswith errorsless 10 ¢ 10 ® (oig system sizes, K ,
are needed to correct the errors, for sm aller errors the
size of the system , K , getsmuch sn aller)® . Insensitivity
to random uctuations m eans that any coupling to the
external environm ent neither induces transitions am ong
these 2X¥ states nor changes the phase of one state w ith
respect another. M athem atically, this m eans that one
requires a system whose Hibert space contains a 2K|.—
din ensional subspace (called ’"the protected subspace™)
within which any local operator O has (to a high accu—
racy) only state-independent diagonalm atrix elem ents:
mPini= Ognn+ olexp( L)) where L is a param e~
ter such as the systam size that can be m ade as large
as desired. It has been very di cult to design a system
which m eets these crjferia. M any physical system s (for
exam ple, spin glassed?) exhibit exponentially m any es-
sentially degenerate states, not connected to each other
by local operators. However, the requiram ent that all
diagonal m atrix elem ents are equal (up to vanishingly
an all tem s) is highly nontrivial and puts such system s
In a com pletely new class. Parenthetically we note that
such system s were discussed in philosophical term sby I.
Kant who tem ed them noum enons, In his thinking the
noum enalw orld is in, penetrable but contains com prehen—
sble nform ation) nf.

O ne very attractiyg possibility, proposed in,an in por-
tant paperby K itaew and developed fiirther Y nvolves
a protected subspacel i3 created by a topologicaldegen—
eracy of the ground state. Typically such degeneracy
happens if the system hasa conservation law such asthe
conservation of the parity of the number of "particles’
along som e Jong contour. P hysically, it is clear that two
states that di er only by the parity of som e big num ber
that can not be obtained from any localm easurem ent are
very sim ilar to each other. The m odel proposed in! has
been shown to exhibitm any properties of the idealquan—
tum com puter; how ever before now no robust and prac—
tical in plem entation was known. In a recent paper we
and others proposed a Josephson junction netw ork which
is an in plem entation of a sin ilar m odel w ith protected
degeneracy and which ,is possbl (@lthough di cult) to
buid in the laboratoryt3. .

In the present paper we develop ideas ofd proposing
a new Josephson junction network that has a number
of practical advantages. (i) This network operates in a
phase regin e (ie. when Jossphson energy is larger than
the charging energy), which reduces undesired e ects of
parasitic stray charges. (i) A 11 Josephson junctions in
this array are sin ilar which should sim plify the fabrica—
tion process. (iii) T his system has2¥ degenerate ground
states protected’ to even higher extent than in%3: m atrix
elem ents of ocaloperators scakeas ™ ,where" 0:d isa
m easure of non-ideality of the system ’s fabrication (eg.
the spread of critical currents ofdi erent Jossphson jinc—
tions and geom ertical areas of di erent elem entary cells
In thenetwork) (iv) Thenew array doesnot requirea ne
tuning of its param eters Into a narrow region. T he rele—
vant degrees of freedom of this new array are dgscribed
by the m odel analogous to the one proposed . Even
when such system is an alland containsonly a few ‘pro—
tected’ states its physical properties are rem arkable: it
is a superconductor w ith the elem entary charge 4e and
the decoherence tin e ofthe protected states can bem ade
m acroscopic allow ing ‘echo’ experin ents.

Below we st describe the physical array, dentify its
relevant low energy degrees of freedom and the m athe-
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m aticalm odelw hich describes their dynam ics. W e then
show how the protected states appear in thism odel, de—
rive the param eters of the m odel and identify various
corrections appearing In a realphysical system and their
e ects. Finally, we discusshow one can m anipulate these
states In a putative quantum com puter and the physical
properties expected In a an all arrays of this type.

II. ARRAY

T he basic buiding block of the lattice is a rhombus
m ade of four Josephson junctions w ith each side of the
rhom bus containing one Josephson contact, these rthom bi
form a hexagonal lJattice as shown In Fig. 1. W e denote
the centers of the hexagons by ltters a;b::: and the
Individual rhombiby @b); (cd) ::: because each rhom —
bus is one-to-one correspondence w ith the link (ab) be-
tw een the sites ofthe triangular lJattice dualto the hexag—
onal lattice. The lattice is placed In a uniform mag-
netic eld so thatthe ux through each rhombusis (=2.
The geom etry is chosen In such a way that the ux, o
through each D avjd’s star isa halfintegerm ultiple of o:

= s+ 2) o 89 Finally, globally the lattice contains
a number, K , of big openings (the size of the opening
ismuch larger than the lattice constant, a lattice w ith
K = 1 isshown in Fig. la). The din ension of the pro—
tected space willbe shown to be equal 2¥ . The system
is characterized by the Josephson energy, E; = 1, of
each contact and by the capacitancem atrix ofthe islands
(vertices of the lattice). W e shall assum e (as is usually
the case) that the capacitancem atrix isdom inated by the
capacitances of individual junctions, we w rite the charg—
Ing energy asEc = % . The 'phase regin €’ of the net—
work m entioned above In pliessthatE; > E¢- . Thewhol
system is described by the Lagrangian

X 1

2+ E g cos( ; .
16Ec —j) J (1 Jj

aj) @
where ; arethe phases of indiidual islands and a;; are
chosen to produoe the correct m agnetic uxes. The La—
grangian (]. ) contains only gauge invariant phase di er—

ences, 3= i y &y, 50 it w illbe convenient som e-
tin es to treat phem as Independent variables satisfying
the constraint 5= 2 = o+ 2 n where the sum

is taken over closed loop and n is arbirary integer.

A s will becom e clear below , it is crucial that the de—
greesof freedom at the boundary have dynam ics identical
to those In the bulk. To ensure this one needs to add ad—
ditional superconducting w ires and Josephson junctions
at the boundary. There are a few ways to do this, two
exam ples are shown in Fig.la and Fig.1b: type Ibound—
ary (entire length of boundaries in Fig. la, parts AB,
CD ) and type ITboundary B C ,AD ). Forboth typesof
boundaries one needs to include in each boundary loop
the ux which isequalto Zy =2 where g is coordi-
nation num ber of the dual triangular Jattice site. For in—
stance, forthe four coordinated boundary sites one needs

FIG.1l: Examples of the proposed Josephson junction ar—
ray. Thick lines show superconductive w ires, each w ire con—
tains one Josephson junction as shown in detailed view of
one hexagon. The array is put in m agnetic eld such that
the ux through each elem entary rhom bus and through each
D avid’s star (nscribbed in each hexagon) is half integer. Thin
lines show the e ective bonds form ed by the elem entary
rhombi. The Josephson coupling provided by these bonds
is -periodic. a. A rray w ith one opening, generally the e ec—
tive num ber of qubits, K is equalto the num ber of openings.
T he choice of boundary condition shown here m akes super-
conducting phase unique along the entire length of the outer
(inner) boundary, the state ofthe entire boundary is described
by a single degree of freedom . T he topological order param —
eter controls the phase di erence between inner and outer
boundaries. Each boundary inclides one rhombus to allow

experim entsw ith ux penetration; m agnetic ux through the
opening is assum ed to be 70(% + m ) with any Integer m .
b. W ith this choice of boundary circuits the phase is unique
only inside the sectorsAB and CD oftheboundary; the topo-
logical degree of freedom controls the di erence between the
phases of these boundaries. This allows a sim plr setup of
the experin ental test for the signatures of the ground state
described iIn the text, eg. by a SQU ID interference experi-
m ent sketched here that involves a m easuring loop with ux

n and a very weak junction J balancing the array.

to enclose the integer ux In these contours. In type I
boundary the entire boundary corresponds to one degree
of freedom (phase at som e point) whilk type IT bound-
ary Includesm any rhombiso it containsm any degrees of
freedom .
Note that each (inner and outer) boundary shown in
Fig. la contains one rhombus; we Included it to allow
ux to enter and exit through the boundary when it is
energetically favorable.

III. GROUND STATE,EXCITATIONS AND
TOPOLOGICAL ORDER

In order to dentify the relevant degrees of freedom in
this highly frustrated system we consider rst an indi-
vidual rhombus. As a function of the gauge invariant
phase di erence betw een the far ends ofthe rhom bus the



Y Y

FIG .2: The soin degrees of freedom descrbing the state of
the elem entary rhom biare located on the bonds of the trian—
gular lattice (shown in thick lines) whik the constraints are
de ned on the sites of this Jattice. T he dashed line indicates
the boundary condition in posed by a physicalcircuitry shown
in Fig.la. Contours and °areused in the construction of
topological order param eter and excitations.

potential energy is

U (i3)= 2E;5 (Joos( 135=2)J+ Jsin( 13=2)): @)

This energy has two equivalent m nima, at 35 = =2
which can be used to construct elem entary unprotected
qubi, sedld. T each of these states the phase changes

by =4 in each janction clockw ise around the rhom bus.

W e denote these states as J"i and j#i respectively. In
the lin it of lJarge Josgphson energy the space of low en—
ergy states of the full Jattice is describbed by these binary
degrees of freedom , the set of operators acting on these
states is given by Paulim atrices . W enow combine
these rhom biinto hexagons form ing the lattice shown in
Fig. 1. This gives another condition: the sum of phase
di erences around the hexagon should equalto the ux,

s through each D avid’s star lnscribbed in this hexagon.
The choice ;3 = =2 isconsistent with ux  thatis
equalto a half integer number of ux quanta. T his state
m inin izes the potential energy {_2) of the system . This
is, however, not the only choice. A though ipping the
phase of one dim er changes the phase ux around the
starby and thus is prohbied, Ipping two, four and
six rhom bi is allowed; generally the low energy con gu-—

rations of U ( ) satisfy the constraint

B,= =1 ®3)

w here the product runs over all neighbors, b, of site a.
T he num ber of (classical) states satisfying the constraint
@'j) is still huge: the corresponding con gurational en—
tropy is extensive (proportionalto the num ber of sites).
W e now oonsider the charging energy of the contacts,
which results in the quantum dynam ics of the system .
W e show that i reduces this degeneracy to a much
an aller number 2 . The dynam ics of the individual
rhom bus is described by a sin ple Ham iltonian H = & 4
but the dynam ics of a rhom bus embedded in the array
is di erent because Individual ips are not com patble
w ith the constraint ('_3) . The sin plest dynam ics com pat—
ble wih 6'_3) contains Ips of three rhom bibelonging to
the elem entary triangle, @;b;jc), QA(abC) = I bc oa @and
therefore the sim plest quantum Ham iltonian operating
on the subspace de ned by ('8:) is

X
H = r
(abc)

Q (abc) (4)

W e discuss the derivation of the coe cient r In this
Ham iltonian and the correction tem s and their e ects
below but rst we solve the sinpli ed m odel @,4) and
show that its ground state is \pro " in the sense de—
scribed above and that excitations are sgparated by the
gap 2

C learly, it is very im portant that the constraint is in -
posed on all sites, including boundaries. E vidently, som e
boundary hexagons are only partially com plete but the
constraint should be still im posed on the corresponding
sites of the corresponding triangular lattice. This is en—
sured by additional superconducting w ires that close the
boundary hexagons in Fig.1.

W e note that constraint operators com m ute not only
w ith the f1llH am iltonian but also w ith individualQ @bc) *
IJ?Aa;QA @bc) 1= 0. The H am iltonian @) w ithout constraint
has an cbvious ground state, i, in which * = 1 for
allrthom bi. T his ground state, how ever, violates the con—
straint. This can be xed noting that since operators
PAa comm ute w ith the Ham iltonian, any state obtained
from i by acting on it by PAa is also a ground state.
W e can now construct a true ground state satisfying the
constraint by

.Y 1+ B,
Bi=  —p—Pi ®)

a

Here lﬁ% is a pro fctor onto the subspace satisfying the
constraint at site a and preserving the nom alization.

O bviously, the Ham ittonian (:fJ:) comm utes wih any
product of B, which is equal to to the product of Z,
operators around a set of closed loops. These integrals
of motion are xed by the constraint. However, Por a



topologically non-trivial system there appear a number
of other integrals ofm otion. For a system wih K open-
ings a product of ?Z operators along contour, that
begins at one opening and ends at another (or at the

outer boundary, see F ig. 2)

Tq= ab ®)

com m utes w ith H am iltonian and isnot xed by the con—
straint. Physically these operators count the parity of
up’ rhombi along such contour. The presence of these
operators results in the degeneracy of the ground state.
Note that multiplying such operator by an appropriate
PAa gives sim ilar operator de ned on the shifted contour
so all topologically equivalent contours give one new in—
tegral of motion. Further, multiplying two operators
de ned along the contours beginning at the same (g.
outer) boundary and ending in di erent openings, A, B
isequivalent to the operator de ned on the contour lead—
Ing from A to B, so the independent operators can be
de ned (eg. by the set of contours that begin at one
opening and ends at the outer boundary. The state 51
constructed above is not an eigenstate of these operators
but this can be xed de ning

Y 14 T
Ciq

= Sla g 7)
Bl > Hi (

q

where ¢; = 1 is the ngenvaJue ofI operator de ned
on contour 4. Equation d) is the nal expression for
the ground state eigenfunctions.

Construction of the excitations is sin ilar to the con—
struction of the ground state. First, one notices that
since all operators Q/\abc comm ute with each other and
w ith the constraints, any state ofthe system can be char-
acterized by the eigenvalies Qapc = 1) 0fQapc. The
Jow est excited state correspond to only one Q ;e being

1. Notice that a sin ple i of one rhombus py opera—
tor fab) som ew here in the system changesthe sign oftwo
Q ape elgenvalues corresponding to tw o triangles to which
it belongs. To change only one Q ;1. one needs to consider
a continuous string of these ip operators star%ng ftom
the boundary: j@bc)i= vVpe Piwih vy = 0 (cd)

w here the product is over all thom bi (cd) that belong to
the path, ¢, that begins at the boundary and ends at
(@bc) (see Fig. 2 which show s one such path). This op—
erator changes the sign of only one Q 51, the one that
corresponds to the "last’ triangle. T his construction does
not satisfy the constraint, so we have to apply the sam e
" x" as for the ground state construction above

, R A ch T o1+
y(abc)l_ 2 P
a a

to get the nal expression for the lowest energy excia—
tions. The energy of each excitation is 2r. Note that a
sihgle Ip excitation at a rhombus (ab) can beviewed asa

com bination oftwo elem entary excitations located at the
centers of the triangles to which rhombus (ab) belongs
and has tw ice their energy. G enerally, all excited states
of the m odel @) can be characterized as a number of
elem entary excitations (:_8), so they give exact quasipar-
ticle basis. Note that creation of a quasiparticle at one
boundary and m oving it to another is equivalent to the
"fq operator, so this process acts as ; in the space ofthe
2K degenerate ground states. A sw illbe shown below , in
the physical system of Jossphson Jjunctions these excita—
tions carry charge 2e so that ; process is equivalent to
the charge 2e transfer from one boundary to another.
Consider now them atrix elements, 0 = IG jﬁ\ﬁ i

ofa localoperator, o) , between two ground states, eg. of
an operator that is com posed of a sm allnumber of ..
To evaluate this m atrix elem ent we rst proct a gen—
eral operator onto the space that satis esthe constraint:

d ! PCP whereP = a%.Thenew (oro ected)
operator isalso local, it hasthe sam em atrix elem entsbe-
tween ground states but i com m utes w ith a]lPAa . Since
it is Jocal it can be represented as a product of , and
o) operatorswhich in plies that it also com m utesw ith all
TAq. Thus, its m atrix elem ents between di erent states
are exactly zero. Further, using the fact that i com -
mutes wih B, and TAq we write the di erence between
its diagonal elem ents evaluated between the states that

di erby a pariy over contour g as

Y 148,

Oy O = ho0j —pZ—T Oj)l ©)

i

T his equation can be viewed as a sum of products of ,
operators. Clearly to get a non—zero contribution each
2 should enter even number of tin es. Each B contains
a closed loop ofsix ? operators, so any product of these
termm s is also a collection of a closed loopsof #. In con—
trast to it, operator fq containsa product of * operators
along the Ioop , so the product ofthem containsa string
of , operators along the contour that is topologically
equivalent to . Thus, one getsa non—zero O, O onk
forthe opeJ:atorsOA w hich contain a string of * operators
along the loop that istopologically equivalent to which
is in possible fora localoperator. T hus, we conclude that
forthism odelallnon-diagonalm atrix elem ents ofa local
operator are exactly zero whil alldiagonalare exactly

equal.

Iv. EFFECT OF PHYSICAL PERTURBATIONS

W e now com e back to the ongmalphySJcal system de-
scribed by the Lagrangian @L) and derive the param eters
ofthe m odel @ and discuss the m ost in portant correc—
tionsto it and theire ect. W e begin w ith the derivation.
In the lm it of an all chargihg energy the I of three
rhom bi occurs by a virtual process in which the phase,

; at one (6-coordinated) island, i, changes by . In



the quasiclassical lim it the phase di erences on the indi-
vidual junctions are g = =4; the lrading quantum
process changes the phase on one junction by 3 =2 and
on others by =2 changihg the phase across the rhom —
bus ! + . Thephasedi erences, , satisfy the con-
straint that the sum ofthem overthe closed loops rem ain
2 M+ 5= o). The sin plest such process preserves the
sym m etry of the lattice, and changes sin ultaneously the
phase di erences on the three rhom bi containing island
i keeping all other phases constant. T he action for such
process is three tin es the action ofelem entary transitions
of ndividual rhom bi, Sg:

_ _ p—
3=4_ 1=4
;s Ec exp( 3%); Sg= 161 Es=Ec

r E (10)
In the altemative process the phase di erences between
i and other islands change In tum, via high energy inter—
m ediate state n which one phase di erence has changed
w hile others rem ained close to their origihalvalues. T he
estin ate for this action show s that it is Jarger than 3Sg,
[Se) ('_l-g) gives the dom Inating contrbution. T here are in
fact m any processes that contrbute to this transition:
the phase of island i can change by and in addition
In each rom bus one can choose arbirary the jinction in
w hich the phase changesby 3 =2;the am plitude ofall
these processes should be added. This does not change
the result qualitatively unless these am plitudes exactly
canceleach other, which happensonly ifthe charge ofthe
island is exactly halfinteger (because phase and charge
are conjigate the am plitude di erence of the processes
thataredi erentby 2 isexp (2 i9) ). W eassum ethat In
a generic case this cancellation does not occur. E xtemal
electrical elds (created by eg. stray charges) m ight in—
duce non-integer charges on each island which would lead
to a random ness in the phase and am plitude of r. The
phase of r can be elim lnated by a proper gauge trans-
formm ation j"igp ! et ab 94"y and has no e ect at all.
T he am plitude varations result in a position dependent
quasiparticle energy.

W enow consider the correctionsto them odel (ZJ:) .One
In portant source of corrections isthe di erence ofthe ac—
tualm agnetic ux through each rhombus from the ideal
value (=2. Ifthisdi erence is an all it leads to the bias
of "up’ versus I’plgw n’ states, their energy di erence be-
comes2 =2 2 OdEJ. Sin ilarly, the di erence of the
actual ux through D avid’s star and the di erence In the
Josephson energies of individual contacts leads to the In—
teraction between "up’ states:

X X
Hi=  Vap 5p+ Viab)ied) ab a1
(@b) @b); (cd)
whereV,, = forunifom eld deviating slightly from the

dealvalue and V yy,); cq) € 0 for rhom bibelonging to the
sam e hexagon. Consider now the e ect of perturbations
described by Hj,Eq. {I1). These tem s com m ute w ith
the constraint but do not com m ute w ith the m ain term ,
H , so the ground state isno longer 5 i. In otherwords,
these tem s create excitations @) and give them kinetic

energy. In the leading order of the pgrturbation the-
ory the ground statebecomes = i+ = @b fab) B 1
Q uvalitatively, i corresponds to the appearance ofvirtual
pairs of quasiparticles in the ground state. T he density
of these quasiparticks is ;. A s Iong as these quasipar-
ticles do not form a topologically non-trivial string all
previous conclusions rem ain valid. However, there is a
non-zero am plitude to form such string — it is now ex—
ponential in the system size. W ith exponential accu-—
racy this amplitude is (3)" which leads to an energy
splitting of the two ground state levels and the m atrix
elem ents of typical local operators of the sam e order
E, E o, O )" -
T he physicalm eaning of the v (4., excitations becom e
m ore clear ifone consider the e ect ofthe addition ofone
? operator to the end of the string de ning the quasi-
particle: it results in the charge transfer of 2e across this
last rhom bus. To prove this, note that the wave function
of a superconductor corresponding to the state which is
sym m etric com bination of j"i and j#1i is periodic w ith
period and thus corresoonds to charge which ism ulti-
pl of 4e whilk the antisym m etric corresponds to charge
(@n + 1)2e. The action ofone , induces the transition
between these states and thus transfers the charge 2e.
T hus, these excitations carry charge 2e. N ote that con—
tinuous degrees of freedom are characterized by the long
range order In cos2 ) and thus corresoond to the con-—
densation ofpairs of C ooper pairs. In other words, this
system superconductsw ith elem entary charge 4e and has
a gap, 2r, to the excitations carrying charge 2e. Sin ilar
pairing of C ooper pairs was shown to occur in a chain of
rhom biin a recent papefp:; form ation of a classical su—
perconductive state w ith e ective charge 6e In frustrated
K agom e w ire netw ork was predicted 4.

The m odel (:ff) com pltely ignores the processes that
violate the constraint at each hexagon. Such processes
m Ight violate the conservation of the topological nvari-
ants TAq and thus are In portant for a long tin e dynam ics
of the ground state m anifold. In order to consider these
processes we need to go back to the fill description in—
volving the continuous superconducting phases ;. Since
potential energy {) is periodic in it is convenient to
separate the degrees of freedom into continuouspart (de—

ned modulus ) and discrete parts. Continuous parts
havea long rangeorder: < cos2 ¢ 2 .) > 1. Theel-
m entary excitations of the continuous degrees of freedom
are ham onic oscillations and vortices. T he ham onic os-
cillations interact w ith discrete degrees of freedom only
through the localcurrents that they generate, further the
potential @) is very close to the quadratic, so we con—
clude that they are practically decoupled from the rest
of the system . In contrast to this vortices have an in —
portant e ect. By construction, the elem entary vortex
carries ux in this problem . Consider the structure of
these vortices In a greater detail. T he superconducting
phase should changeby 0 or2 when onem ovesaround a
closed loop. In a halfvortex this isachieved ifthe gradual
changeby iscom pensated (oraugm ented) by a discrete



change by on a string of rhom biwhich costsno energy.
Thus, from the viewpoint of discrete degrees of freedom
the position ofthe vortex isthe hexagon w here constraint
@) is violated. The energy of the vortex is found from
the usual argum ents

Ev(R)=Zlg%(Jn(R)+C);C 12; 12)
it is Jogarithm ic in the vortex size, R . T he process that
changes the topological nvariant, fq is the one In which
one half vortex com pletes a circle around an opening.
The am plitude of such process is exponentially sm all:
(t=E, O )) where t is the am plitude to ip one rhom -
bus and is the length of the shortest path around the
opening. In the quasiclassical Iim it the am plitude t can
be estin ated analogously to ¢_l(_]'):t EsEq exp( %).
T he half vortices would appear in a realistic system if
the ux through each hexagon is system atically di erent
from the ideal half integer value. The presence of free
vortices destroys topological invariants, so a realistic sys—
tem should eitherbe not too large ( so that deviations of
the total ux do not induce free vortices) or these vor-
tices should be localized In prepared traps (€g. D avid’s
stars with uxes slightly larger or sm aller than ). If
the absence ofhalfvortices them odel is equivalent to the
K itaev m odel placed on triangular lattice in the lin it of
the In nite energy of the excitation violating the con-
straints.

Q uantitatively, the expression for the param eters of
the m odel @) becom e exact only ifE 5 Ec . One ex—
pects, however, that the qualitative conclusions rem ain
the sam e and the form ulas derived above provide good
estin ates of the scales even forE ; Ec , provided that
charging energy isnot so Jargeasto resut in a phase tran—
sition to a di erent phase. O ne expects this transition to
occurat E_ = Eg wih 1 which exact value can
be reliably determ ined only from num erical sin ulations.
P ractically, since the perturbations induced by ux devi-
ations from ( are proportionalto —OETJ and r becom es
exponentially an all at small E¢ , the optim al choice of
the param eters for the physical system isEc¢ E. . W,e
show the schem atics of the phase diagram 1 Fig. 324
The "topological phase is stable In a signi cant part of
the phase diagram , further since the vortex excitations
have logarithm ic energy, we expect that this phase sur-
vives at nite tem peratures as well. In the them ody—
namic limi, at T 6 0 one gets a nite density of 2e
carrying excitations . exp ( 2r=T)) but the vortices
rem ain absent as long as tem perature isbelow BK T -like
depairing transition for halfsortices.

V. QUANTUM MANIPULATIONS

W e now discuss the m anijpulation of the protected
states form ed In this system . First, we note that the
topological invariant TAq has a sin ple physical m eaning
— it is the total phase di erence m odulus 2 ) between

0.2
3D,/ D,

Ins

0.0
0.0 n

E/E,

FIG .3: Schem atic ofthephase diagram forhalfinteger s at
low tem peratures: 4 is the deviation of the m agnetic ux
through each rhombus from its ideal value. SC stands for
usual superconducting phase, SCT forthe phasew ith cos(2 )
long range order of the continuous degrees of freedom and
discrete topological order param eter discussed extensively in
the buk of the paper. The SCT phase and SC phase are
separated by 2D quantum Ising phase transition.

the lnner and outer boundaries. This m eans that m ea—
suring this phase di erence m easures the state of the
qubit. A lso, ntroducing a weak coupling between these
boundaries by a very weak Josephson circuit (character-
ized by a small energy ) would change the phase of
these states in a controllable m anner, eg. in a uniary
transform ation U? = exp(@d st ;). T he transform ation
coupling two qubits can be obtained if one Introduces a
weak Josephson circuit that connects two di erent inner
boundaries (corresponding to di erent qubits). Analo—
gously, the virtual process involving half vortex m otion
around the opening gives the tunneling am plitude,  be-
tween topological sectors, eg. unitary transform ation
U* = exp (it §). This tunneling can be controlled by
m agnetic eld if the system is prepared w ith som e num —
berofvorticesthat arepinned in the idle state in a special
plaquette where the ux is integer. The slow (adiabatic)
change of this ux to towards a nom al (halfznteger)
valie would release the vortex and resul In the transi-
tions between topological sectorswih D 2
T hese operations are analogous to usual operations on

a qubi and are prone to usual source oferrors. T his sys—
tem , how ever, allow s another type of operation that are
naturally discrete. A swe show above the tranam ission of
the elem entary quasiparticle across the system changes
its state by . This inplies that a discrete process of
one pair transfer across the system isequivalentto the J
transform ation. Sin ilarly, a controlled process in which
a vortex ism oved around a hol results n a discrete (’;
transform ation . M oreover, this allow onetom ake
discrete transfomm ations such as ¥/, Consider, for in—
stance, a process in w hich by changing the totalm agnetic

ux through the system one halfvortex isplaced in a cen—
ter of the system shown in Fig. lb and then released. It
can escape through the left or through the right bound-
ary, In one case the state does not change, n another it
changesby 4 . Theam plitudes add resulting in the oper-
ation 1—J‘pl§—x . Analogously, using the electrostatic gate(s)

to pum p one charge 2e from one boundary to the island




n the center of the system and then releasing it results
na 1—*915— transform ation. This type of processes allow

a straightforw ard generalization for the array w ith m any
holes: there extra half vortex or charge should be placed
at equaldistances from the Inner and outer boundaries.

VI. PHYSICAL PROPERTIES OF SM ALL
ARRAYS

E ven w tthout these applications for quantum com puta—
tion the physical properties of this array are rem arkable:
i exhibits a long range order in the square of the usual
superconducting order param eter: hoos2 ( ¢ i 1
w ithout the usual order: hoos( g r)i= 0; the charge
transferred through the system is quantized in the units
of 4e. This can be tested In a Interference experim ent
sketched In Fig. 1b, as a function of extemal ux, n
the supercurrent through the loop should be periodic
w ith half the usual period. This sin pler array can be
also used for a kind of 'spin-echo’ experim ent: applying

tw 0 consecutive operations 1—%%—* descrbed above should

give again a unigue classical state whik applying only
one ofthem should resul in a quantum superposiion of
tw o states w ith equalweight.

T he echo experin ent can be used to m easure the de—
ooherence tine in this system . Generally one distin-—
guishes processes that I the classical states and the
ones that change their relative phases. In NM R Iit-
erature the fom er are referred to as transverse relax—
ation and the latter as longiudinal one. The trans—
verse relaxation occurs when a vortex is created and
then m oved around the opening by an extermal noise.
A ssum Ing a thermm al noise, we estin ate the rate of this
process , ! texp( Ey @)=T). Sin ilarly, the transfer
of a quasiparticle from the outer to the inner boundary
changes the relative phase of the two states, leading to
a longitudinal relaxation. T his rate is proportinalto the
density of quasiparticks, =R exp( 2r=T). The co—
e cient R dependson the details of the physical system .
In an ideal system with som e nonzero uniform value of

(de ned above [_i_i)) quasiparticles are delocalized and
R =L.2. Random deviations of uxes , from half-
Integer value produce random ness in  , In which case one
expects A nderson localization ofquasiparticlesduetoo -
diagonaldisorder, w ith localization length ofthe order of
lattice spacing, thus R exp( cL) wih c 1, and
is the typical value of . Stray charges induce random —
ness In the values of r, ie. add som e diagonal disorder.
W hen the random part of r, r becom es larger than
the localization becom es stronger: R ( =r)f where

r is the typicalvalie of r. Upon a further ncrease of
stray charge eld there appear rare siteswhere r; ismuch
an aller than an average value. Such site acts as an addi-
tionalopenings in the system . Ifthe density ofthese sites

is signi cant, the e ective length that controls the deco—
herence becom es the distance between these sites. For
typicalEy L) Es 2K the transverse relaxation tin e
reaches seconds for T 01 K while realistic =r 01
In ply that due to a quasiparticle localization In a ran-
dom case the Iongiudial relaxation reaches the same
scale for system s of size L 10; note that tem perature
T hastobeonly som ew hat low erthan the excitation gap,
2r, In order to m ake the longitudinal rate low .

M ost properties of the array are only weakly sensitive
to the e ect of stray charges: as discussed above, they
result In a position dependent quasiparticle potentialen-
ergy which has very little e ect because these quasipar-
ticles had no kinetic energy and were localized anyw ay.
A direct e ect of stray charges on the topologically pro—
tected subspace can be also physically described as a ef-
fect of the electrostatic potential on the states w ith even
and odd charges at the inner boundary; since the abso-
lute value of the charge uctuates strongly this e ect is
exponentially weak.

Finally, we rem ark that the properties of the excia—
tions and topological order param eter exhbied by this
system are In m any respects sin ilar to the properties of
the ring exchange-and- fustiated m agnets m odels dis—

VII. CONCLUSION

W e have shown a Josgphson junction array of a spe—
cialtype (shown in Fig.1l) hasa degenerate ground state
described by a topological order param eter. The m an—
ifold of these states is protected in the sense that local
perturbationshave exponentially weak e ect on their rel-
ative phases and transition am plitudes. Them ain build-
Ing block of the array is the rhombus which has two
(@Im ost) degenerate states, in the array discussed here
these rhom biare assem bled into hexagonsbut we expect
that Jattices in which these rhombifom other structures
would have sim ilar properties. However, the dynam ics
of these arrays is described by quartic (or higher) order
spdn exchange tem sw hich have largerbarrier n a quasi-
classical regin e In plying that their param eter r ism uch
an aller than in for the array considered here. Thism akes
them m ore di cul to built in the interesting regim e.
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The ux s can be also chosen so that it is an integer
multiple of (: thiswould not change signi cantly the -
nalresuls but would change intermm ediate argum ents and
m ake them longer, so for clarity we discuss in detail only
the half-nteger case here. N ote, however, that the m ain
quantitatve e ect of this altemative choice of the ux is
bene cial: it would push up the phase transition line sep—
arating the topological and superconducting phases show n
in Fig. 3 for half integer case.

In artatedbasis * ! %, * ! ¥ thisy ] is reduced
to a special case 0of Z, lattice gauge ‘theory'l 8 which con-
tains on]y m agnetic term in the H am iltonian w ith the con—
straint C_i) plying a role a gauge invariance condition.

W e assum e that transition to insulating phase is direct,
another altemative is the interm ediate phase in which the
energy of the vortex becom es nite instead of being log-
arithm ic. If this phase Indeed exists it is likely to have
properties m ore sin ilar to the one discussed n?.
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