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The idea ofusing Josephson junctions as sources of
electrom agnetic radiation is prom ising owing to their
sm alldim ensions,good tunability,and capability ofop-
eratingatfrequenciesuptoseveralhundred gigahertz[1].
However,the powerofradiation available from a single
junction isnotsu�cientform ostapplications,which ne-
cessitatesusingarraysofjunctions.A stackarrangem ent
oflong Josephson junctions (LJJs) [2]arouses interest
because of possible im provem ents ofthe properties of
LJJ oscillatorsin term sofim pedance m atching,output
power,and integration level.Thelow-Tc superconductor
thin �lm technology allowsgrowth ofhigh-quality m ul-
tilayerswith m any Josephson tunnelbarriers(forexam -
ple,Nb/Al-AlO x/Nb)stacks). M oreover,the discovery
ofan intrinsic Josephson e�ect in som e high-Tc super-
conductors such as BSCCO convincingly showed that
these m aterials are essentially naturalsuperlattices of
LJJsform ed on the atom ic scale [3].Recenttheoretical
investigations and experim ents showed that the induc-
tivecouplingbetween adjacentjunctionsleadsto diverse
and nontrivialdynam icbehaviourpatternsofsuch struc-
tures[4,5,6,7].
O ne possible way to produce coherentradiation from

stacksofLJJsisto form a regularJosephson vortex lat-
tice(JVL)and m oveitby an externalcurrent.In order
to produce m axim um radiation from a stack ata given
lattice velocity and externalm agnetic �eld,a rectangu-
lararrangem entofvortices,when vorticesin neighboring
layersare located one overanother,is m ostpreferable.
Such a lattice isfeasible provided the corresponding so-
lution is stable. In the present paper we show that in
a two-junction stack a rectangular JVL is unstable at
low velocities, and stability ofsuch a solution can be
achieved at high velocities ofJVL,provided there is a
large externalm agnetic �eld,orlarge enough dam ping,
orsm allstack length.Speci�cally,the above conditions
m ay explain theresultsofnum erical[4,5,6]and exper-
im ental[7]investigationsin which a possibility ofexis-
tenceofrectangularJVL in stacksoftwoand m oreLJJs
is shown. O urresult com plem ents the results reported
in [8]where the authors argue that a rectangular JVL
is stable athigh velocitiesin an in�nite stack. The in-
com pletenessofthisresultisexplained by the factthat
theauthorsof[8]havenottaken intoaccountallpossible
perturbationsofthesolution in theform ofarectangular
JVL.
Letusconsiderthe setofequationsdescribing a sim -

plestlayered structure| a stack consisting oftwo LJJs
with m agneticcoupling between the layers[2,8,9]:

@
2

x(’1;2 + �’2;1)= (@2t + 
@t)’1;2 + sin’1;2 � j: (1)

Here’1;2,
,jaretheJosephson phasedi�erence,dam p-
ing constant,and biascurrentdensity,respectively.The
m agnetic coupling param eterisdenoted by �. Itis de-
term ined by the form ula [2]:

�= �(dsinh
t

�
+ 2�coth

t

�
)� 1; (2)

where�istheLondon penetration depth,tisthethick-
nessofthe superconducting layer,d isthe distance be-
tween two superconducting layers. W e start with the
assum ption thatthe system isin�nite in space.
To investigatea two-junction stack itisconvenientto

introduce new variables’� = (’1 � ’2)=2,which obey
the setofequations:

c
2

�
@
2

x’� = (@2t + 
@t)’� + sin’� cos’� � j� ; (3)

wherec2+ = 1,c2
�
= (1� �)=(1+ �),j+ = j,j� = 0.W e

have renorm alized the coordinate xnew = xold=
p
1+ �

in Eqs.(3).
The set ofEqs.(3) has a solution describing rectan-

gular JVL.Assum ing the externalm agnetic �eld to be
high we can write down the analyticalexpressions for
thissolution [10]:

’
0

+ = h(x � ut)+ Im
eih(x� ut)

L
; ’

0

�
� 0; (4)

where L = � h2(1 � u2)+ i
uh, u is the JVL veloc-
ity,h � 1 isthe dim ensionlessexternalm agnetic �eld.
Velocity u and dam ping 
 are related through the en-
ergy balancecondition [11]which isactually thecurrent-
voltage characteristic ofthe stack with the rectangular
JVL:

j= � 
uh +
1

2
Im

1

L
: (5)

W e note that the solution in the form (4) is valid only
provided jL� 1j� 1.Ifh
� 1 thepreviouscondition is
satis�ed atallvelocitiesotherwise itbreaksin a region
nearu = 1. Thisregion correspondsto the peak in the
current-voltagecharacteristic(5).
In ordertoinvestigatethestability ofrectangularJVL

we search for the solution of (3) in the form ’� =
’0
�
+ �’� where’0

�
aregiven by (4)and �’� aresm all

perturbations (j�’� j� 1). Substituting this solution
into (3) and neglecting the term s nonlinear in �’� we
obtain:

c
2

�
@
2

x�’� = (@2t + 
@t)�’� + cos’0+ � �’� ; (6)

wherecos’0+ � cosh(x � ut)+ Re((1� e2ih(x� ut))=2L).
W e willreferto �’+ and �’� assym m etricaland anti-
sym m etricalperturbations,respectively. The set (6) is
actually two independent equations so we can analyze
them separately. Thus we have divided the problem of
rectangularJVL stability into two ones| theproblem s
ofstabilitywith respecttosym m etricaland antisym m et-
ricalperturbations.
W estartwith an analysisofthe"sublum inal" (u < 1)

solution stability.Theproblem ofarectangularJVL sta-
bility with respectto sym m etricalperturbationsissim -
ilar to the problem ofstability ofthe periodicalvortex
chain in LJJ which was solved in [10]. Thus a "sublu-
m inal" rectangularJVL isstableto sym m etricalpertur-
bations. To analyze the stability of(4)with respectto

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0206034v1


antisym m etricalperturbations we use Eq.(6) for �’� .
Thisequation isarelativisticinvariantwith c� beingthe
characteristic velocity ofantisym m etricalperturbation.
From (2)and theexpression forc� itisseen thatc� < 1
at any stack param eters. In other words,antisym m et-
ricalperturbations are always slow com pared with the
sym m etricalones. Therefore,to investigate the "sub-
lum inal" solution stability itisnecessary to distinguish
between two cases:u < c� and u > c� .
Letus�rstconsiderthecaseu < c� .W eperform the

Lorentztransform ation in Eq.(6)for�’� :

�=
x � vt

p
1� (v=c� )2

; � =
t� (v=c2

�
)x

p
1� (v=c� )2

with velocity v = u.Introducing  � �’� weobtain the
equation

c
2

�
 �� =  �� +



p
1� (u=c� )2

( � � u �)+ cos’0+ �  

where the param eter depends only on the coor-
dinate �. After the renorm alization of the co-
ordinate h

p
1� (u=c� )2�old = 2�new and tim e

h
p
1� (u=c� )2�old = 2�new and introduction of the

sm allparam eter�= 4h � 2(c2
�
� u2)� 1 wehave:

 ��+ �� � =
1

c2
�

( �� + �� �)+ �[cos2�+ Re
1� e4i�

2L
] ;

(7)
where �� = �hu
=2, � � = �h
c2

�
=2. W e look for

the solution of(7) in the form ofthe Fourier integral
 (�;�) =

R
1

� 1

~ (�;!)e� i!� d!
2�
. The equation for the

Fourierim ageof (�;�)is

~ �� + �� ~ � = �
!2 + i!��

c2
�

~ + �[cos2�+ Re
1� e4i�

2L
]~ :

(8)
According to the Bloch theorem ,the solutions of(8)
have the form ~ (�) = exp(iq�)Uq(�), where q is the
quasim om entum and Uq(�)isthe function with the pe-
riod �. Let us �nd the eigenfrequency spectrum !(q).
At�= 0 the spectrum is

!(! + i��)= c
2

�
q(q� i��): (9)

At � 6= 0 the m axim um perturbationsofthe spectrum
areachieved nearthem iddlepoint(q= 0)and theedges
(q = � 1) ofthe �rst Brillouin zone. In the vicinity of
q= 0 wesearch forthe solution of(8)in the form

~ (�)= e
iq�[a0 + a2e

2i� + a� 2e
� 2i�];

where a0;a� 2 are constants. After substituting it
into (8) we obtain the dispersion characteristic as the
condition for a0;� 2 at which the solution of(8) is not
equalto zero:

� (q�
i��
2
)2 + c

� 2

�
(! +

i��
2
)2 � ��= �

�2

8
; (10)
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Figure1:Eigenfrequency !(q)spectrum asa function of
quasim om entum qforantisym m etricperturbations(case
u < c� )

where � = Re(2L)� 1 � 
2=4. Near q = 1 the solution
hasthe form

~ (�)= e
i(q� 1)�[a1e

i� + a� 1e
� i�];

wherea� 1 areconstants.Substitution ofthisexpression
into (8)gives

(
! + i��=2

c�
�
��

2
� 1)2 � (q�

i��
2

� 1)2 =
�2

16
: (11)

Farfrom them iddlepointand theedgesofthe�rstBril-
louin zone the spectrum rem ains unperturbed and is
given by the form ula (9).
Thedependenciesofrealand im aginarypartsofeigen-

frequency !(q) are shown in Fig.1. It is seen that at
sm allq som e rootsofthe dispersion equation (10)have
positiveim aginaryparts.Thism eansthatperturbations
with sm allq willexponentially grow with tim e,i.e. the
solution (4)isunstable.W eseethattheinstabilitywhich
isobviousin thecaseoflow density chains(duetorepul-
sion ofvorticesin theneighbouringlayers)isnotchanged
by stability in thecaseofdenserchains.Thisresultisin
agreem entwith the one obtained in [8]and re
ectsthe
fact that the vortex chains in the neighbouring layers
tend to shiftand form the triangularJVL.
Let us now consider the case ofhigh velocities c� <

u < 1.Asbefore,weperform theLorentztransform ation
in Eq.(6)for�’� butnow with the velocity v = c2

�
=u.

Introducing  � �’� weobtain the equation

c
2

�
 �� =  �� +



p
1� (c� =u)2

( � �
c2
�

u
 �)+ cos’+

0
�  ;

where the param eterdependsonly on the tim e �. This
equation turnsinto

 ��+ �� � = c
2

�
( ��+ �� �)� �(cos2�+ Re

1� e4i�

2L
) ;

(12)
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Figure2:Q uasienergy "(k)asa function ofwavenum ber
k forantisym m etricperturbations(casec� < u < 1)

where h
q

u2 � c2
�
�old = 2�new ,h

q

u2 � c2
�
�old = 2�new ,

� = 4h � 2(u2 � c2
�
)� 1,�� = �uh
=2,� � = �h
=2. W e

look for the solution of(12)in the form ofthe Fourier
integral (�;�)=

R
1

� 1

~ (k;�)e� ik� dk
2�
.Theequation for

the Fourierim ageof (�;�)is

~ ��+ �� ~ � = � c
2

�
(k2� ik��)~ � �(cos2�+ Re

1� e4i�

2L
)~ :

(13)
The solution of (13) has the form ~ (�) =
exp(� i"�)U"(�) where " is the quasienergy and
U"(�)isthe function with the period �.Letus�nd the
spectrum "(k)by theschem eused above.In thevicinity
of"= 0 the spectrum is

� ("+
i��
2
)2 + c

2

�
(k �

i��
2
)2 + ��= �

�2

8
; (14)

and near"= 1:

(c� (k �
i��
2
)+

��

2
� 1)2 � ("+

i��
2

� 1)2 =
�2

16
: (15)

Itfollowsfrom the Eq.(15)thatatcertain k the roots
ofthe dispersion equation m ay have positive im aginary
partasitisshown in Fig.2.Im "(k)reachesitsm axim um
valueatk = c

� 1

�
.Atsm all
(Im "(k))m ax � �=4� ��=2.

Therefore,the perturbation with k = c
� 1

�
depends on

tim e like

~ (k;�)� exp[(
�

4
�
��
2
)�new ]= exp[

(h� 1 � u
)�old

2
q

u2 � c2
�

]:

It is seen from this expression that the solution (4) is
eitherstableorunstabledepending on sign ofthedi�er-
ence h� 1 � u
. Ifhu
 < 1 the solution (4)isparam et-
rically unstable. The region ofk corresponding to the
growing perturbationsisequalto

�k �
2

c�

r

�2

16
�
�2�
4
: (16)

Figure 3: Stability diagram for the rectangular vortex
lattice (case h
 < 1). Latin lettersm ark the regionsof
di�erentbehaviourofsm allperturbations:a { longwave
instability, b { shortwave instability to antisym m etric
perturbations, c { shortwave instability to both sym -
m etric and antisym m etric perturbations,d { stability.
Hatching showsthe region wherethe solution (4)isnot
valid.

This param etric instability m ay be "suppressed" either
by increasingtheexternalm agnetic�eld h orby increas-
ing thedam ping 
.W ewould liketo em phasizethatthe
instability appearsduetotheperiodicity ofthesolution.
Therefore the results obtained in [12]for the isolated
vorticescannotbeapplied to thecaseofperiodicvortex
chains.
It rem ains to investigate the stability ofthe "super-

lum inal" JVL (u > 1). W e start with the analysis of
the stability with respectto sym m etricalperturbations.
Substituting the solution (4) into Eq.(6) for �’+ and
applying the Lorentztransform ation

�=
x � vt
p
1� v2

; � =
t� vx
p
1� v2

with v = u� 1,weobtain

 �� =  �� +



p
1� (1=u)2

( � �
1

u
 �)+ cos’+

0
�  ;(17)

where � �’+ .In thisequation thecoe�cientat de-
pends only on tim e � and isperiodical. Analyzing this
equation by the m ethod used forthe case c� < u < 1
wearriveattheconclusion thatthereareshortwaveper-
turbations which depend exponentially on tim e � and
thesolution (4)m ay bestableorunstabledepending on
sign ofthe di�erence h� 1 � u
. The sam e resultisob-
tained also for the antisym m etric perturbations in the
case u > 1. The m ain feature ofthis resultis thatthe
stabilityconditionh� 1 < u
m aybeachievedbyincrease
ofu. However,the alternate com ponent ofthe electric
�eld ’t ofsuch a solution hastheorderh� 1u(u2 � 1)� 1

and issm all.Therefore,thepowerofradiation from the
edge ofthe stack in this case isnotsu�cientforappli-
cationsin spite ofthe factthatthe JVL isrectangular.

Com bining the results obtained above we build the
diagram (Fig.3) showing the regions of stability and
instability in term softhelatticevelocity u.At0 < u <

c� thesolution (4)isunstable with respectto longwave
perturbations and form ation ofthe triangularJVL.At
c� < u < (h
)� 1 the solution is unstable due to the
param etric resonance and the instability growth rate is

3



proportionaltoh� 1� u
.In theregion nearu = 1where
the condition jL� 1j� 1 breaks the solution (4) is not
valid and m orethorough investigation isrequired.Then,
atu > (h
)� 1 theparam etricresonanceis"suppressed"
and the solution becom esstable.The diagram Fig.3 is
builtforthe case h
 < 1. W hen h
 > 1 the instability
region is 0 < u < (h
)� 1. At last,when (h
)� 1 < c�

the instability region is0 < u < c� .
Considernow thecasewhen thesystem isnotin�nite

in space.The sim plestway to changeto a �nite system
isto setperiodic boundary conditions

’1;2(x = l;t)= ’1;2(x = 0;t)+ 2�N ;

whereN isthenum berofvorticestrapped in each junc-
tion ofthe stack, l is the length of the system . The
boundary conditionsforperturbationsarewritten asbe-
low:

�’� (�new = hl=2;�)= �’� (�new = 0;�): (18)

At u < c� the conditions (18) lead to discreteness of
quasim om entum q with the step 4�=hl. As the insta-
bility intervalis located near q = 0,m ode with q = 0
willalways be in this interval, i.e. it willgrow with
tim e. Hence,the periodic boundary conditions cannot
provide stability ofa rectangular JVL at sm allveloci-
ties. Atc� < u < 1 the wavenum berk isdiscrete with
the step 4�=hl. At large lwhen �k > 4�=hlat least
one ofthe possible valuesofk willbe in the intervalof
instability (16),therefore,the solution willbe unstable
ath� 1 > u
.The necessary condition ofstability is

l> �hc� (c
2

�
� u

2):

Thism eansthatto provide a rectangularJVL stability
at c� < u < 1 it is necessary to decrease the system
length l so that no perm itted value ofk is in the in-
terval(16). At 1 < u < (h
)� 1 the situation is m ore
com plicated because the instability intervals in k have
di�erentwidthsand are di�erently located forsym m et-
ricaland antisym m etricalperturbations.Butitisclear
thatthe decreaseofllowersthe num berofperm itted k
in the instability intervalsand m ay lead to stability.
Letussum m arizetheobtained results.Atlow veloci-

tiesarectangularJVL in an in�nitetwo-junction stackis
unstablewith respectto perturbationswith scalesm uch
larger than the lattice period. The physicalm eaning
of this is that the vortex chains in the �rst and sec-
ond junctionstend to shiftwith respectto each otherto
com poseatriangularJVL.Thisisin agreem entwith the
resultof[8].Athigh but"sublum inal"velocitiesthelat-
ticem ay beunstablewith respectto perturbationswith
scalescom parableto theperiod oftheJVL.Thegrowth
rate ofthis param etric instability is determ ined by the
di�erenceh� 1� u
and,therefore,theinstability m ay be
"suppressed" by high enough externalm agnetic�eld,or
by the dam ping in the system ,orby the increaseofthe

lattice velocity. The existence ofthis instability com -
plem ents the results obtained in [8]where the authors
did nottakeinto accountthe short-waveperturbations.
In the presentpaper we also show that the stability of
rectangular JVL at low dam ping is possible in a �nite
two-junction stack.Thuswearguethattheform ation of
arectangularJVL which isreported in [4,5,6,7]isasso-
ciated eitherwith the�nitenessofthesystem orwith the
suppression ofthe instability by three ways m entioned
above.
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for Fundam ental Research (G rant No. 00-02-16528).
TheauthorsaregratefultoN.G ressforassistancein the
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