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T he properties of the tunnelling-charging H am iltonian ofa C ooper pairpum p are wellunderstood
In the regin e of weak and intem ediate Josephson coupling, ie. E5 . Ec¢ . Instead of perturba—
tive treatm ent of charging e ects, the present work applies the charge state representation in the
the strong coupling case. From the discrete H am iltonian we construct e ective, truncated PDE
Ham iltonians and analytically obtain approxin ate ground-state wave functions and eigenenergies.
The validity of the expressions is con m ed by direct com parison against the results of num erical
diagonalisation. Forunifom arrays, our results converge rapidly and even -dependence ofthe wave
fiinction is descrbed reasonably. In the inhom ogeneous case we nd the Ham ilttonian to be para—
m etrically renom alisable. A m ethod for nding inhom ogeneous trial wave function is explained.
T he intertw Ined connection linking the pum ped charge and the Berry’s phase is explained, too. A s

addendum , we have explicitly validated the ground state ansatz for = 0 when N 42.

I. NTRODUCTION

Josephson junction devices, eg. Cooper pair boxes,
superconducting single electron transistors (SSET) and
C ooper pair pum ps, have been extensively studied both
theoreticallyt2243:8 and experin entally€2401 For g
recent review, see Refl . . Possblk applications in—
clude at least direct C ooper pair pum ping;? decoherence
studies;? related m etrologicalapplicationst2 and the use
0f C ooper pair charge qubits or persistent-current qubits
(SQ ubits) in quantum com putation 2

T he idealtunnelling-charging H am ittonian ofa C ooper
pair pump has been studied in detail n Refs. I.i
C harge transfer due to direct supercurrent and adiabatic
pum ping due to varying gate volages have been ade-
quately described when the Josesphson coupling is weak
or at m ost com parabl to chargihg e ects. The case
of strong Josehpson coupling In ideally biased arrays is
still relatively unexplored. A single Josephson junction is
known to be described by the M athieu equationt® in the
phase representation. For a superconducting single elec—
tron transistor (SSET ) the charge state representation is
identical to one-din ensional discrete ham onic oscillator
and, thus, the M athieu equation in the island’s phase
representation 4748

In this paperwe st develop a m ethod for obtaining
an approxin ate solution of the M athieu equation. Later
on, we generalise the m ethod for severaldin ensions and
m ake the required corrections forourm odelH am ilttonian.
In short, starting from the discrete H am ittonian we con—
struct amodi ed partialdi erentialequation PDE) for
which a trialsolution is obtained. Subsequently, the solu—
tion is overlaid as the wave function the discrete Ham il
tonian and the result is com pared against num erically
obtained eigenstate.

In order to sum up the obtained resuls we state the
follow ing: For hom ogeneous arraysofarmirary length we

nd analyticaland rapidly converging w ave functionsand
eigenenergies. These expressions are derived from the
developed m ethod T he case of non-zero phase di erence

is treated In a fairly satisfactory way. Inhom ogeneous
arrays are rst treated by param etric renom alisation
which yields an accurate approxin ation for the ground
state energy. A modi cation of the originalm ethod in —
proves the wave function, but not the asym ptotical rate
of convergence.

Skeel and Hardy*2 have perform ed analysis on con—
structingm odi ed H am iltonian when integrating system s
of PDE’s over tine, see also Refs.. In these
works num erical discretisation is approxin ately counter—
acted by using a suitable truncation ofthem odi ed equa-—
tions. T he principles of the present m ethod are sim ilar,
although it is applied on a discrete eigenvalie problem .

T hispaper is organised as ollow s. Tn Sec ltheH am i
tonian isde ned and its structure isexplained. In Seclll
we ndan approxin ate solution fortheM athieu equation
In charge state representation and postulate the general-
isation ofthe m ethod for several coordinates. I Sec.lll
hom ogeneous arrays are exam ned and explicit trialw ave
fiinctions for the ground state are constructed. In Sec.lll
the developed formm alian is extended to into account non—
zero valiesofphasedi erence acrossthe array. In Seclll
the H am iltonian is shown to be param etrically renorm al-
isable In the inhom ogeneous case. W ave function is also
constructed although the accuracy isnot asgood as in the
hom ogeneous case. F nally, the conclusions are drawn in

Sec.ll.

II. CONSTRUCTING THE HAM ILTONIAN

A schem atic view ofthe system isshown nFig.l. W e
assum e that the gate voltages Vg;; are independent and
extemally operated. The bias voltage across the array,
Vp, which controls the totalphase di erence according
tod =dt= 2eV=~, isassum ed to be ideally set to zero.
Hence, ramalhs xed and becomes a good quantum
num ber in proper variables, which have been presented
eg.in Ref.llll. On the other hand, a precise value of
m eans that its conjigate variable M, the average num —
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ber of tunnelled Cooper pairs M = i@=@Q
com pletely undeterm ined.
In the ollow Ing, the tunnelling-charging H am iltonian

), becom es

H=H¢+ Hy; @)

is assum ed to be the correct description of the m icro—
scopic system . The ideal model Ham iltonian sinply
neglects quasiparticke tunnelling as well as other de-
grees of freedom . The m ost in portant param eters are
the (average) Josephson coupling energy E ; and (av—
erage) charging energy, de ned as Bz = (2e)?=(C).
These determ ne \the Jossphson-charging ratio" which
is denoted by "; = Es;=E:. The Ham iltonian and
the operation of a C ooper pair pump in the weak cou—
pling regin e is further determ ined by nom alised) gate
charges g = fq;:::5;0 19, wherege = CgxVgx=2e.
In the present m odel relgatjye Junction capaciances e,
where g, = Cy=C and ,_,C,' = N=C, also deter-
m ine Individual Josephson energiesby E 5 = «Es. For
uniform or hom ogeneous arrays we have ¢ = 1, whik
the inhom ogeneity can be J:%Ijab]y quanti ed by the in—
hom ogeneity index X ynn = [ (ck1 1)%=N 2 14ds

¢
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FIG. 1: An ideal superconducting array of independent
Josephson junctions. Here Cy and E j;x are the capacitance
and the Josephson energy of the k™ Junction, respectively.
T he total phase di erence across the array, , is a constant
ofm otion.

The m atrix elem ents of the charging H am iltonian H ¢
are given by the capacitive charging energy and thus they
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w here the num ber ofC ooper pairs on each island is given
by n = . The quantities fwyg]_, are an
arbitrary solution of the charge conserving equations

Vk  Vk+1 = Nk Gkt 3)

Tunnelling of one C ooper pair through the kth Jjunction
changes 7iby "k, where the non-zero com ponents are (if
applicable) (x)x = land (x)x 1 = 1. The tunnelling
Ham iltonian is given by
® &Eg

Hy= (R

> + imE N + Hoe:): @)

n;k=1

T he supercurrent ow ing through the array isdetermm ined
by the supercurrent operator Is = ( 2e=~)(@H=Q@ ), a
G ateaux derivative?? ofthe fi1llH am iltonian. By chang-
ng the gate voltages adiabatically along a closed path
; a charge transfer Qi = Qs+ Qp is nduced. The
pum ped charge, Q, depends only on the chosen path,
w hile the charge due to direct supercurrent, Q 5, also de—
pends on how the gate voltages are operated. If the sys-
tem rem ains in a adiabatically evolving state in i, the
total transferred charge, Q tor, In units of 2e, reads?>

I h i

€ n © Rem ¥ 9mi : ®)

@

where Pmi is the change In Jni due to a di er
engial change of the gate volages dg and ., =

0 En ()=~)dt is the dynam ical phase of the wave
function.

C learly, the pum ped charge is closely relafed to the
the geom etrical Berry’s phase®® , ( ) = 1 m 7im i.
T he pum ped charge can be evaluated from Eq. [l) in the
charge state representation once the overallphase of the
eigenstate is xed consistently for all §. If the exam ined
state issu clently non-degenerate forallvaluesof , the
elgenstate can be expanded as a Fourder series in ~ w ith
real coe cients fay ;9. Consequently, or a xed value
of thedi erentialpum ped charge is given by a gauge—
invariant expressiont>

® ®
dQp ()=

P=0n;1= 1

+ P@nndanup @ pday)lcos ); 6)

21+ YN )

d (an ;195 1+ 10)
1+ 19 o

where Y, is an additional class label. In constrast, a
di erentialchange In thephasedi erence for xed gate
charges g Induces no pum ped charge, because we nd
h i
do,d)=2m MmMmid =o0: )

Now consider the Berry’s phase , induced by an in—
niesim alclosed cycle C at (g; ) wih sidesdg and d
as shown by the 1h s.pfFigll. The resut divided by d ,
ie. d o '=d , is denticalto dQ , apart from the sign of
the rsttem . In other words, the contribution from the

rst and third part of the cycle gives the non-integrable
part ofdQ ,, while the second and fourth part add up to
the integrable part m ultiplied by 1. Thus the path for
which the -"derivative" ofBerry’s phase is identical to
dQ, () is not a closed cycle but a m ore com plex path
illustrated in the rhs.ofFig. M.

From here on the expression for the charging energy,
Eqg. ), is exam ined in detail. This is done in order
to rew rite the Ham iltonian in as sinple a ©m as pos—
sble. In the hom ogeneous case the quadratic form is
easily diagonalised and we nd N 1 identical eigenval-
ues of E- and onezero-energy m ode In the direction of
Vo = (;1;:::;1)= N . This dem onstrates the unigue-
ness of the charging energy expression for each charge
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Berry's phase equivalent Berry cycle
FIG.2: An in nitesin al cycle C corresponding to Berry’s
phase , (C) consists of our legs. T he charge transfer Q , for
a xed isidenticalto the Berry’s phase induced by travers—
ing the legs In the shown directions. This path can not be
followed continuously in the (g; )-plane.

state and, consequently, the sam e zero-energy m ode is
observed In the inhom ogeneous case, too.

In a proper representation of the g-space, the charg—
Ing energy for hom ogeneous arrays can be expressed as
Eckeki, wherek ¥k istheusualEuclidean nom . T hus,
the representatives of the tunnelling vectors £73g, de—
noted by ¢;, are required. Above all, they m ust be nor-
m alised according to

& A= x 1N: ®)

In an orthonom al N 1)-dim ensionalbasis, where &;

& = g and x= (X1;X2;:::;Xy 1), the representatives
de ne variables fgg according to
N1
o &) = Eex  Pxk: ©)
k=1

T he nom alisation condition W) yields relations

byl byl b
=0 and q§=
=1 =1 =1

x5 = kxk’ (10)

which are valid for allvalues of x.

Suitable representatives for casesN = 3 and N = 4
areeasy to nd and their visualisation is cbvious. W hen
N = 3,we sclect
p— P—- P-—
( 2330 G= (1= 6;jl= 2);

(1= 6; 1= 2); 11)

S
&

which describes three directions separated by identical
120 angles. T he resulting transform ation of coordinates
and the so-called honeycom b structure is shown in Fig .l
T he gate charges g and ¢ determm ine the origin of the
induced, rectangular coordinate system (x;;X2).

ForN = 4, symm etric representatives are given by the
weltknown body centered cubic lattice BCC) of solid
state physics, explicitly

4
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FIG. 3: On the kft-hand-side, the socalled honey comb
structure induced by the charge state lattice W = 3). The
regular lattice detemm ined by the representatives &, &, and
& is shown on the right-hand side. T he origin of a new rect-
angular coordinate system (X;;x2) is set by the gate charges
g = (@;x). The charging energy for a charge state (gray
circle) then reads Ec &? + x3), where the nearest-neighbour
distance has been scalked to = 2=3.

T hese representatives are convenient when studying the
case N = 4, but a more general m ethod for cbtaining
representaves is required. By augm enting the existing
representatives ©or N we can always obtain the set for
N + 1. The additional representative is set to lie along
e new ( rst) coordinate axis with the correct length
N=N + 1). The nom alisation condition ) is satis—
ed if all other representatives are retai as they were
w ih an identical rst componentof 1= N N + 1).
Applying thism ethod inductively, starting from trivial
case of N = 1, yields the general representives for any
N . Let the length of the array be N and denote the
3 representive and its k™ com ponent by ¢} and Loy r
respectively. The N
three sin ple rules:

1 com ponents are obtained from

p
@ dy= O =0 +1 3
(i) q?uo 5 =0 p
@) ey = 1= ©@ HN+1 J @3

T he above transform ation sin pli esand sym m etricesthe
tunnelling-charging H am iltonian forarraysofany length.
Inhom ogeneous arrays can also be considered once the
tools have been developed.

ITII. MATHIEU EQUATION AND DISCRETE
HARMONIC OSCILLATOR

The canonical orm ofthe M athieu equation readst®

d2
Y, a

302 2qoos2v))y = 0; (14)

where y (v) is the solution, g is a param eter and a is
known as the characteristic valie or eigenvalue.
TheH am ittonian ofa SSET fora xedphasedi erence
In the charge state representation can bem apped onto
a one dim ensional discrete ham onic oscillator @HO),



e eg. Ref. . Our chosen form inclides a nearest-
neighbour coupling ";=2 and the potential V n) =
M ng)?, where n is an integer. The equation for the
am plitude a, now reads

0 no)ay  (v=2)@n 1 + ans1)=Eay;  (15)
where E is the eigenvalue we are looking for. In order to
obtain the solution of the discrete equation, we assum e
that a, is a continuous function an replace other am pli-
tudes by respective Taylor expansions. W e denote the
step sizeby h (hereh = 1) which yields

X 2n% @,

@k)! dn?k g e

@n n t an+n =

a di erentialequation forg .
W e now transform into conjugate variables of the is-

land charge, ie.n  ng ! id=d and id=dn ! . Col-
lcting thetem s, we nd

dal()

g2 + E+ (";=2)cos( )]a( )= 0; a7

which is identicalto the M athieu equation wih a = 4E
and g= 2"y oncewe choose "= ( + )=2.

Inthe Imit g ! 1 ,the ground state energy can be
read from Eqg.20230 ofRef. w ith the result

Py
EDHO: "oy _J -
0 TET 16

—_n
2="y

256

3:"J

2048

+0 ("*7); @8

con m ed by num erical diagonalisation, too. Retuming
to the charge state representation, we divide the eigen—
va]ueEprob]em by "; and de ne the oscillator frequency
I = 2="; and scaled energy E' = E="5+ 1. The lowest
order approxin ation becom es

a®=2 + %!Z(n ny)’a=E; 19)
which is analytically sovable with E' = !=2 and a@) /
exp( ! 0 ng)?=2). From here on, ng is om itted from
the expression h  np) Prbreviy.

T he discretisation naturally a ects the wave function
and as well as the eigenenergy ). The lowest order
approxin ation ; for the discrete wave function 4 is
naturally a G aussian wave function. The optim al, but
unnom alised, wave function is given by

I n?=2
- 20
1)/ exp T 1% (20)
I n?=2
ex - 21
r @)/ nee o @l
M ore accurate a wave function reads
o)/ 'n>@1 !?n%=48)=2 22)
Il (S 7
2 P 1 3!1-16

“0)/ n 12n3 e ! @* !?n?=48)=2 ;
24 1 147!=640
@3)
where a cuto (1 '®n?=48) ! 1 must be applied for

large enough valies of n, when the deviation becom es

greater than 20{30 % . These wave functions have been

com pared against the result ofnum ericaldiagonalisation,
ar by taking the nom ofthe di erence, In short k 4
sk, which yields approxin ately

O:Ol8=pﬁ;

0:009="5:

k 4 1k
k 4 2k

@4)
@5)

Because both trial wave functions converge tow ards the
actual eigenstate of the system , approxin ate eigenener—
gies corresponding to ; and ; can be easily evaluated.
Setting ng = 0 and exam Ining the equation forcoe cient
ap gives

E "s @1=a0);

(@6)

here "; ! 1 . Expanding the tem s in powersof ! =

2="; gives the desired result. We nd thatE K6 st
deviates from the constant order in which the tem is

1=8 instead of the correct l=lI§. Asexpected E , is
m uch better, and even the tem T'J=256 is correctly
reproduced.

The signi cance of the corrections in , ) wih re—
spect to the continuous solutions is relatively clear. T he
denom inator 1 3! =16 cancels 3=4 of the of the lead-
Ing second order tem (! =2)?=2 and gives the correct
elgenenergy in the constant order. On the other hand,
the tem proportionalto n* is related to the truncated
di erential operator

o + L d : 27
dn?  12dn*’ en
The coe cient !?=48 can be divided in two parts,
namely 1=12 and !2=4 which seem s reasonable as the
latter scales correctly as function of ! , whilk the form er
changes if the step length h is altered.

This approach is rather sim ilar to that of Skeel and
Hardy!? although they consider tin e-dependent prob-—
Jem s instead of eigenvaluie problem s. System s of dif-
ferential equations are replaced by modi ed equations
w hich try to com pensate for the discretisation error. T he
present potential is hamm onic and in the conjigate rep—
resentation truncated potentials are anhamm onic in na-
ture. A nham onic oscillators have been studied, and ex—
act eigenvalies have been obtained 2728 Unfortunately,
the sign of our lading correction is negative, so these
works are not applicable here.

Ifthere are tw o orthogonaland independent directions,
the wave finction factorises and the one-dim ensional re—
sult can be generalised. Nevertheless, we m ake the fol-
low Ing assum ption which is to be justi ed later. Let



our H am ittonian be de ned on a regular, discrete lattice
of the coordinates x and the potential be isotropic and
ham onic, ie. V ) = !?kxk’=2. Interactions between
(neigbouring) lattice sites are expanded in tem s of par-
tial derivates up the fourth order in a sin ilarm anner to
Eq. M) . W e postulate an analytical trial solution if the
second order operator is the Laplacian and them odi ed
PDE eigenvalue problem has the form

1 r2+ D4=12

1,2 2 _ .
1 + 1%k = E

28)

where D 4 is a Purth order partialdi erential operator.
W e de ne corresponding ‘conjigate variablk’D’y by re—
placing each partial derivative w ith respect to x5 by x4

itself. For exam ple, ifD 4 = (r 2)?, ie. the square of the

Laplacian, the conjigate variable is the fourth power of
the nom , explicttly, D'y = (=zk?)? = kxk?. Our unnor—
m alised trialwave function is given by

!

('=2) kx2k® %D =48)'
2 (&) / exp 1 ' ! ; (29)
where is chosen so that cancellation of the constant

orderterm in energy isexactly 3=4, Just asthe factor3=16

in Eq. W . T he conjigate variable D'y gives the correct
functional form , although a cuto  for too large values as
com pared to kxk? must be naturally applied. H opefi1lly,

the asym ptotic convergence of the nom k 4 2k is
better than 1= ;. The general asym ptotical solution

for the discretised ham onic oscillator has geen recently

given in Ref.

Iv. STRONG JOSEPHSON COUPLING AND
HOMOGENEOUS ARRAYSAT =0

W hen the Jossphson energy E ; is large as com pared
to charging energy E¢ it seem s preferable to express the
Ham iltonian in temm s of the phase di erences ;. We
choose to ram ain in the charge state representation for
two reasons. First, the charging Ham ittonian is di -
cukt to evalnate in the Independent phase representation.
A dditionally, the m odel H am iltonian is already diagonal
w ith respect to the totalphase di erence . Themodel
Ham iltonian can be approxim ately diagonalised and in—
teractionsbetween statesw ith di erentvaluesof should
be included later.

T he H am iltonian equation is explicitly w ritten in units
ofEc, and m ore speci cally, each equation (row) of the
eigenvalie problem is exam ined separately. Each charge
state n is Jabeled according its position in the orthonor-
m al coordnates x =
equation for the coe cient a, reads

"J ){\I .
kxk®a, ) et ™
=1

axrgte Naxg,)= Eay: (30)

Now, considerthe case = 0 and largevaluiesof"; n de—
tail. W riting the eigenvalueasE = N + E ="; transform s

the eigenvalue problem into

1 &

- (ax 45

> 285+ 3xs g, )+ 3 1 “kka, = Eay;

(1)
=1

U sing the procedure explained in the previous section,
we can nd the correspondingmodi ed PDE.The trun—
cation m eans that each term  @x ¢, 2ax + ax+ g, ) COr-
responds to a second order derivative and a fourth order
derivative. T he sum ofthe second order derivativesyields
the Laplacian operator r ? due to the second part of
Eq. M), and the form ofthem odi ed equation m atches
Eq. ™) . Next, wem ust evaluate the orm ofD’y, nd cor-
rect value of , and com pare the resulting wave fiinction
and eigenenergie against num erically obtained resuls.

T he sim pler, optin alG aussian wave function reads

) / | kxk?=2 )
1RASEP TN Di=eN)

32)

where them odi cation of N 1)=N in the denom inator
arises from the fact that kg;k? = 0  1)=N . The op—
tin ality as well as the expected rate of convergence, ie.
l=pTJ,hasbeen con medup toN = 10.

In caseN = 3we nd that

™ =3) _

D, @ ?)?=2 33)

and hence "'~ = kxk?=2. Because kg;k* = 2=3, the

In proved wave function forN = 3 reads

! 2kxk?=96)

=3 (! kxk?®=2) (1
/ e

2 1

(34)

T his proves to be quite accurate as the nom ofthe error
vanishes according to k ¢+ 'k 0:0045=";. As
arrays becom e longer, pure radial (energy) dependence
isnot enough, since the operatorsD 4, becom e m ore com —
plicated. For the BCC representatives N = 4) the dif-
ferential operator is given by
0 1,
X @2 1% @

a2 axt’
x4 2 x3
j=1@ J j=1@ J

3
D4:=Z@ (35)

corresponding to a wave fiinction 2(4) proprotional to
0 h ot il
— 2 2 kx
(! =2) kxk ! o1 =196 C

=p€ 1 9l-64 A

4
Py oy

(36)

Because h{i= hkxk®i=5, this also explains why the best
energy dependent t occurs at 3! kxi{=320.

For longer arrays the expression for the fourth order
di erential operator becom es quite com plicated and less
Inform ative. Fortunately, the value ofthe con jugate vari-
able D' ") can be easily obtained for any point x. The



sin ple expression isbased on innerproduct ofthe x-space
and the representatives ¢;, in short

R
&) = @ 2

=1

W)

D, 37)

Thedi erentialoperatorDy can be read from the above
expression by retaining the com ponents ofx in sym bolic
form and transform ing each coordinate its corresponding
partial derivative. T he correct cancellation requirem ent
In plies that the general form of isgivenby = 3N
1)=16éN .
T hus, the general trdalw ave function Z(N " becom es

1
120 N x)=48)
1)!=(6N )

Wy (1 =2) (kxk®
. ®)=Aexp T 3m

14

(38)
where A is a nom alisation factor and D'y %) given in
Eq. @) is evaluated for all charge states in the used ba—
sis. A suitable cuto with respectto D'y ()= (48kxk?),
eg. between 02 and 0:3, is naturally in portant. The
wave function is independent of the representives £4;g,
but those given in Eq. ) are probably the m ost conve-

nient. T he rate of convergence of the nom k g4 Z(N 'k
hasbeen con med as 1="y up to N = 7. Tentatively,
the sam e applies or N = 10, although diagonalisation
was lin ted below "; 20.

The ground state energy is virtually independent of
the gate charges g when "; is Jarge enough. Thus E O(N )
can be approxin ately obtained as in the one-din ensional
case, sce Eq. M¥). A1 2N neighbouring am plitudes are
denticalwhich now gives

2

1oy N 1 Voo
E N ) N" 4 ¢=2) N a8 ” 5 39)
0 7P 1 3N 1)!'=@1éen)

E xpansion in powersof! yieldsthe asym ptotic expansion

Tow 1y
" J w1=2

N";+ N 1) E 16N +0 " ;

(40)
veri ed by direct com parison against the num erically ob-—
talned eilgenvalie for cases which allow diagonalisation.
N o analytical expression for the term proportional to
1= "; have been found, but it is not correctly repro—
duced, either. D irect calculation, using a m ethod pro—
posed in Refs. and , validates the above ansatz
and corresponding asym ptotical eigenenergy forN 42,
though 3% W e now proceed to the the casswhen isno
longer zero.

™)
EO

V. EFFECTSDUE TO NON-ZERO PHASE
DIFFERENCE

For non—zero valies of the phase di erence thewave
function becom es com plex valued because the nearest

neighbour coupling containsa term e * ™ | W hen is

su ciently sm allthe phase doesnotvary signi cantly be—
tween nearest neighbours and as the rst approxin ation
the phase can be neglected In the corresponding equa—
tions. W e then consider the absolute value of the am pli-
tudes and observe that the di erential operator is sin ply
multiplied by a factor cos( =N ).

C onsequently, the approxin ate eigenvalue problem to
‘chc;zD original one, except that ! is replaced by + =
!'="ocos( =N ). T he ground state energy can be obtained
from Eq. W®) with "; ! ";cos( =N ). The accuracy of
this expression is rather good, even for large values of
if "; is su clently lJarge. The convergence in termm s of
the absolute values of the am plitudes is satisfactory, too.
Convergence In tem s of trial wave function 77 j goes
clearly as 1=p 7, and that of 77, j goes nearly as 1="3,
weakening as increases.

In order to consider the com plex wave finction explic—
itly, the approxin ate di erential operator induced by
must be constructed. The rst order di erential opera—
tor is always cancelled on behalf of the rst property in
Eqg. ™). T he com m on prefactorofthe third ordertem s,
relative to the Laplace operator, is here isin( =N )=3.
Because the conjigate coordinate D”AIN ) was so success-
ful in describing the hom ogeneous case, we de ne a third
order con jugate coordinate which evaliates to

R
®) = @ -

=1

)

D! (1)

The rst guess for the phase ofthe trialwave function is
then given by
!
. (3) :
(+=2) ( i*D" )=(6N )
3N 1)+=(6N )

2 @)

J2@)] 1

; 42)

where sin ( =N ) hasbeen approxin ated by =N .Num er-
ical diagonalisation clearly con m s the dependence on
D”IS) , although a num erical correction factorb ofthe or-
der of 0:7{0:75 for allN has to be added. A dditionally,
but expectedly, the phase dependence is slow Iy dam p—
ened for larger values of kxk. Y he m agniude of these
am plitudes rapidly decreases which m akes the In aginary
com ponents even an aller. T hus, the leading com ponent
ofthe phase smpli esto

exp (b sin( =N )+?D V=12); @3)
where b 0:{7. Finally, we tum in the direction of
inhom ogeneous array.

VI. INHOMOGENEOUS ARRAYSAND
RENORMALISABILITY

Ourmah ain isto ocbtain awave function sim ilarto ;
In the nhom ogeneous case at = 0 and, subsequently,



In provethiswave function. E ectsdue to non-zero are
treatable In principle, but the expression becom e rather
messy and accuracy is not that good. It su ces to say
that the behaviour of the eigenenergy corresponds to the
e ective coupling strength "f cos( =N ).

In the Inhom ogeneous case the charging energy reads

2 0 123
R 2 1 X .
Bc§ 2 —e  Ya [, (44)
o N -

=1

T he biasing to zero voltage in plies that F hj]= 1 (V5=¢3) =
0, although the above expression is invariant under trans—
form ation vy ! v+ y.Aseach coupling ism uliplied by
¢y, the second order approxin ation for the Ham iltonian
becom es

1)@ . 2 1242
E I @s)
23.:1 2@( 92 2¢y
p— .
where = N=@N 1). For su cintly smnall values

f ! and reasonably hom ogeneous arrays the condition
hj]= 1 (v3=cy) = 0 doesnot vary m uch betw een neighbour-
Ing points. In other words, the error between di erent
lines of the eigenvalue equation is insigni cant. Under
those circum stances we renom alise the coordinates ac—
cording to
vl vy = v= o 46)
which yieldsa H am iltonian identicalto the hom ogeneous
case. In a sin ilar m anner, we w rite the the lowest order

wave flinction as
|
N !
=1 (Vizcj)
1)!=8

P
(1=2)
1 ®

{mh) @) / exp

@7)

where the summ ation gives sin ply the charging energy
corresponding to x. T his isthe best G aussian wave fiinc—
tion In the renom alised coordinates vy Igtnd the rate of
convergence of the error the expected 1= ";.

The Ham itonian of an inhom ogeneous C ooper pair
pump is thus renom alisable and the lading term s in
the eigenenergy are

r
: "

o) "ot N 1) EJ+O(1):

0jinh “8)

=1

The constant term can also be evaluated if we assum e
a cancellation of 3=4 in this term which is correct for
hom ogeneous arrays. W e sin plify the expression

1 ¥

16

=1

I 1=Nc)T 49)

Q|+

by denoting by = (1=c;
N ot so unexpectedly, and as in Ref.

1) and collecting the tem s.
, the deviation from

the hom ogeneous value is dom inantly proportionalto the
square of the inhom ogeneity index X iy . The resuls,

N 1)) @eN  3)XZ, 4+

16N

PN
3
- )

i 0)

hasbeen con med up to N = 6 if only a single ca—
pacitance deviates from the others. In case N = 3 this
expression has been tested m ore rigorously and further
corrections do vanish as 1= ;.

In order to In prove the resuls, m ore elaborate trans—
formm ations are required. The most viable transfom a-
tion is based on diagonalising the charging energy and
transform ing the representation space (-space) In such
am anner that the charging energy is proportionalto the
square of the new nom . New representatives qg are ob—
tained and the di erential operators in the second and
fourth order can be obtained. For som e special cases,
the second order di erential operator is of the Laplace
type, ie. the conjugate coordinate is given by

DI &’ = o @ B = kxk: 1)
=1
In those cases the fourth order coordinate
Dy = o B (52)

=1

yields a tral wave function which can be com pared
against the num erically obtained wave function. In m ost
cases, the Laplacian operator is slightly distorted, but
for am all Inhom ogeneities this can be neglected as the

rst approxin ation. In both cases the resuls are not as
good as In the hom ogeneous case, but the im provem ent
w ith respect to Eq. M) issigni cant. D ueto dim ensional
lim itations the com parisonsbetw een wave fnctions have
been performed when N = 3.

A s shown by the cancellation in the eigenenergy, no
isotropic value of such as3(N 1)=16N in Eq. @) is
can beusad. Rescaling ofthe coordinates changes the op—
tin alvalue of iIn di erent directions, and som e fiirther
In provem ent m ay be obtained by using a non-isotropic

(¢) In the calculations. M Inor in provem ents can be cb—
tained by ddlingw ith the coe cientsofthe coordinates,
too. W e conclude this section by stating that signi cant
In provem ent ofthe w ave fiinction hasbeen obtained, but
so far no analytical expressions have been abl to reach
asym ptotical convergence better than 1=p .

VII. CONCLUSIONS

W e have developed am ethod forobtaining an (approx—
In ate) analytical solution for Laplace type eigenvalue
equationsw ith a ham onic potential and discreteness in-—
duced higher order corrections. In the one-din ensional



case ocorresponding to the M athieu equation the re—
sults were convincing and thus we applied the proposed
method on the tunnelling-charging Ham iltonian of an
deally biased C ooper pairpum p.

W e have obtained reliable analyticalexpressions forthe
ground state wave fuinction and energy for hom ogeneous
arrays of arbirary length. Furthem ore, e ects due to
nonvanishing phase di erence were relatively well de—
scribed and the H am ittonian ofan inhom ogeneous pum p
was shown to be renom alisable. A gain, reliable eigenen—
ergies and reasonable eigenfiinctions w ere obtained. Fur-
ther In provem ents in the inhom ogeneous case have been

proposed and partially carried out, too.
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