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Thepropertiesofthetunnelling-charging Ham iltonian ofa Cooperpairpum p arewellunderstood

in the regim e ofweak and interm ediate Josephson coupling,i.e. E J . E C . Instead ofperturba-

tive treatm ent ofcharging e�ects,the present work applies the charge state representation in the

the strong coupling case. From the discrete Ham iltonian we construct e�ective,truncated PD E

Ham iltonians and analytically obtain approxim ate ground-state wave functions and eigenenergies.

The validity ofthe expressions is con�rm ed by direct com parison against the results ofnum erical

diagonalisation.Foruniform arrays,ourresultsconvergerapidly and even �-dependenceofthewave

function is described reasonably. In the inhom ogeneous case we �nd the Ham iltonian to be para-

m etrically renorm alisable. A m ethod for �nding inhom ogeneous trialwave function is explained.

The intertwined connection linking the pum ped charge and the Berry’sphase isexplained,too.As

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

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Josephson junction devices,e.g. Cooper pair boxes,

superconducting single electron transistors (SSET) and

Cooperpairpum ps,have been extensively studied both

theoretically1,2,3,4,5,6 and experim entally.7,8,9,10,11 For a

recent review, see Ref. 12. Possible applications in-

cludeatleastdirectCooperpairpum ping,2 decoherence

studies,6 related m etrologicalapplications,13 and theuse

ofCooperpairchargequbitsorpersistent-currentqubits

(SQ ubits)in quantum com putation.1,7

Theidealtunnelling-chargingHam iltonian ofaCooper

pair pum p has been studied in detailin Refs.2,14,15.

Chargetransferdueto directsupercurrentand adiabatic

pum ping due to varying gate voltages have been ade-

quately described when the Josephson coupling isweak

or at m ost com parable to charging e� ects. The case

ofstrong Josehpson coupling in ideally biased arraysis

stillrelativelyunexplored.A singleJosephson junction is

known to bedescribed by theM athieu equation16 in the

phase representation.Fora superconducting single elec-

tron transistor(SSET)thechargestaterepresentation is

identicalto one-dim ensionaldiscreteharm onicoscillator

and, thus, the M athieu equation in the island’s phase

representation.17,18

In thispaperwe � rstdevelop a m ethod forobtaining

an approxim atesolution ofthe M athieu equation.Later

on,wegeneralisethe m ethod forseveraldim ensionsand

m aketherequiredcorrectionsforourm odelHam iltonian.

In short,starting from the discreteHam iltonian wecon-

structa m odi� ed partialdi� erentialequation (PDE)for

which atrialsolution isobtained.Subsequently,thesolu-

tion isoverlaid asthe wavefunction the discrete Ham il-

tonian and the result is com pared against num erically

obtained eigenstate.

In orderto sum up the obtained results we state the

following:Forhom ogeneousarraysofarbitrarylength we

� nd analyticaland rapidlyconvergingwavefunctionsand

eigenenergies. These expressions are derived from the

developed m ethod The caseofnon-zero phasedi� erence

is treated in a fairly satisfactory way. Inhom ogeneous

arrays are � rst treated by param etric renorm alisation

which yields an accurate approxim ation for the ground

state energy. A m odi� cation ofthe originalm ethod im -

provesthe wavefunction,butnotthe asym ptoticalrate

ofconvergence.

Skeeland Hardy19 have perform ed analysis on con-

structingm odi� ed Ham iltonian whenintegratingsystem s

of PDE’s over tim e, see also Refs.20,21,22. In these

worksnum ericaldiscretisation isapproxim ately counter-

acted byusingasuitabletruncation ofthem odi� ed equa-

tions. The principlesofthe presentm ethod are sim ilar,

although itisapplied on a discreteeigenvalueproblem .

Thispaperisorganisedasfollows.In Sec.IItheHam il-

tonian isde� ned and itsstructureisexplained.In Sec.III

we� nd an approxim atesolution fortheM athieu equation

in chargestaterepresentation and postulatethegeneral-

isation ofthem ethod forseveralcoordinates.In Sec.IV

hom ogeneousarraysareexam ined and explicittrialwave

functionsfortheground stateareconstructed.In Sec.V

thedeveloped form alism isextended tointoaccountnon-

zerovaluesofphasedi� erenceacrossthearray.In Sec.VI

theHam iltonian isshown to beparam etrically renorm al-

isable in the inhom ogeneouscase.W ave function isalso

constructedalthoughtheaccuracyisnotasgoodasin the

hom ogeneouscase.Finally,theconclusionsaredrawn in

Sec.VII.

II. C O N ST R U C T IN G T H E H A M ILT O N IA N

A schem aticview ofthesystem isshown in Fig.1.W e

assum e thatthe gate voltagesVg;j are independentand

externally operated. The bias voltage across the array,

Vb,which controlsthetotalphasedi� erence� according

to d�=dt= � 2eV=~,isassum ed to beideally setto zero.

Hence, � rem ains � xed and becom es a good quantum

num ber in proper variables,which have been presented

e.g.in Ref.23. O n the otherhand,a precise value of�

m eansthat its conjugate variable M̂ ,the average num -
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beroftunnelled Cooperpairs(M̂ := � i@=@�),becom es

com pletely undeterm ined.

In thefollowing,thetunnelling-charging Ham iltonian

H = H C + H J; (1)

is assum ed to be the correct description ofthe m icro-

scopic system . The ideal m odel Ham iltonian sim ply

neglects quasiparticle tunnelling as well as other de-

grees offreedom . The m ost im portant param eters are

the (average) Josephson coupling energy E J and (av-

erage) charging energy, de� ned as EC := (2e)2=(2C ).

These determ ine \the Josephson-charging ratio" which

is denoted by "J := E J=E C . The Ham iltonian and

the operation ofa Cooper pair pum p in the weak cou-

pling regim e isfurtherdeterm ined by (norm alised)gate

charges~q := fq1;:::;qN �1 g,where qk := � Cg;kVg;k=2e.

In the present m odel relative junction capacitances ~c,

where ck := Ck=C and
P N

k= 1
C
�1

k
= N =C ,also deter-

m ineindividualJosephson energiesby E J;k := ckE J.For

uniform or hom ogeneous arrayswe have ck := 1,while

the inhom ogeneity can be reliably quanti� ed by the in-

hom ogeneity index X inh := [
P

k
(c
�1

k
� 1)2=N ]1=2.14,15

FIG . 1: An ideal superconducting array of independent

Josephson junctions. Here C k and E J;k are the capacitance

and the Josephson energy ofthe k
th

junction,respectively.

The totalphase di�erence across the array,�,is a constant

ofm otion.

The m atrix elem entsofthe charging Ham iltonian H C

aregiven bythecapacitivechargingenergyand thusthey

read14

h~njH C (~q)j~ni� = E C

2

4

NX

k= 1

v2
k

ck
�

1

N

 
NX

k= 1

vk

ck

! 2
3

5 ; (2)

wherethenum berofCooperpairson each island isgiven

by ~n = (n1;:::;nN �1 ). The quantities fvkg
N
k= 1

are an

arbitrary solution ofthe chargeconserving equations

vk � vk+ 1 = nk � qk: (3)

Tunnelling ofone Cooperpairthrough the kth junction

changesj~niby ~�k,wherethenon-zerocom ponentsare(if

applicable)(~�k)k = 1 and (~�k)k�1 = � 1.The tunnelling

Ham iltonian isgiven by

H J = �

NX

~n;k= 1

ckE J

2
(j~n + ~�kih~nje

i�=N + H:c:): (4)

Thesupercurrent
 owingthroughthearrayisdeterm ined

by the supercurrent operator IS = (� 2e=~)(@H =@�),a

G âteaux derivative24 ofthe fullHam iltonian.By chang-

ing the gate voltages adiabatically along a closed path

� ,a charge transfer Qtot := Q s + Q p is induced. The

pum ped charge,Q p,depends only on the chosen path,

whilethechargedueto directsupercurrent,Q s,also de-

pendson how the gatevoltagesareoperated.Ifthe sys-

tem rem ains in a adiabatically evolving state jm i,the

totaltransferred charge,Q tot,in unitsof� 2e,reads
2,15

�
@�m (t)

@�
+ 2

I

�

Re

h

hm jM̂ jdm i

i

: (5)

where jdm i is the change in jm i due to a di� er-

ential change of the gate voltages d~q and �m =

�
R�
0
(E m (t)=~)dt is the dynam ical phase of the wave

function.

Clearly,the pum ped charge is closely related to the

the geom etricalBerry’s phase,25 
m (� ) = i
H

�
hm jdm i.

Thepum ped chargecan beevaluated from Eq.(5)in the

chargestaterepresentation oncethe overallphaseofthe

eigenstateis� xed consistently forall~q.Ifthe exam ined

stateissu� ciently non-degenerateforallvaluesof�,the

eigenstatecan be expanded asa Fourierseriesin � with

realcoe� cients fa~n;lg. Consequently,for a � xed value

of� the di� erentialpum ped chargeisgiven by a gauge-

invariantexpression15

dQ p(�)=

1X

l0= 0

1X

~n;l= �1

�
2(l+ Y~n=N )

1+ �l00
d(a~n;la~n;l+ l0)

+ l
0(a~n;lda~n;l+ l0� a~n;l+ l0da~n;l)]cos(l

0
�);(6)

where Y~n is an additionalclass label. In constrast, a

di� erentialchangein thephasedi� erence� for� xed gate

charges~q inducesno pum ped charge,because we� nd

dQ p(d�)= 2Im

h

hM̂ m jM̂ m i

i

d� = 0: (7)

Now considerthe Berry’sphase 
m induced by an in-

� nitesim alclosed cycle C at(~q;�)with sidesd~q and d�

asshown by thel.h.s.pfFig.2.Theresultdivided by d�,

i.e. d

(C )
m =d�,isidenticalto dQ p apartfrom the sign of

the� rstterm .In otherwords,thecontribution from the

� rstand third partofthe cycle givesthe non-integrable

partofdQ p,whilethesecond and fourth partadd up to

the integrablepartm ultiplied by � 1.Thusthe path for

which the �-"derivative" ofBerry’sphase isidenticalto

dQ p(�) is not a closed cycle but a m ore com plex path

illustrated in the r.h.s.ofFig.2.

From here on the expression for the charging energy,

Eq.(2), is exam ined in detail. This is done in order

to rewrite the Ham iltonian in as sim ple a form as pos-

sible. In the hom ogeneous case the quadratic form is

easily diagonalised and we � nd N � 1 identicaleigenval-

uesofE C and one zero-energy m ode in the direction of

v̂0 := (1;1;:::;1)=
p
N . This dem onstrates the unique-

ness ofthe charging energy expression for each charge
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FIG .2: An in�nitesim al cycle C corresponding to Berry’s

phase
m (C )consistsoffourlegs.ThechargetransferQ p for

a �xed � isidenticalto theBerry’sphase induced by travers-

ing the legs in the shown directions. This path can not be

followed continuously in the (~q;�)-plane.

state and,consequently,the sam e zero-energy m ode is

observed in the inhom ogeneouscase,too.

In a proper representation ofthe q-space,the charg-

ing energy for hom ogeneousarrayscan be expressed as

E C k~qk
2
2,wherek � k2 istheusualEuclidean norm .Thus,

the representatives of the tunnelling vectors f~�jg, de-

noted by q̂j,are required. Above all,they m ustbe nor-

m alised according to

q̂j � q̂k = �jk � 1=N : (8)

In an orthonorm al(N � 1)-dim ensionalbasis,where êj �

êk = �jk and ~x = (x1;x2;:::;xN �1 ),the representatives

de� ne variablesf~qjg according to

~qj(~x):=

N �1X

k= 1

(ek � qj)xk: (9)

The norm alisation condition (8)yieldsrelations

NX

j= 1

~qj = 0 and

NX

j= 1

~q2j =

N �1X

j= 1

x
2
j = k~xk2 (10)

which arevalid forallvaluesof~x.

Suitable representatives for cases N = 3 and N = 4

areeasy to � nd and theirvisualisation isobvious.W hen

N = 3,weselect

q̂1 = (
p
2=3;0); q̂2 = (� 1=

p
6;1=

p
2);

q̂3 = (� 1=
p
6;� 1=

p
2); (11)

which describes three directions separated by identical

120� angles.Theresulting transform ation ofcoordinates

and theso-called honeycom b structureisshown in Fig.3.

The gate chargesq1 and q2 determ ine the origin ofthe

induced,rectangularcoordinatesystem (x1;x2).

ForN = 4,sym m etricrepresentativesaregiven by the

well-known body centered cubic lattice (BCC) ofsolid

statephysics,explicitly

q̂1 = (1;1;� 1)=2; q̂2 = (1;� 1;1)=2;

q̂3 = (� 1;1;1)=2; q̂4 = (� 1;� 1;� 1)=2: (12)

FIG . 3: O n the left-hand-side, the so-called honey com b

structure induced by the charge state lattice (N = 3). The

regular lattice determ ined by the representatives q̂1,q̂2,and

q̂3 isshown on the right-hand side.The origin ofa new rect-

angularcoordinate system (x1;x2)issetby the gate charges

~q = (q1;q2). The charging energy for a charge state (gray

circle) then reads E C (x
2
1 + x

2
2),where the nearest-neighbour

distance hasbeen scaled to
p
2=3.

These representativesare convenientwhen studying the

case N = 4,but a m ore generalm ethod for obtaining

representaves is required. By augm enting the existing

representatives for N we can always obtain the set for

N + 1. The additionalrepresentative is setto lie along

the new (� rst) coordinate axis with the correct length
p
N =(N + 1). The norm alisation condition (8) is satis-

� ed ifallotherrepresentativesareretained asthey were

with an identical� rstcom ponentof� 1=
p
N (N + 1).

Applyingthism ethod inductively,startingfrom trivial

case ofN = 1,yields the generalrepresentives for any

N . Let the length ofthe array be N and denote the

jth representive and itskth com ponentby q̂Nj and qN
j(k)

,

respectively. The N � 1 com ponents are obtained from

threesim ple rules:

(i) q
N
j(j) =

p
(N � j)=(N + 1� j)

(ii) q
N
j(k> j) = 0

(iii) q
N
j(k< j) = � 1=

p
(N � j)(N + 1� j) (13)

Theabovetransform ation sim pli� esand sym m etricesthe

tunnelling-chargingHam iltonian forarraysofanylength.

Inhom ogeneous arrays can also be considered once the

toolshavebeen developed.

III. M A T H IEU EQ U A T IO N A N D D ISC R ET E

H A R M O N IC O SC ILLA T O R

Thecanonicalform ofthe M athieu equation reads16

d2y

dv2
+ (a� 2qcos(2v))y = 0; (14)

where y(v) is the solution, q is a param eter and a is

known asthe characteristicvalue oreigenvalue.

TheHam iltonian ofaSSET fora� xed phasedi� erence

� in thechargestaterepresentation can bem apped onto

a one dim ensionaldiscrete harm onic oscillator (DHO ),
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see e.g.Ref.18,26.O urchosen form includesa nearest-

neighbour coupling � "J=2 and the potential V (n) =

(n � n0)
2,where n is an integer. The equation for the

am plitude an now reads

(n � n0)
2
an � ("J=2)(an�1 + an+ 1)= E an; (15)

whereE istheeigenvaluewearelooking for.In orderto

obtain the solution ofthe discrete equation,we assum e

thatan isa continuousfunction an replace otheram pli-

tudes by respective Taylor expansions. W e denote the

step sizeby h (hereh = 1)which yields

an�h + an+ h =

1X

k= 0

2h2k

(2k)!

d2kan

dn2k
; (16)

a di� erentialequation foran.

W e now transform into conjugate variables ofthe is-

land charge,i.e.n � n0 ! � id=d� and id=dn ! �.Col-

lecting theterm s,we� nd

d2a(�)

d�2
+ [E + ("J=2)cos(�)]a(�)= 0; (17)

which isidenticalto the M athieu equation with a = 4E

and q= 2"J oncewechoose ~� = (� + �)=2.

In the lim it q ! 1 ,the ground state energy can be

read from Eq.20.2.30 ofRef.16 with the result

E
D H O
0 = � "J+

p
"J

p
2
�
1

16
�

p
2="J

256
�
3="J

2048
+O ("

�3=2

J
); (18)

con� rm ed by num ericaldiagonalisation,too. Returning

to the charge state representation,we divide the eigen-

value problem by "J and de� ne the oscillatorfrequency

! :=
p
2="J and scaled energy ~E := E ="J+ 1.Thelowest

orderapproxim ation becom es

� a00=2+ 1

2
!
2(n � n0)

2
a = ~E ; (19)

which isanalytically solvable with ~E = !=2 and a(n)/

exp(� !(n � n0)
2=2). From here on,n0 isom itted from

the expression (n � n0)forbrevity.

The discretisation naturally a� ectsthe wave function

and as wellas the eigenenergy (18). The lowest order

approxim ation  1 for the discrete wave function  d is

naturally a G aussian wave function. The optim al,but

unnorm alised,wavefunction isgiven by

 1(n)/ exp

�

�
!n2=2

1� !=8

�

: (20)

 
ex
1 (n)/ nexp

�

�
!n2=2

1� 27!=16

�

: (21)

M oreaccuratea wavefunction reads

 2(n)/ exp

�

�
!n2(1� !2n2=48)=2

1� 3!=16

�

; (22)

 
ex
2 (n)/

�

n �
!2n3

24

�

exp

�

�
!(n2 � !2n4=48)=2

1� 147!=640

�

;

(23)

where a cuto� (1 � !2n2=48) ! 1 m ust be applied for

large enough values ofn,when the deviation becom es

greaterthan 20{30 % . These wave functions have been

com pared againsttheresultofnum ericaldiagonalisation,

 d,by taking the norm ofthe di� erence,in shortk d �

 jk,which yieldsapproxim ately

k d �  1k � 0:018=
p
"J; (24)

k d �  2k � 0:009="J: (25)

Because both trialwave functionsconverge towardsthe

actualeigenstate ofthe system ,approxim ate eigenener-

giescorresponding to  1 and  2 can beeasily evaluated.

Settingn0 = 0and exam iningtheequation forcoe� cient

a0 gives

E  j
� � "J(a1=a0); (26)

where "J ! 1 . Expanding the term sin powersof! =p
2="J gives the desired result. W e � nd that E 1

� rst

deviates from the constant order in which the term is

� 1=8 instead ofthe correct� 1=16. As expected E  2
is

m uch better,and even theterm �
p
2="J=256iscorrectly

reproduced.

The signi� cance ofthe corrections in  2(n) with re-

spectto the continuoussolutionsisrelatively clear.The

denom inator 1 � 3!=16 cancels 3=4 ofthe ofthe lead-

ing second order term � (!=2)2=2 and gives the correct

eigenenergy in the constant order. O n the other hand,

the term proportionalto n4 is related to the truncated

di� erentialoperator

d2

dn2
+

1

12

d4

dn4
: (27)

The coe� cient � !2=48 can be divided in two parts,

nam ely 1=12 and � !2=4 which seem s reasonable asthe

latterscalescorrectly asfunction of!,while the form er

changesifthe step length h isaltered.

This approach is rather sim ilar to that ofSkeeland

Hardy19 although they consider tim e-dependent prob-

lem s instead of eigenvalue problem s. System s of dif-

ferentialequations are replaced by m odi� ed equations

which try tocom pensateforthediscretisation error.The

presentpotentialis harm onic and in the conjugate rep-

resentation truncated potentials are anharm onic in na-

ture.Anharm onicoscillatorshavebeen studied,and ex-

act eigenvalues have been obtained.27,28 Unfortunately,

the sign ofour leading correction is negative,so these

worksarenotapplicablehere.

Iftherearetwoorthogonaland independentdirections,

thewavefunction factorisesand theone-dim ensionalre-

sult can be generalised. Nevertheless,we m ake the fol-

lowing assum ption which is to be justi� ed later. Let
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ourHam iltonian bede� ned on a regular,discretelattice

ofthe coordinates~x and the potentialbe isotropic and

harm onic,i.e. V (~x) = !2k~xk2=2. Interactions between

(neigbouring)lattice sitesareexpanded in term sofpar-

tialderivatesup the fourth orderin a sim ilarm annerto

Eq.(16).W e postulatean analyticaltrialsolution ifthe

second orderoperatoristhe Laplacian and the m odi� ed

PDE eigenvalueproblem hasthe form

� 1

2

�
r 2 + D 4=12

�
 + 1

2
!
2k~xk2 = ~E  ; (28)

where D 4 is a fourth orderpartialdi� erentialoperator.

W e de� ne corresponding ’conjugate variable’~D 4 by re-

placing each partialderivative with respectto xj by xj
itself.Forexam ple,ifD 4 = (r 2)2,i.e.the squareofthe

Laplacian,the conjugate variable isthe fourth powerof

the norm ,explicitly, ~D 4 = (k~xk2)2 = k~xk4. O urunnor-

m alised trialwavefunction isgiven by

 2(~x)/ exp

 

� (!=2)(k~xk2 � !2 ~D 4=48)

1� �!

!

; (29)

where � is chosen so that cancellation ofthe constant

orderterm in energyisexactly3=4,justasthefactor3=16

in Eq.(22).The conjugatevariable ~D 4 givesthe correct

functionalform ,although a cuto� fortoo largevaluesas

com pared to k~xk2 m ustbe naturally applied.Hopefully,

the asym ptotic convergence of the norm k d �  2k is

better than 1=
p
"J. The generalasym ptoticalsolution

forthe discretised harm onic oscillatorhasgeen recently

given in Ref.29.

IV . ST R O N G JO SEP H SO N C O U P LIN G A N D

H O M O G EN EO U S A R R A Y S A T � = 0

W hen the Josephson energy E J is large as com pared

to charging energy E C itseem spreferableto expressthe

Ham iltonian in term s ofthe phase di� erences �j. W e

choose to rem ain in the charge state representation for

two reasons. First, the charging Ham iltonian is di� -

cultto evaluatein theindependentphaserepresentation.

Additionally,them odelHam iltonian isalready diagonal

with respectto the totalphase di� erence �. The m odel

Ham iltonian can be approxim ately diagonalised and in-

teractionsbetween stateswith di� erentvaluesof� should

be included later.

TheHam iltonian equation isexplicitly written in units

ofE C ,and m ore speci� cally,each equation (row)ofthe

eigenvalue problem isexam ined separately.Each charge

state~n islabeled according itsposition in the orthonor-

m alcoordinates~x = (x1;:::;xN �1 ).In unitsofE C ,the

equation forthe coe� cienta~x reads

k~xk2a~x�
"J

2

NX

j= 1

(e�i�=N a~x+ q̂j+ e
i�=N

a~x�q̂ j
)= E a~x: (30)

Now,considerthecase� = 0and largevaluesof"J in de-

tail.W ritingtheeigenvalueas ~E := N + E ="J transform s

the eigenvalueproblem into

�
1

2

NX

j= 1

(a~x�q̂ j
� 2a~x+ a~x+ q̂j)+

1

2
!
2k~xk2a~x = ~E a~x; (31)

Using the procedure explained in the previous section,

wecan � nd the corresponding m odi� ed PDE.The trun-

cation m eansthateach term (a~x�q̂ j
� 2a~x + a~x+ q̂j)cor-

respondsto a second orderderivativeand a fourth order

derivative.Thesum ofthesecond orderderivativesyields

the Laplacian operator r 2 due to the second part of

Eq.(10),and theform ofthem odi� ed equation m atches

Eq.(28).Next,wem ustevaluatetheform of~D 4,� nd cor-

rectvalueof�,and com paretheresulting wavefunction

and eigenenergieagainstnum erically obtained results.

Thesim pler,optim alG aussian wavefunction reads

 1(~x)/ exp

�

�
!k~xk2=2

1� (N � 1)!=(8N )

�

; (32)

wherethem odi� cation of(N � 1)=N in thedenom inator

arises from the fact that kq̂jk
2 = (N � 1)=N . The op-

tim ality aswellasthe expected rate ofconvergence,i.e.

1=
p
"J,hasbeen con� rm ed up to N = 10.

In caseN = 3 we� nd that

D
(N = 3)

4 = (r 2)2=2 (33)

and hence ~D
(N = 3)

4 = k~xk4=2. Because kq̂jk
2 = 2=3,the

im proved wavefunction forN = 3 reads

 
(N = 3)

2 / exp

�

�
(!kxk2=2)(1� !2kxk2=96)

1� !=8

�

: (34)

Thisprovesto bequiteaccurateasthenorm oftheerror

vanishes according to k d �  
(N = 3)

2 k � 0:0045="J. As

arrays becom e longer,pure radial(energy) dependence

isnotenough,sincetheoperatorsD 4 becom em orecom -

plicated. Forthe BCC representatives(N = 4)the dif-

ferentialoperatorisgiven by

D 4 :=
3

4

0

@

3X

j= 1

@2

@x2j

1

A

2

�
1

2

3X

j= 1

@4

@x4j
; (35)

corresponding to a wavefunction  
(4)

2 proprotionalto

exp

0

B
@�

(!=2)

h

kxk2� !2
�
kxk

4

64
�
P 3

j= 1

x
4

j

96

�i

1� 9!=64

1

C
A : (36)

Becausehx4ji= hk~xk4i=5,thisalso explainswhy thebest

energy dependent� toccursat3!k~xk4=320.

For longer arrays the expression for the fourth order

di� erentialoperatorbecom esquite com plicated and less

inform ative.Fortunately,thevalueoftheconjugatevari-

able ~D
(N )

4 can be easily obtained for any point~x. The
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sim pleexpressionisbasedon innerproductofthe~x-space

and the representatives q̂j,in short

~D
(N )

4 (~x)=

NX

j= 1

(̂qj � ~x)4: (37)

Thedi� erentialoperatorDN can beread from theabove

expression by retaining thecom ponentsof~x in sym bolic

form and transform ingeach coordinateitscorresponding

partialderivative. The correctcancellation requirem ent

im pliesthatthegeneralform of� isgiven by � = 3(N �

1)=16N .

Thus,the generaltrialwavefunction  
(N )

2 becom es

 
(N )

2 (~x)= A exp

 

�
(!=2)(kxk2 � !2 ~D

(N )

4 (~x)=48)

1� 3(N � 1)!=(16N )

!

;

(38)

where A is a norm alisation factor and ~D N (~x) given in

Eq.(37)isevaluated forallchargestatesin theused ba-

sis.A suitablecuto� with respectto !2 ~D N (~x)=(48kxk
2),

e.g. between 0:2 and 0:3,is naturally im portant. The

wave function is independent ofthe representives fq̂jg,

butthosegiven in Eq.(13)areprobably them ostconve-

nient.The rateofconvergenceofthe norm k d �  
(N )

2 k

has been con� rm ed as 1="J up to N = 7. Tentatively,

the sam e applies for N = 10,although diagonalisation

waslim ited below "J � 20.

The ground state energy is virtually independent of

the gate charges~q when "J islarge enough. ThusE
(N )

0

can beapproxim ately obtained asin theone-dim ensional

case,see Eq.(26). All2N neighbouring am plitudesare

identicalwhich now gives

E
(N )

0 � � N "J exp

2

4�
(!=2)

�
N �1

N
�

!
2
(N �1)

2

48N 2

�

1� 3(N � 1)!=(16N )

3

5 : (39)

Expansionin powersof! yieldstheasym ptoticexpansion

E
(N )

0 � � N "J + (N � 1)

r
"J

2
�
(N � 1)2

16N
+ O

�

"
�1=2

J

�

;

(40)

veri� ed by directcom parison againstthenum erically ob-

tained eigenvalue for cases which allow diagonalisation.

No analytical expression for the term proportional to

1=
p
"J have been found, but it is not correctly repro-

duced,either. Direct calculation,using a m ethod pro-

posed in Refs. 29 and 30, validates the above ansatz

and correspondingasym ptoticaleigenenergy forN � 42,

though.31 W e now proceed to the the case when � isno

longerzero.

V . EFFEC T S D U E T O N O N -ZER O P H A SE

D IFFER EN C E

Fornon-zero valuesofthephasedi� erence� thewave

function becom es com plex valued because the nearest

neighbourcoupling containsa term e�i�=N . W hen � is

su� cientlysm allthephasedoesnotvarysigni� cantlybe-

tween nearestneighboursand asthe� rstapproxim ation

the phase can be neglected in the corresponding equa-

tions.W e then considerthe absolutevalue ofthe am pli-

tudesand observethatthedi� erentialoperatorissim ply

m ultiplied by a factorcos(�=N ).

Consequently,the approxim ate eigenvalue problem to

the original one, except that ! is replaced by ~! =

!=
p
cos(�=N ).Theground stateenergy can beobtained

from Eq.(40) with "J ! "J cos(�=N ). The accuracy of

thisexpression israthergood,even forlargevaluesof�

if"J is su� ciently large. The convergence in term s of

theabsolutevaluesoftheam plitudesissatisfactory,too.

Convergence in term s of trialwave function j~ 1jgoes

clearly as 1=
p
"J and that ofj~ 2jgoes nearly as 1="J,

weakening as� increases.

In orderto considerthecom plex wavefunction explic-

itly,the approxim ate di� erentialoperatorinduced by �

m ustbe constructed. The � rstorderdi� erentialopera-

torisalwayscancelled on behalfofthe � rstproperty in

Eq.(10).Thecom m on prefactorofthethird orderterm s,

relative to the Laplace operator,is here � isin(�=N )=3.

Because the conjugate coordinate ~D
(N )

4 was so success-

fulin describing thehom ogeneouscase,wede� nea third

orderconjugatecoordinatewhich evaluatesto

~D
(N )

3 (~x)=

NX

j= 1

(̂qj � ~x)3: (41)

The� rstguessforthephaseofthetrialwavefunction is

then given by

 2(~x)

j 2(~x)j
� exp

 

�
(~!=2)(� i~! ~D

(3)

N
)=(6N )

1� 3(N � 1)~!=(16N )

!

; (42)

wheresin(�=N )hasbeen approxim ated by �=N .Num er-

icaldiagonalisation clearly con� rm s the dependence on

~D
(3)

N
,although a num ericalcorrection factorb� oftheor-

derof0:7{0:75 forallN hasto be added. Additionally,

but expectedly,the phase dependence is slowly dam p-

ened for larger values ofk~xk. Yhe m agnitude ofthese

am plitudesrapidly decreaseswhich m akestheim aginary

com ponentseven sm aller. Thus,the leading com ponent

ofthe phasesim pli� esto

exp(ib� sin(�=N )~!2D
(3)

N
=12); (43)

where b� � 0:7. Finally, we turn in the direction of

inhom ogeneousarray.

V I. IN H O M O G EN EO U S A R R A Y S A N D

R EN O R M A LISA B ILIT Y

O urm ain aim istoobtain awavefunction sim ilarto 1
in the inhom ogeneouscase at� = 0 and,subsequently,
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im provethiswavefunction.E� ectsduetonon-zero� are

treatable in principle,butthe expression becom e rather

m essy and accuracy is not thatgood. It su� ces to say

thatthebehaviouroftheeigenenergy correspondsto the

e� ective coupling strength "J cos(�=N ).

In the inhom ogeneouscasethe charging energy reads

E C

2

6
4

NX

j= 1

v2j

cj
�

1

N

0

@

NX

j= 1

vj

cj

1

A

2
3

7
5 : (44)

The biasing to zero voltage im pliesthat
P N

j= 1
(vj=cj)=

0,although theaboveexpression isinvariantundertrans-

form ation vj ! vj+ y.Aseach coupling ism ultiplied by

cj,the second orderapproxim ation forthe Ham iltonian

becom es

�
1

2

NX

j= 1

cj

�2

@2

@(�q̂j)
2
+
!2q̂2j

2cj
; (45)

where � =
p
N =(N � 1). For su� ciently sm allvalues

of! and reasonably hom ogeneous arrays the condition
P N

j= 1
(vj=cj)= 0doesnotvarym uch between neighbour-

ing points. In other words,the error between di� erent

lines ofthe eigenvalue equation is insigni� cant. Under

those circum stances we renorm alise the coordinates ac-

cording to

vj ! ~vj = vj=
p
cj; (46)

which yieldsaHam iltonian identicalto thehom ogeneous

case.In a sim ilarm anner,we write the the lowestorder

wavefunction as

 
(inh)

1 (~x)/ exp

 

�
(!=2)

P N

j= 1
(v2j=cj)

1� (N � 1)!=8

!

: (47)

where the sum m ation gives sim ply the charging energy

correspondingto~x.ThisisthebestG aussian wavefunc-

tion in the renorm alised coordinates ~vj and the rate of

convergenceofthe errorthe expected 1=
p
"J.

The Ham iltonian of an inhom ogeneous Cooper pair

pum p is thus renorm alisable and the leading term s in

the eigenenergy are

E
(N )

0;inh
� � "J

NX

j= 1

cj + (N � 1)

r
"J

2
+ O (1): (48)

The constant term can also be evaluated ifwe assum e

a cancellation of3=4 in this term which is correct for

hom ogeneousarrays.W e sim plify the expression

�
1

16

NX

j= 1

1

cj
[1� 1=(N cj)]

2
(49)

by denoting bj := (1=cj � 1) and collecting the term s.

Notsounexpectedly,andasin Ref.14,thedeviationfrom

thehom ogeneousvalueisdom inantly proportionaltothe

squareofthe inhom ogeneity index X inh.Theresult,

� (N � 1)2 � (2N � 3)X 2
inh

+
P N

j= 1
(b3j=N )

16N
; (50)

has been con� rm ed 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

correctionsdo vanish as1=
p
"J.

In orderto im provethe results,m ore elaboratetrans-

form ations are required. The m ost viable transform a-

tion is based on diagonalising the charging energy and

transform ing the representation space (~x-space)in such

a m annerthatthecharging energy isproportionalto the

square ofthe new norm .New representatives q̂0j are ob-

tained and the di� erentialoperators in the second and

fourth order can be obtained. For som e specialcases,

the second order di� erentialoperator is ofthe Laplace

type,i.e.the conjugatecoordinateisgiven by

~D 0

2(~x
0)=

NX

j= 1

cj(̂q
0

j � ~x
0)2 = k~x0k2: (51)

In thosecasesthe fourth ordercoordinate

~D 0

4(~x
0)=

NX

j= 1

cj(̂q
0

j � ~x
0)4 (52)

yields a trial wave function which can be com pared

againstthenum erically obtained wavefunction.In m ost

cases,the Laplacian operator is slightly distorted,but

for sm allinhom ogeneities this can be neglected as the

� rstapproxim ation.In both casesthe resultsarenotas

good asin the hom ogeneouscase,butthe im provem ent

with respecttoEq.(47)issigni� cant.Duetodim ensional

lim itationsthecom parisonsbetween wavefunctionshave

been perform ed when N = 3.

As shown by the cancellation in the eigenenergy,no

isotropicvalueof� such as3(N � 1)=16N in Eq.(38)is

can beused.Rescalingofthecoordinateschangestheop-

tim alvalueof� in di� erentdirections,and som efurther

im provem entm ay be obtained by using a non-isotropic

�(~x)in thecalculations.M inorim provem entscan beob-

tained by � ddlingwith thecoe� cientsofthecoordinates,

too.W e conclude thissection by stating thatsigni� cant

im provem entofthewavefunction hasbeen obtained,but

so farno analyticalexpressionshave been able to reach

asym ptoticalconvergencebetterthan 1=
p
"J.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehavedeveloped am ethod forobtainingan (approx-

im ate) analytical solution for Laplace type eigenvalue

equationswith a harm onicpotentialand discretenessin-

duced higher order corrections. In the one-dim ensional
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case corresponding to the M athieu equation the re-

sultswere convincing and thuswe applied the proposed

m ethod on the tunnelling-charging Ham iltonian of an

ideally biased Cooperpairpum p.

W ehaveobtained reliableanalyticalexpressionsforthe

ground statewavefunction and energy forhom ogeneous

arrays ofarbitrary length. Furtherm ore,e� ects due to

nonvanishing phase di� erence were relatively well de-

scribed and theHam iltonian ofan inhom ogeneouspum p

wasshown to berenorm alisable.Again,reliableeigenen-

ergiesand reasonableeigenfunctionswereobtained.Fur-

therim provem entsin theinhom ogeneouscasehavebeen

proposed and partially carried out,too.
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