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Connecting B erry’s phase and the pum ped charge in a C ooper pair pum p
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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. when E; . Ec .

It is also known

that Berry’s phase is related to the pum ped charge induced by the adiabatical variation of the
eigenstates. W e show explicitly that pum ped charge in Cooper pair pum p can be understood as

a partial derivative of Berry’s phase w ith respect to the phase di erence

across the array. The

phase uctuations always present in realexperin ents can also be taken into account, although only
approxin ately. T husthem easurem ent ofthe pum ped current gives reliable, yet indirect, Inform ation
on Berry’s phase. A s closing rem arks, we give the di erential relation between Berry’s phase and
the pum ped charge, and state that them athem atical resuls are valid for any observable expressible

as a partial derivative of the H am iltonian.

Josephson junction devices, eg. Cooper pair box,
superconducting single electron transistor (SSET)
and Cooper pair pump (CPP), have, besn ex-
tensively  studied, - both theoretjca]Jyﬂﬂﬂ'ﬂ’::‘f and
experin altaﬂylﬂ@'é"iq&g"lg For a recent review, see
Ref. :_lj ) Possbl applications inclide coherent Coeper
pair pum ping? with relgted deccherence studief? or
m etrological app]jcatjons,'i“g and the use of these devices
as supercondygting quantum bits (squbits) in quantum
com putation #2849 Tn this paper we cus on CPP whose
dealised tunnelling-charging Ham iltonian has been
studied in detail in Refs. 2)16,17. For closed loops in the
param eter space, we relate the pum ped charge to Berry’s
phase, a welkknown geom etrical phase attained by an
adisbatically, eyolzing eigenstate of a tin edependent
Ham itonian 132929 Some applications of geom etrical
Phases In m esoscopic systeam s, are discussed in Reﬁ.:_f),:_Zl:
and the references therein. W e illustrate the results
both for the SSET and a CPP, and consider the e ects
due to phase uctuations, present when experim entally
m easuring the pum ped current.

In a CPP the pum ping of C ooper pairs is induced by
cyclic variation of the gate voltages whilke the evolution
of the total phase di erence across the array, , is el
ther xed by idealbiasing or stochastically decoherent.
T heoretical predictions are based on the adiabatic evo-
lution ofthe eigenstates which splits the induced current
into two parts?2¢ The direct supercurrent, which ows
constantly and is proportionalto the -derivative of the
dynam ical phase of the eigenstate. T he other part, the
pum ped charge, is explicitly induced by the action of
pum ping and proportionalto the -derivative ofBerry’s
phase for closed loops. E xistence of such a relation was
already in plicitly stated in Ref.:_ﬁ. T he underlying rea—
son for these connections is thgt the supercurrent opera—
tor Is is an operator derivative?d of the fillH am iltonian
with respect to . This also in plies that all of the re—
sults obtained In this paper are valid for any observable
expressble as a partial derivative of the corresponding
Ham iltonian. However, In real applications it m ight be
reasonable to use the nonadjabatjca,]? attained geom et—
ricalphase stead of B erry’s phase

A schem atic view of a CPP is shown in FJg:}' We
assum e that the gate voltages Vg;; are independent and
extemally operated. The ideally operated bias volage
across the array, V, controls the total phase di erence,

, according to d =dt= 2eV=~, In the absence ofbias
voltage,,,. ram ains xed and becom es a good quantum
num ber?23 Conversely, the conjigate variabke M, the
average num ber of tunnelled C ooper pairs, becom es com -
plktely undeterm ned.
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FIG . 1l: An ideal superconducting array of Josephson junc-
tions (CPP).Here Cx and E i 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
in the absence of the extemalbias voltage V .

T he tunnelling-charging H am iltonian
H=Hc@+ Hy; @)

is assum ed to be the correct description of the m icro—
soopic system , neglecting quasiparticle tunnelling aswell
as other degrees of freedom . The charging Ham ilto—
nian H¢ () depends on the nom alised gate charges,
g = (@;:::;% 1), and the number of Cooper pairs
on each island, = = (ni1;:::;ny 1), according to
mHc @R = Ec® &) nmo. The function Ec (%)
gives the details of the charging energy, see eg. Ref. :_l-g: .
T he Josephson (tunnelling) H am itonian is given by

R
Hy= Egx cos( x); 2)

k=1
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where E ;s the Jossphson coupling energy of the Kk
Junction. T he average supercurrent operator can be w rit—
ten In the form

: 2e¥ B () 2e@H 5
= — x sin = ——
S N ~ . J;k k N @

w here the operator derivativé?s isde ned as

eH . H (O

e = ]Oj‘m — ¢ )
In the preferred representation, the param eter space isan
N -din ensionalm aniod RY 1 S!, where the elam ents
areofthe om p= (g )with 2 [0;2N ). ForN =
2, the system reduoes to a SSET whose Ham iltonian is
discussed in Ref. ,24 A sym ptotically exact ngenvectors
for strong Josephson coupling are given In Ref. .25

W e w ill study the adiabatic evolution of instantaneous

energy eigenstates n i, while changing the gate volages
along a closed path :t7T p) = @®; ©) wih
t2 D; 1. This induces a charge transfer Qior = Qs +
Qp, where the pum ped charge, Q,, depends only on the
chosen path, ,detem ined by the gating sequence, while
the charge transferred by the direct supercurrent, Q ¢,
also depends on the rate of operation ofthe gate volages,
ie. thevalueof .The totaLtJ;ansﬁrted charge, in unis
of 2e, for state jn i becom e8%%

I h i
Qtor = ~+2 Rem#Mymi : ®)
Here M = i@=Q is the operatog for average num ber

oftunnelled C ooper pairs, , = CE o (B)=~)dt is the
dynam icalphase and $m i isthe change n the elgenstate
jniduetoadi erentialchangedp= dg;d ). A change
d Inthephasedi erenceatp inducesno pum ped charge
aswe nddy = 2InHMmMmid = 0. In other
words, the bias voltage V induces no pum ped charge for

xed gate voltages.

The expression for Q ,is rather sim ilar to the corre—
sponding Berry’s phastdt9

I

m ()=1 Im@mi: 6)

Tt should be stressed that Egs. {5) and (é are we]lde—
ned also for open paths. The derwvative d in Eq. -(6)

is an exterdjor derivative so, for a closed path , -, wem ay

integrate B erry’s curvature over a tw o-surfacez’

A 25 e e s
W (=i S - TR
k=11=1 s Cx Cq

where the boundary of S isthepath 2¢
W e now construct an extended path for which Berry’s
phase is proportional to the charge pum ped along the
path . Let us de ne a class of closed paths f: g by
ot T pl) = G; ©+ "), wheret2 [0; ], s0

that ¢ = . The Inverse of a path is the sam e path
traversed In the opposite direction, which also holds for
paths w ith distinct end points. W e de ne an additional

class of paths £’ ;g accordingto ", :t 7 (@@ + t'),
where t2 [0;1]. T he extended path

4 ’ 1 ,1

ext = 0 p (0) ’ P (0) ®)

is also closed and spans a two-dim ensional integration

surface whose width in -direction is /' . By traversing
1

theboundary the contributions from ” ;, ) and ” ) nat-
urally cancel, and we nd
()= () (): ©)

Next we takethe Im i’ ! 0 and consider a strip of
In niesimnalwidth d between 4 and 4 asillustrated
in FJg-_ﬂ This means that n Eq. (j) we have etther

dg] L_]d¢
T

FIG.2: A closed path hasbeen attened, ie. the ends of
meet. The in nitesin al pieces of length d are identical,
but traversed in opposite directions. The two-din ensional
Integration surface S ;4 is spanned between orbits and
a . Berry’sphase corresponding to the boundary ofS ;4 is

identicalto Qo ()d ,with Q () de ned in Eq. (}_O_I).

dogx = d ordg = d asthe full length of Integration and
we can factord from the expression for Berry’s phase.
By rephrasing Q, in Eq. {_5) as

w I o P
Yo i @Qhm j@gm i @l'mj@]nld .
e eq eg @ X

Qp( 10)

k=1

we see that it is identical to Berry’s phase in Eq. ('j)
apart from the factor d .By taking the lim it from the
equivalent resultt Iim .y o ( ( ) (- ))=" ,we obtain the
rstmahn result

Qs+ Qp= @,=0 @n= 1)
T his clearly show s the connection betw een B erry’sphase
and the pum ped charge, which is com pltely analogous
w ith the connection between the dynam ical phase and
the accum ulated charge due to direct supercurrent.

W e now proceed in the opposite direction and consider
strips of nie width instead of n nitesim al ones. By
Integrating the pum ped charge w ith respect to  over
the set £ + g, we obtain the average pum ped charge per
Cyc;ler Q psaver @S

1 ) ’
Qpjave = — Qp( a = M:
0

1z)

T he graphical representation of this situation In a three—
jinction CPP and a SSET , are shown in Fig.d (I,II) and



FIG.3: 1) A progction ofpath in the (g1;%)plane. II) A
strip of nite width ’ based on the path . III) The uctua-
tionsof on a single pum ping cycle, ‘. IV ) Idealoperation of
gate voltages produces a strip bounded by the planes =
and = o+ ’.The same result is obtained approxin ately
afterm any cyclesw ith restricted, stochastic uctuationsof

>

FIG . 4: Pumping of Cooper pairs in SSET recuires also an
ideal controlof . The projction ofthe path onto g-space
is a line traversed back and forth.

In Fig. 4, respectively. T he cases are qualitatively di er—
ent, because there is only one gcoordinate in a SSET .

W enow w ish to relate the above results to actualm ea—
surem ents of Cooper pair pum ping. First, consider a
closed path corresponding to a  xed value of ; as in
Ref. :_2 . Under ideal operation of gate and bias voltages
we can change slightly between each cycle and obtain a
clean strip bounded by theplanes = gand = o+’
as shown in Fig.d (IV).Combined with Eq. (12) this
am ounts to an im portant resul for an idealCPP : The
m easured pum ped charge per cycle (le. Qpave) yields
direct Infom ation about di erences of B erry’s phases.

Obtaining the sam e inform ation in a real experin ent
is not so straightforward. Neither the phase di erence,

, nor the gate voltages are ideally controlled. Never—
theless, we try to partially circum vent these problem s
using reasonable approxin ations. F irst, we assum e that
the gate voltages are operated accurately enough, so that
the profctions onto g-space nearly coincide. A ddition-—
ally, uctuates stochastically, but these uctuationsare

restricted durjpg tin e intervals shorter than the decoher—
encetine, ¥ Fortimes larger than the uctuations
m ount up too large and the phase coherence of the sys—
tem is lost.

T he decoherence is induced by any interaction betw een
the quantum m echanicalsystem and the environm ent. In
a well prepared experin ent, eg.a CPP can be isolated
from its surroundings so that them ain contribution to
is given by the electrom agnetic environm ent in the vicin—
ity of the sam pl and the e ects due to nite tem pera-
ture, restricting the m easurem ents to subkelvin regim e.

T he decoherence tin e can be calculated theoretically
from the uctuation-dissipation {theorem as in Ref;_ b or
by looking at coherences, ie., 0 -diagonalelem entsofthe
density m atrix. The Ham iltonian in the presence of the
electrom agnetic environm ent reads

H=Hc @+ Hst Heny + Hints 13)
where H ony = F ; by + 1=2)~!; and b} and by are the
creation and annihilation operators of the bosopic envi-
ronm entalm ode j w ith energy ~! 5, respectjye]y.ﬂ Asan
exam ple, we consider a SSET but it should be stressed
that the result generalises for any num ber of jinctions.
W ewritethedensitymatrix X = ¥ %Y in thebasiscon—
sisting of two SSET charge states, £1n igt _, and envi-
ronm entalm odes £ K = (k;;k;;:::)ig. Then the Ham i~
tonian describing the,inferaction between SSET and the
environm ent becom e ¥4

r
X 7 ;

: 0
ﬂbj}§01;

Hie= 1 ~ly 14)
J

where Z 5 is the in pedance of the mode j and Rx =

h=e? ' 258k isthe resistance quantum .

The equation of motion or ¥ in the interaction pic-
ture is given by the Liouville equation, i~ (d ? K)=dt) =
H ine;1s ? (t)]. By solvingthedi erentialequation forthe
coherence m atrix elem ents and tracing out the environ—
mentalcon gurationsk we obtain the nalresult

ri2® = r120)exp [ 2ReJ B)]; 15)

which corresponds to the same tine scgle as given
by the uctuation-dissipation —6-theorem® Here J (t)
is the phasephase ocorrelation 'ﬁ_mctjon Jik) =
hf @ " ©0)]" O)iand 1= h?lR 2} In case of purely
resistive electrom agnetic environment, Re, Eg. {15)

yieds ’ [ ~=(6kgT)Rg=Re, where we have as-
sum ed nonzero tem perature and ky T t=~ 1. For re—
alistic m easurem ent param eters, eg. T = 10 mK and

R, = 10 ,onecbtansa rather ongtine ' 04 s.
Retuming to Berry’sphase, we assum e an nitialvalie
o and consider tim e Intervals shorterthan ,e ectively
restricting toa nierange[:; 2]3 (. Ifsu cintly
many (dentical) cycles of gate voltages are perform ed
during this tin e, the uctuations of yild a rehtively
thick mesh of trafctories within the strip. A though



the 'weights’ for di erent values of are uneven, we ap—
proxin ate the mesh wih a uniform distribution which
is a subset of the range [ 1; 2]. This oorrespondsto a
wellkde ned strip as in the idealcase ofEq. (12) and is
presented in Fjg.-'_3 (V). A cycl, Y, wih exaggerated

uctuations n  , is shown In Fig!3 (IID.Due to the
stochastic nature of the uctuations, i is In possible to
predict the correct range to be used. Nevertheless, for
periods that are short enough, the correspondence be-
tween Berry’s phase and the m easured pum ped charge
exists In the sense of Eq. ClZ If the end pojnts of the
fullpum ping cycle are su ciently close, Eq. Il]n isvald,
at least in the fram ew ork of the m odel.

dq pumfing
dq
C dp = ¢ Q
C O
Ym(C) equivalent Berry cycle

FIG.5: An in nitesinal cycle C corresponding to Berry’s
phase n (C) consists of our kegs. T he charge transfer Q , for
a xed is identical to Berry’s phase induced by traversing
the legs in the directions shown on the right-hand-side divided
by d . This path can not be continuously followed in the
param eter space.

Asa nalnote, we construct the di erential relation
between Berry’s phase and the pum ped charge. Let us

consider Berry’s phase , induced by an in nitesinal
closed cycle C at (g; ) wih sidesdgand d asshown by
the left-hand-side of Fig. 5. On the right-hand-side, the
pum ped charge due to dgm ultiplied by d , is ddenticalto
B erry’sphase induced by the discontinuouspath below it.
By follow ing any closed pum ping path  and integrating
the pum ped charge, we recover Eg. Clih If the path is
not a closed one, a nontrivial integration w ith respect to
rem ains, regardless of the w idth of the strip.

In conclusion, we have shown explicitly how the
pum ped charge in C ooper pairpum p can be understood
as a partial derivative of Berry’s phase w ith respect to
the phase di erence across the array. W e have only
used the fact that the supercurrent operator Ig is an
operator derivative of the full Ham iltonian. Thus these
results generalise for any observable w ith this property.
W e have also shown how one could cbtain inform ation
about Berry’s phase by m easuring the pum ped current
naCPP.
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