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W e consider a one-din ensional Josephson junction array, in the regin e w here the jJunction charg-
ing energy ism uch greater than the charging energy of the superconducting islands. In this regim e
we critically reexam ine the continuum lim it description and establish the relationship between pa—
ram eters of the array and the ones ofthe resulting sineG ordon m odel. T he lJaterm odel is form ulated
in tem s of quasicharge. W e argue that despite argum ents to the contrary In the literature, such
quasicharge sine-G ordon description rem ains valid In the vicinity of the phase transition between
the Insulating and the superconducting phases. W e also discuss the e ects of random background
charges, which are always present in experin ental realizations of such arrays.

PACS numbers: 71.10Pm , 72.80.Sk

I. INTRODUCTION

T he standard description of Josephson junction ar-
rays is given by the theory by Bradly and D oniach
BD) 'E:]. T his theory predicts that a Josephson jinc—
tion array can eitherbe in superconducting or insulating
regin e, depending on the ratio of the Josephson to the
charging energy ofthe superconducting grains. Thetwo
phases are separated by the K osterlitz-T houless transi-
tion.

T he theory ofB radley and D oniach assum es that the
gate voltage applied to the arrays is equalto zero. T his
In plies that the electrostatic energy of the islands is
m Inin ized when their charge is equal to the integer
num ber of the elem entary charge of C ooper pair. M ore
recent work of G Jazm an and Larkin G L) ig:] dem on-—
strates that the gate voltage could be another im por-
tant param eter ofthe Josephson jinction arrays, astwo
additional phases of the array are possble when i is
varied.

The BD transition was recently ob;;erved In one di-
m ensional Josephson junction arrays [J]. H owever, the
results ofRef. '[_:1] show only qua]jtatjye agreem ent w ith
the theories of Refs. [i] and {@].

First of all, the BD theory com pltely neglects the
capacitance of the Josephson jinctions C as opposed
to the capacitance of the superconducting islands Cy .
GL does take nonzero C into account, but only as a
an all perturbation. In experim ent, however, C Co.
Not only does i m ean that the jinction capaciance
tem s are large, but it also lads to the long ranged
Coulom b interactionsbetw een grainswhich are faraway
from each other, which is som ething both BD and GL
neglect. As a result, the point in the param eter space
w here the transition happens is experin entally far from
the theoretical point predicted by the BD theory.

Tt is therefore of som e interest to develop a theory
of the Josephson junction arrays which would take the
condition C Co Into account. In fact, such theories
were already proposed in the context of both tunnel
Eﬂ] and Josephson E_S'] junction arrays. The main idea
of this approach is to concentrate on the dynam ics of
charge of the islands as opposed to their superconduct-
Ing phases. A s a starting point of the theory, one takes

the problem of single Josephson junction w ith nonzero
capacitance C treated in the full quantum m echanical
fashion. The solution of this problem is a Josephson
Junction describbed by is quasicharge f§]. For a system

of connected junctions this description in the continu-
ous lim i yields the sineG ordon Lagrangian describing
dynam ics of the quasicharge.

T he siheG ordonm odelin (1+ 1)-din ensions isone of
the best studied m odels of eld theory. Thism odelad—
m its a quantum phase transition: the excitation spec—
trum depends on the coupling constant and becom es
gapless when this constant exceeds a certain critical
valie. In the underlying Josephson array this transi-
tion corresponds to the superconductor-insulator tran—
sition predicted by BD .W e have to note, how ever, that
according to the opinion widely circulating in the lit—
erature the quasicharge sine-G ordon description of the
Josephson junction arrays loses itsvalidity at Jarge cou—
pling constants and therefore cannot ascertain the ex—
istence of the transition E].

In this paper we critically exam ine the conditions
of validity of the sineG ordon description of Joseph-
son junction arrays. W e conclude that the quasi-charge
sihe-G ordon description rem ains selfconsistent in the
region of large couplings. Hence one can use it to get
quantitative inform ation about the array even in the
vicinity of the transition.

W e have to em phasize that the BD theory also de—
scribbes the transition in tem s ofthe sine-G ordon equa—
tion. H owever, being w ritten in the lim i C Co, the
param eters of that equation are di erent from the one
extracted from the sineG ordon equation considered in
thispaper. W e conclude therefore that w hile the univer—
sality classofthe transition doesnot depend on w hether
C is Jarge or an all, the details of the description do de-
pend on it.

Secondly, contrary to Ref. [2:], the experim ents failed
to observe any additionalphases of the array due to the
change in gate voltage. M ost lkely, this is the result
of the presence of random background charges in the
realistic Josephson junction arrays, which lead to the
volage being random ized along the length of the array
ﬂj.]. An Im portant outstanding question is thus the ef-
fect the random chargesm ay have on the array and how
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their presence a ects the transition.

The problem of Jossphson junction arraysw ith ran—
dom background charges is equivalent to the problem
of random ly pinned charge density w aves E], which was
extensively studied in the literature. The best under—
stood case is that of classical pinned charge density
waves, which corresoonds to the array deeply in the
Insulating phase. In that regim e, the random back—
ground charges kad to the AC conductance ofthe array
g, i, 1)

)/ 151, @)

on the condition that the array length. ismuch longer
than the so-calld Larkin kngth L [[4]. Here !, is
the pinning frequency. A dditionally, for a special value

of the sineG ordon coupling parameter 2 = 4 (see

later in the text for a precise de_‘njtjon of ), theAC
conductance is known to go as fL31]:
() / Pm! @)

This can in principle be checked experin entally. In this
paper we discuss a relationship between ;1L, !, and
param eters of the junction array.

U nfortunately, at other values ofthe coupling param —
eter , the solution to the random background charge
problem is not known. Therefore, we are not able
at this tin e to discuss how the presence of the ran-
dom background charges a ects the superconductor—
nsulator transition.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows.
In the next chapter we derive the quasicharge sine-
Gordon equation. Then we discuss its applicability
and show that it can indeed describe the transition
superconductor-insulator transition. In the end we dis—
cuss how the random background charges a ect the
properties of the array.

II. DERIVATION OF THE M ODEL

Let us consider a one-dim ensional array of weakly
coupled Josephson junctions (seeFig. 1). A single junc—
tion is described by the H am iltonian

2
H = %%+%Ejoos() 3)
whereE = (zce>2 is the charging energy ofthe Jjinction,
E j isthe Josephson energy and  isthephasedi erence
on the junction.

W e work in the lin it E 4 E.. In this regin e, the
energy spectrum consists of narrow bands separated by
gaps (seeRef. EZJ:,:_&]) . The interband splitting frequency
is estin ated as

P
W =2 EEj; @)

W e shall restrict our consideration to the lowest band.
Therefore W w ill serve as the ultraviolet cut-o in our
e ective theory. The energy eigenvalues in the lowest
band are labelled by the quasicharge g:

E=Epx[l cos 9] ©)
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FIG.1l: An equivalent schem e of an elem entary cell of the
array. B Jack dots denote the superconducting islands.
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Ep = 16E B, (6)

T he junction array consists of jinctions separated by
superconducting islands. Follow ing E], we treat the ar-
ray in the adiabatic approxin ation, so that the n-th
Junction is characterized by a slow ly varying function
o (£). The characteristic frequencies are supposed to
be much sm aller than the interband splitting W . The
charge on the n-th jinction is 2e g . Since the to-
tal charge in the uni cell is zero, the charge on the
w ire connecting the two Junctionsis2e(q, G+1). The
Coulomb energy of the w ire is

(e)? X 2 (2e)®
E = — dx a
Coulomb = ¢, ) @ g+1) 2Co %

7
where a is the size of the island. T he Inductive energy
of the jinction is

1
E hductive = 3 @e)’Ld; ®)

n

where L is the inductance of the islands. The exper-
iments conducted in Ref. [14] indicate that real ar-

rays have a very considerable inductance (L ezh—éj )y
though is m icroscopic origin rem ains som ew hat ob-
scure.

Combined, Eqs.{-ﬁ,'_'“g) produce the Lagrangian de—
scribing the array,

2e)? 2e)? E

L= oax g 2 Erp wse g
2a 2Cy a

©)

By Introducing a new variable Q = 2 o= the latter
Lagrangian can be rewritten in the form of the sine-
G ordon m odel:

Z

1 m
L=hv! dx =-@7 5V§Qi — (1 cos Q)
(10)
where
2
E
m? = eZLb’ a1)
a
Ve = P——=7 12)



and
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where R, = h=4e? is the quantum of C ooper pair re—
sistance.

T he sine-G ordon equation C_l-(_i) goes through a quan-—
tum phase transition as 2 is tuned through 8 . Let
us estin ate whether this value of can realistically be
achieved. A ssum ing that the island has a form of a

in superconducting w ire we can use or its in pedance

L=C, the orm ula derived by Likharev [15]:

5 2 1=2

+7
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L=Co= — 14)

where isthe penetration depth, A is the cross-section
area ofthe wire, d is its thickness and D is the distance

from the gate. Taking into account that ho=e? 137
we get
2 43
g ° .t %)
2
1+ svo =9

W e seethat 2 can be driven through the transition by
changing which can be achieved by adding nonm ag-
netic in purities [14].

ITII. APPLICABILITY LIM ITS OF THE

SINE-GORDON M ODEL

Aswe have m entioned above, the sine-G ordon m odel
Eqg. l_lQ') is one of the best studied m odels of one-
din ensional eld theory. Its spectrum and behavior of
correlation functions dram atically depend on the value
of coupling constant 2, because ? controls the renor—
m alization group (RG) din ension of the cosine tem
in Eq. ClO) At 2 < 8 , the cosine tem is relevant,
all excitations have spect:nalgaps and the system is an
nsulator. At 2 < 4 the spectrum consists of electri-
cally charged solitons and antisolitons and their neutral
bound states, while at 8 > 2> 4 the bound states
disappear. At 2> 8 ,thecosihetem isirrelevant and
the spectrum becom es gapless. T his is a superconduct—
Ing regin e; In the absence of disorder it allow s ballistic
transport through the system .

Let us critically exam ine conditions of validity ofthe—
ory ClO) Tt isbased on the ollow Ing assum ptions:

T he ham onicity of the e ective potential. The
potential acquires cosine form (B) In the lm it
Eg E .. The presence of higher ham onics w ill
a ect the integrability of the sine-G ordon m odel,
but will not change the fact of the transition
since these ham onics w illbecom e irrelevant even
sooner than the prin ary one.

The abiabaticity. A 1l characteristic energies of
sihe-G ordon model (in particular, the spectral
gaps) must be much sn aller than the interband
splitting W ofEq. @).

T he continuous approxin ation. T he discrete ar-
ray is replaced by the continuous one. This ap-—
proxim ation requires that characteristic w ave vec—
tors are much snaller than 1=a and the energy
gaps aremuch snallerthan = hv.=a.

Absence ofdissipation. It is assum ed that islands
are superconducting and there are no nom al re—
sistors in the schem e.

W e assum e that all characteristic frequencies are
much an aller than the plasn a frequency in the
islands so that electric charge spreads instanta—
neously through the entire island.

Let us look closer at the requirem ent of adiabatic—
iy and validity of the continuous approxim ation. The
soectrum of the sine-G ordon m odel consists of particle
branches w ith the relativistic dispertion

2= v2k® + m3=h%; (16)
w here the spectrum oonsists of solitons s and antisoli-
tonsswithmgs = mgs =M and @t 2 < 4 ) their
bound states (poreathers) with spectralgaps

= 2M sin( J=2);

a7
The largest spectral gap is of order of M . The self-

consistency of the theory requires that its value must
not exceed the cuto . A ccording to ﬂ}@], we have

M 2 (=2) mi 1 =8 ) z &
— = P= 2 2 (18)
(1=2+ =2) 16 @+ 2=8)

T he ollow ing inequalities m ust be fiil lled:
M W 19)
Tnhequality M is equivalent either to

m ; Ep  1=°L 20)
atsamall 2 orto

m o ;i Ep  &=Cy @1)
at 2 8 . The validity of the continuous approxin a—
tion requires that W , that is

2
EE.; or 2 W C0=4e2 (22)

CoL
From the previous inequalities it follows that the
only oonthJon on the latter quantity is W Co=e?

Ej i expB E - —Ec]thch still leaves room oor 2

8

Iv. PHASE TRANSITION

A s we have m entioned above, one way to drive the
system through the transition is by changhg 2. Tn



fact, it isalso possble to change Ep orequivalently m o,
to go through the transition. This would correspond
to the experim ental set up B], where E 5 is lowered by
applying the extermalm agnetic eld to the jinctions in
the SQU ID geom etry, leading to the increase ofE, and
mo.
The Renom alization Group RG) ow diagram of
the sheGordon equation is shown on Fig. 2. If
2 < 8 , the sihe6Gordon equation is always in the
m assive regin e. T his corresponds to the insulating be-
haviorofthe array. H ow ever if 2> 8 ,two regin esare
possbl. For su ciently largem g, the behavior is still
m assive. Form  an aller than a certain critical value
me/ 2 8 ,theoos:inetemjnc_l-(j)beoomesjr—
relevant and can be neglected. T he sineG ordon equa-
tion becom esm asskess. T his corresponds to the part of
the diagram whose RG ow lihesend on them g = 0
axis. In this regin e the charge density w ave propagates
ballistically.

Mo
massive regime

>~

massless regime

B%-8m

FIG.2: TheRG ow diagram ofthe sineG ordon equation.
O ne can tune through the transition by either changing the
valuieof ormy.

O ne of the m ore experin entally relevant predictions
of the theory for the ballistic J:egm e ollow s from ne-
glcting the cosine term 1n Eq. (l() T hen the Joseph-—
son junction array can be described by the follow ing
very sin ple Lagrangian

Z
4 2 1 1

@3)

T his is none other than the so-ca]Jed Luttinger liquid

w ith the Luttinger param eter g =
tl8] that its conductance is given by

. It iswellknown

_ e 2 e’
€= % 977 n @4

As Islowered (orm g is Increased, according to F ig 2),
the conductance is decreased until it reaches its critical
valie @t 2= 8 ),

(2e)? 2

@5)

If isdecreased further, the array enters the regin e of
the C oulom b blockade and becom es an insulator.

V. RANDOM BACKGROUND CHARGES

In the presence of random background charges, the
charging energy of the superconducting islands Eq. Gj)
getsm odi ed,

e)?
Ecowlmb= aj - @& V «F; e
where V (x) is a tin e independent random function of
the coordinate x w ith short ranged correlations

hv ®)V ) i= Ve, & R Q7)

is convenient to shift the variabls gqx) ! qgx) +
Oxdy V (y) to nd the Pllowing Lagrangian for the
Josephson junction array,

Z
h 1, 5
dx —Q~ Qg

2 Ve

2
_ 2m §

fl1 cos(Q+ )g;

@8)
w here
Z

X

&)= 2 dy V ): @9)

0

Tt isclearthat (x) isaBrownianmotion; h 2 (x) i=
2 xVo. At distances of the order of1/ V,' the
phases of the cosine term In Eq. C28 beoome com —
plktely uncorrelated, so at length scale much bigger
than that we can consider cosf (x)g to be white noise
In space. 1 is the length at which the random back—
ground charge accum ulates to be of the order of the
C ooper pair charge.

Under these conditions, the problem de ned in
Eqg. CZS) becom es equivalent to the pinned charge den—
SJi:y wave problem studied in a num ber of publications
tlZ] A particularly wellunderstood regim e is that ofa
Coulomb blockade, 8 . There the sineG ordon La—
grangian Eqg. CZS) becom es purely classical, corresoond—
ng to the sineG ordon equation

2
m

v.'elo  welo —Csnfo+ g= 0: 30)

TfQ ¢ x) isa tin e ndependent solution to Eq. {_3-9'),then

the sm all oscillations around that solution are described

by

1 12 0;

vc@ Q+m cosfQo+ g Q = (31)

where Q isthe am plitude of the oscillations and ! is
their frequency.

Tt iswellknown in the literature {4, 10, 11] that this
problem possesses a fundam ental fnequency called the
pinning frequency !,. At ! !p, It is possble to
neglct the cosine term In Eq. Bl to nd that the os-
cillations Q are the plain waves w ith the wave vector
k and w ith the frequencies ! / vck.At! !pstheos
cillations are Iocalized in space, and their spacialextent
(Iocalization length) L is called the Larkin (or pinning)
length. The pinning frequency is known to scale w ith
mgo as

32)



w hile the Larkin length scales as

4
3

L= / my

1
T 33)

P

O n the condition that the Larkin length ism uch sn aller
than the total length of the array, the conductivity of
the array at a frequency ! much am aller than the pin-
ning frequency is given by

M)/ My )/ v g 34)
Here (1) / !* is the probability that there exists a
solution to Eq. CBl- at a frequency ! (or the density
of states ofEq. CB]:)) The ormula Eqg. (34.) aswellas
Eq. (33) could be checked experin entally.

Fhally, at a specialvalieof 2= 4 ,theEq. {_ié
be solved using a com pletely di erent technique [13], to
Jad to the AC conductivity Eq. ).
Atvaliesof otherthan * 8 or =4
problem de ned in Eq. (28) rem ains unsolved.

, the
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