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W e study the equilibrium dynam ics ofthe relative phase in a superconducting Josephson link

taking into accountthequantum uctuationsoftheelectrom agnetic vacuum .The photonsactasa

superohm ic heatbath on the relative Cooperpairnum berand thus,indirectly,on the m acroscopic

phase di�erence �.Thisleadsto an enhancem entofthe m ean square h�
2
ithataddsto the spread

duetotheCoulom b interaction carried by thelongitudinalelectrom agnetic�eld.W ealsoincludethe

interaction with theelectronicdegreesoffreedom dueto quasiparticletunneling,which coupletothe

phase and only indirectly to the particle num ber.The sim ultaneousinclusion ofboth theradiation

�eld uctuationsand quasiparticle tunneling leadsto a noveltype ofparticle{bath Ham iltonian in

which thequantum particlecouplesthrough itsposition and m om entum to two independentbosonic

heat baths. W e study the interplay between the two m echanism s in the present context and �nd

interference contributions to the quantum uctuations ofthe phase. W e explore the observability

ofthe Q ED e�ectsdiscussed here.

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

A properunderstanding ofdecoherence asresulting from the dissipative e�ecton a quantum system ofa com plex

environm entisofparam ountim portance in diverse areasofm odern physicsand technology.The inuence ofm any

degrees offreedom on a given quantum variable has for long been considered a problem offundam entalinterest1,

partly because ofitsconnection to the polaron problem 2. However,itwasonly in the eightieswhen,because ofits

relevance to m acroscopic quantum tunneling and coherence3,4,the problem wasaddressed by a large com m unity of

physicists.Thelossofquantum wavecoherence-alsoreferred to asdecoherenceordephasing-appearsin awiderange

ofphysicalcontexts.Ithasbeen generally recognized thatdecoherenceactsm uch fasterthan energy dissipation,since

itonly requiresthe excitation ordestruction ofa single quantum ofthe therm aloscillatorbath,while m any quanta

arenecessary to changetheparticleenergy appreciably5,6,7.In thecontextofm esoscopicelectron system s,dephasing

isresponsibleforthedestruction ofthosequantum interferencee�ectswhich characterizetransportthrough ballistic

nanostructures or disordered m etals at low tem peratures. Particle-bath m odels have been used to address such a

problem 6,8.In disordered m etalsatsu�ciently low tem peratures,thedom inantm echanism responsibleforthelossof

phasecoherenceofelectronsneartheFerm isurfaceistheCoulom b interaction with identicalelectronsin them etal9.

The question ofwhetherornotthe electron dephasing tim e divergesatzero tem perature hasbeen the subjectofa

recentcontroversy10.

W e wish to em phasize here that,under the generic term decoherence or dephasing,one m ay be contem plating

physicalproblem sofwidely di�erentconceptualand technicalnaturewhich m ay yield di�erentanswersto apparently

sim ilarquestions.Forinstance,thegeneralquestion ‘doeszero-pointdecoherenceexist?’doesnotadm ita universally

valid response. The answerdependson the system underattention,the nature ofitssurrounding environm ent,the

propertiesofthe coupling,and the physicalrepresentation within which we fram e the question. The latter rem ark

refersto the im portance ofthe basissetin whose representation the reduced density m atrix ofthe quantum system

tendsto becom ediagonalasa resultofthe interaction with theenvironm ent.The choiceofrepresentation isrelated

in turn to the observable to be m easured,since the expectation value m ust be sensitive to the o�-diagonalterm s

ofthe density m atrix in the desired representation. As exam ples ofdistinct physicalproblem s having to do with

zero-pointuctuations,we m ay m ention the problem ofdecoherencefora quantum particle coupled to a dissipative

bath,which isqualitatively di�erentfrom thatposed by Ferm isurface electronsinteracting with otherelectronsin

a disordered m etal. An interm ediate classofproblem s is that ofconduction electrons interacting with an external

environm ent,which hasbeen shown to m odify som eFerm iliquid propertiessuch aspersistentcurrentsin m esoscopic

rings11. The m essage is that possible answersto questions having to do with the loss ofquantum wave coherence

m ustbe investigated case by case and cannotbe translated from one physicalcontextto anotherwithouta careful

scrutiny.

Thegeneralproblem ofdecoherenceisreceiving renewed attention dueto itscentralrolein thedesign ofquantum

inform ation processing system s.In thiscontext,itseem sthatallpotentialsourcesofdecoherencem ustbe explored.

Dueto itsubiquity,thequantum electrodynam ic(Q ED)�eld providesthem ostbasicdecoherencem echanism thata

charged particlem ay experience.Thepurposeofthispaperisto investigatetheroleofthequantum electrom agnetic

(EM ) �eld as a possible source ofdecoherence. Speci�cally,we aim at understanding the e�ect ofthe transverse
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com ponentoftheEM �eld.Itm ustbedistinguished from thelongitudinalcom ponent,which in theradiation gaugeis

originated by theelectrostaticCoulom b interaction am ong charged particles12.Thecom bined e�ectofthetransverse

and the longitudinal�eld in a m any-body contexthasbeen recognized to be responsible forlogarithm ic departures

from the Ferm iliquid picture in two-dim ensionalelectron system s13 and for the reduction ofpersistentcurrentsin

m esoscopic rings14. In the contextofparticle-bath problem s,itisfairto say howeverthat,despite itsfundam ental

character,the Q ED �eld has been little explored as a dissipative environm ent that m ay disturb electrons and,in

general,charged particles. From the quantum dissipation viewpoint,Q uantum Electrodynam ics posesat leasttwo

new problem s.First,in vacuum itisa superohm icenvironm ent15,16 and,assuch,ithasbeen m uch lessstudied than

its ohm ic counterparts. Second,it has no intrinsic upper cuto�. Thus,when needed,appropriate cuto�s m ust be

introduced on the basisofsound physicalargum ents.

Som e studiescan be found in the literature dealing with the coherence propertiesoffree charged particlesin the

presenceofthebackground radiation �eld15,17,18,19.Tounderstand in greaterdepth thee�ectofthetransversephoton

�eld asa source ofdissipation,we choose asourcase study a system which isotherwise quite wellunderstood: the

phase-num bervariable ofa Josephson link connecting two superconductors. Typically,such a weak link isachieved

with a tunneling barrier or a point contact. The problem which we wish to address here m ay be viewed as the

m acroscopic quantum -m echanicalversion ofthe Lam b shift problem ,since we aim at calculating the e�ect ofthe

uctuationsofthe transversephoton �eld on an otherwise conservative quantum -m echanicalproblem . In particular

we willfocuson the calculation ofthe uncertainty �� � h�2i� h�i2,where � isthe relative phase between the two

superconductors.W ewillfocuson theequilibrium dynam ics,forwhich h�i= 0,and on theharm oniclim ith�2i� 1.

Thee�ectofthetransverseEM �eld on h�2ican bepotentially detected,forinstance,asa Debye-W allerreduction of

theJosephson criticalcurrentorasan intrinsicsourceofuncertainty in the�nem easurem entoftiny m agnetic�elds.

Thispaperbuildson aprelim inary study presented in Ref.16,whereitwasshown that,in theabsenceofaJosephson

coupling,recurrentdynam icsalternating between quantum collapsesand revivalsisrobustagainstuctuationsofthe

Q ED �eld20.Such collapsesand revivalswerelaterpredicted21 and observed22 in atom icBose-Einstein condensates.

However,a num ber oftheoreticalquestions,including the role ofthe upper frequency cuto�,were left unexplored.

In the presentwork,wealso investigatethe e�ectofquasiparticles,which causeuctuationsofthe longitudinal�eld

and which we approxim ate by e�ective oscillators,adapting the work ofRef.23 to a Ham iltonian description. W hen

com puting the com bined e�ect ofboth the Q ED and quasiparticle �elds,we �nd that,in the denom inators ofthe

spectralweightcontributing to h�2i,there areterm swhich arecaused by the interferencebetween the two baths.

In Ref.24 currentand voltageuctuationsin tunneljunctionswerestudied.Therespecialattention waspaid to the

biased case and to the e�ectofuctuationson the I� V characteristics. Here we have focussed on the calculation

ofthe equilibrium values ofh�2i and hN 2i and have used a consistent particle-bath approach. M oreover,we have

attem pted to clearly separatethetransverseand longitudinalelectrom agnetic�eldsand havem odelled quasiparticles

with e�ective oscillatorbaths. O urwork presentsa com pactand som ewhatinvolved treatm entofthe e�ect ofthe

photon and quasiparticle�eldson thephaseofasuperconductingweaklink.Fortunately,som easpectsofthiscom plex

problem m ay be understood in sim plerterm sforsom eparticularcases.Thisobservation m otivatessection II,which

isdevoted to providea largely self-contained preview ofsom eoftheresultsto bederived m orerigorously later.That

discussion isinspired to som eextentin sim pli�ed derivationsoftheatom icLam b shift(seee.g.Ref.25).Starting from

the classicalLangevin equation satis�ed by �,the EM �eld is introduced by invoking gauge invariance argum ents.

In thesim plestcases,weareableto derivefourth-orderdi�erentialequationswhich,in theabsenceofquasiparticles,

reduceto Abraham -Lorentzequationsforboth N and �.W e argueconclusively thatthe coupling to the EM �eld is

essentially thatofa uctuating dipole.

Section IIIdealsin detailwith the coupling ofthe m acroscopicsuperconducting phase to the Q ED �eld,which is

obtained invoking gauge invariance and introducing appropriate canonicaltransform ations. The num berand phase

autocorrelationfunctionsarecalculated.Thisperm itstocom putetheQ ED correction tothelongitudinal�eld result26

forh�2iin term softhejunction aspectratio and the�ne structure constant.In section IV,westudy thecoupling to

the quasiparticle bath,i.e. to the m any-body uctuationsofthe longitudinal�eld. W e adaptthe work ofRef.23 to

a Ham iltonian language where the dynam icsisinvestigated through the Heisenberg equationsofm otion. Section V

addressesthe m ostcom plex issue,nam ely,the com bined e�ectofthe photon and quasiparticle �elds.There we face

a fundam entalproblem in quantum dissipation thathasso farreceived little attention: the behaviorofa quantum

particleinteracting with two di�erentbathsthrough itsposition and m om entum 27.Finally,section VIisdevoted to

a concluding discussion.

II. G EN ER A L R EM A R K S O N T H E EQ U A T IO N S O F M O T IO N

The standard way to describe the dynam ics ofthe m acroscopic phase in Josephson links is the resistively and

capacitively shunted junction (RCSJ)m odel26,28,29,30,which contem platesan idealJosephson junction shunted by a
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resistorand a capacitor.The resistorm odelsthe dissipative e�ectofincoherentquasiparticle tunneling through the

junction,whilethe capacitoraccountsforthe charging energy,which playsthe roleofa kinetic energy forthe phase.

In the absenceofdriving currents,the RSCJ m odelreads

_N (t) = �
E J

�h
sin�(t)�

�h

4e2R
_�(t)+

1

2e
I(t) (2.1)

_�(t) =
E C

�h
N (t); (2.2)

whereN ,thenum beroftransferred Cooperpairsacrossthejunction,iscanonically conjugateto therelativephase�.

W e haveintroduced the notation E J � �hIc=2e and E C � 4e2=C forthe Josephson coupling energy and the charging

energy respectively (Ic and C arethecriticalcurrentand thecapacitanceofthejunction).I(t)isa stochasticprocess

with zero m ean.Athigh tem peraturesitisrelated to the resistanceby Einstein’srelation hI(t)I(0)i= 2kB T�(t)=R,

where R is the resistance ofthe junction in the norm alstate. Eq.(2.2) is recognized as the ac Josephson relation

written in term softhe relative Cooperpairnum ber,which generatesa chem icalpotentialdi�erence � through the

interaction energy E C = @�=@N .

The e�ect ofthe EM vacuum uctuations m ay be introduced through the following argum entation: W ritten in

languageofthe Coulom b gauge(asisstandard in these physicalcontexts28,29),Eqs.(2.1)and (2.2)relatethe phase

to gauge invariant quantities. M ore speci�cally,they include the e�ect ofthe longitudinalelectric �eld,which in

its sim plest form yields a circulation
R2
1
E k � dr = 2eN =C . Therefore,we are entitled to replace the phase in (2.2)

by its gauge invariantexpression � = �1 � �2 + (2e=�hc)
R2
1
dr� A (r),where 1 and 2 are points deep enough in the

bulk ofsuperconductors1 (left)and 2 (right).Theresulting equation isagain interpreted in the particularlanguage

ofthe transverse gauge,in which the vectorpotentialischaracteristically related to the transverse electric �eld via

cE ? = � _A . Thisallowsusto write Eq.(2.2)in a form which treatsthe transverse and longitudinalelectronic �eld

on the sam efooting:

_� =
2e

�h

�Z 2

1

E k � dr+

Z 2

1

E ? � dr

�

: (2.3)

Thusone m ay view the transverseEM m odesasthe cause ofadditionalvoltageuctuationsV (t)=
R2
1
E ? � dr with

zero m ean hV (t)i = 0. This interpretation is physically appealing but stillinsu�cient to understand in depth the

detailed natureofthe e�ectofE ? on �.

Foronething,wem ay wonderwhethertheuctuating transversevoltagem ay generatea \slow"contribution to the

r.h.s.of(2.2)which would relate to the \fast" partthrough an appropriate expression ofthe uctuation-dissipation

theorem .Thiswould be analogousto the already noted relation between the second and third term son the r.h.s.of

Eq.(2.1).In thisregard we note thatthe slow term proportionalto _� in (2.1)isbutthe M arkovian lim itofa m ore

generalretarded expression31,

Z t

� 1

�qp(t� t
0)_�(t0)dt0� ! (�h=4e2R)_�(t): (2.4)

Clearly,the uctuating currentI(t) playsa role for � analogousto that which the uctuating transverse potential

V (t)representsforN .Thisobservation suggeststhatN and � satisfy form ally sim ilarretarded equationsofm otion,

which m ustbe the form

_N (t) = �
E J

�h
sin�(t)�

Z t

� 1

�qp(t� t
0)_�(t0)dt0+

1

2e
I(t) (2.5)

_�(t) =
E C

�h
N (t)+

Z t

� 1

�EM (t� t
0) _N (t0)dt0+

2e

�h
V (t): (2.6)

A rigorousderivation and ultim ate justi�cation ofthisresultispossible afterthe analysisgiven in Secs.III,IV,and

V,where particle-bath couplingsare derived which yield Eqs.(2.5)and (2.6)asthe Heisenberg equationsofm otion

for N and �. The dissipation kernels �EM (t) and �qp(t) are given in term s ofthe spectralfunctions JEM (!) and

Jqp(!),respectively,through the relations

�EM (t)=

Z 1

0

JEM (!)cos(!t)dln(!) (2.7)

�qp(t)=

Z 1

0

Jqp(!)cos(!t)dln(!): (2.8)
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Thecurrentand voltageuctuationsarerelated tothespectralfunctionsthrough theuctuation-dissipation theorem ,

hV (t)V (0)i =
�h
2

8e2

Z 1

� 1

JEM (!)
exp(i!t)

1� exp(� �h�!)
d! (2.9)

hI(t)I(0)i = 2e2
Z 1

� 1

Jqp(!)
exp(i!t)

1� exp(� �h�!)
d! : (2.10)

Asexpressed in Eqs.(2.5)and (2.6),thesym m etry between � and I(t)on theonehand and N and V (t)on theother

hand,ism ostevident.Both stochastic\sources" obey two independentuctuation{dissipation theorem s.Thestudy

ofthistypeof\m ixed" dissipation hasbeen pioneered by Leggett27 forquantum system s.Dissipation dueto coupling

to them om entum variablehasbeen addressed foran ohm icbath in Ref.32.Theform alsym m etry between � and N

isbroken notonly by the di�erentpotentialterm s,already presentin Eqs.(2.5)and (2.6),butalso by the di�erent

form ofthe spectralfunctionsJEM (!)and Jqp(!)describing the noise.Jqp(!)isusually taken to be ohm ic
26,31

Jqp(!)=
�h!

2�e2R
; (2.11)

which through Eq. (2.4)m akesEq.(2.5)becom e Eq.(2.1). Italso guaranteesthatEq. (2.10)achievesthe correct

high tem perature lim itin the form ofthe Einstein relation m entioned above.By contrast,we expectthat,in three-

dim ensionalfree space,the spectralfunction ofthe electrom agnetic �eld is cubic. Actually,a detailed calculation

perform ed in Sec.IIIyields

JEM (!)=
8d2�!3

3�c2
; (2.12)

whered isthedistancebetween thetwo electroniccloudsand � ’ 1=137 isthe�nestructureconstant.M oreover,the

spectralfunction JEM (!)has to be regularized by an upper cuto� frequency !c which is the inverse response tim e

ofthe electrom agnetic �eld. This pointis discussed in detailin Sec.III,where the cuto� frequency isshown to be

determ ined by thesurfacearea oftheelectrodes.Typicalvaluesforthediam eteroftheelectrodesofJosephson point

contactsare about100 nm . Thistranslatesto a frequency of!c ’ 2� � 1018 Hz which ishigherthan typicalvalues

ofthe Josephson plasm on frequency !JP =
p
E JE C =

p
2eIc=�hC � 2� � 1010 Hzby severalordersofm agnitude.

Being the cuto� frequency high,wem ay approxim ateEq.(2.6)by a form which islocalin tim e:

_�(t)=
E C

�h
N (t)+

8�d2!c

3�c2
�N (t)�

4�d2

3c2

� � �

N (t)+
2e

�h
V (t) : (2.13)

Elim inating � in favorofN and viceversa,Eqs.(2.1)and (2.13)becom etwo decoupled fourth-orderdi�erentialequa-

tionswhose inhom ogeneous,fastuctuating partsare howeverrelated to each other.Speci�cally,ifwe approxim ate

sin� ’ �,weobtain

�
�h�d2

3e2Rc2

� � � �

N (t)�
4�d2

3c2

�
E J

�h
�

�h!c

2�e2R

�
� � �

N (t)+

�

1+
8�d2E J!c

3��hc2

�

�N (t)+
1

RC
_N (t)+ !

2
JPN (t)=

1

2e
_I(t)�

2eE J

�h
2
V (t)�

1

2eR
_V (t); (2.14)

�
�h�d2

3e2Rc2

� � � �

� (t)�
4�d2

3c2

�
E J

�h
�

�h!c

2�e2R

�
� � �

� (t)+

�

1+
8�d2E J!c

3��hc2

�

��(t)+
1

RC
_�(t)+ !

2
JP�(t)=

E C

2e�h
I(t)+

8�d2!c

3�c2
�I(t)�

2�d2

3ec2

� � �

I (t)+
2e

�h
_V (t): (2.15)

HerewestressthatI(t)and V (t)aretwouncorrelated stochasticprocesses.Nevertheless,theirsim ultaneouscoupling

to thejunction generatesinterferenceterm s.Them ostobvioussignatureofsuch interferenceisthefourth ordertim e

derivative in Eqs.(2.14)and (2.15),since thatterm vanisheswheneverany ofthe two coupling constantsR � 1 or�

vanishes.

W e observe thatthe lefthand sidesofEqs. (2.14)and (2.15)are identicalexceptforan interchange ofN and �.

Thism eansthatthestochasticdi�erentialequationssatis�ed by N and � only di�erin thefastuctuating part.The

structureofEqs.(2.14)and (2.15)suggeststhe introduction ofa generalized \response" function

�
� 1(!)= !

2
JP � !

2 +
E J

�h

�
i�

2
�
!c

!

�

JEM (!)+
E C

�h

i�

2
Jqp(!)+

i�

2
Jqp(!)JEM (!)

�
i�

2
�
!c

!

�

: (2.16)
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A m ore generalform ofthe response function (2.16),valid forarbitrary spectraldensities,willbe given in Sec.V B.

In Fourierspace,Eqs.(2.14)and (2.15)read

N (!) = �(!)

�
i!

2e
I(!)�

2e

�h

�
E J

�h
+
i�

2
J(!)

�

V (!)

�

(2.17)

�(!) = �(!)

�
i!2e

�h
V (!)+

�
E C

�h
+
i�

2
J(!)�

!c

!
J(!)

�
1

2e
I(!)

�

: (2.18)

Ultim ately weareinterested in autocorrelation functionsofthe form

h�(t)�(t0)i=
1

2�

Z

hj�(!)j2iei!(t� t
0
)d! ; (2.19)

whereinterferenceterm sm ustclearly play a role.

Q ED e�ects can be studied m ore clearly in Eqs.(2.14) and (2.15) if one neglects the e�ect of the electronic

environm ent,i.e.ifoneelim inatesin Eqs.(2.14)and (2.15)allterm sdepending on R � 1 orI(t).O neobtains

�
4E J�d

2

3c2�h

� � �

N (t)+

�

1+
8�d2E J!c

3��hc2

�

�N (t)+ !
2
JPN (t) = �

2eE J

�h
2
V (t) (2.20)

�
4E J�d

2

3c2�h

� � �

� +

�

1+
8�d2E J!c

2��hc2

�

��(t)+ !
2
JP�(t) =

2e

�h
_V (t); (2.21)

which areequationsofthe Abraham {Lorentztype12.The factthatthe EM �eld couplesto the particle num berand

not (directly) to the phase is reected in the di�erent r.h.s. ofEqs. (2.20) and (2.21),which are proportionalto

V (t)and _V (t),respectively.Thism eansthat,although theirslow partsobey identicalequations,� and N experience

di�erentuctuationsterm sand thuspossessdi�erentpowerspectra.Close inspection revealsthat(2.20)and (2.21)

aretheclassicalequationsofm otion fora dipolein a harm onicpotentialinteracting with itsown radiation.Indeed it

could havebeen anticipated thattheequation ofm otion forN should bethatofa radiating dipole,sincetherelative

particle num berN couplesto the EM vacuum through the electric dipole which itgenerates,P = 2eN d. In e�ect,

neglecting the uctuating term aswellasthe m assrenorm alization term s,Eq.(2.20)can be written as

�P (t)+ !
2
JPP (t)� �

� � �

P (t)= 0 ; (2.22)

with � = 4EJ�d
2=3�hc2. Fora radiating harm onic dipole ofcharge e and m assm the characteristic tim e � isgiven

by12 � = 2e2=3m c3.W e conclude thatthe equation ofm otion forN isthatofa radiating dipole with e�ective m ass

m = �h
2
=3E Jd

2.

III. C O U P LIN G T O T H E ELEC T R O M A G N ET IC EN V IR O N M EN T

A generaldescription ofthe electrodynam icsin a Josephson junction with electrodesin the x � y plane is given

by a two dim ensionalsine{G ordon Ham iltonian fortheposition dependentphase28 �(x;y).Thecharacteristiclength

scaleofthetheory istheJosephson penetration depth �J.A sm allJosephson junction ischaracterized by an area A

ofthe electrodeswhich ism uch sm allerthan �J. In thislim itspatialvariationsofthe phase in the x � y plane are

energetically highly unfavorable. They are suppressed like �
p
A=�J. Then,the sine-G ordon m odelreducesto the

Ham iltonian ofa pendulum ,�rstdiscussed by Anderson33

H 0 = E J (1� cos�)+
E C

2
N

2 + H EM : (3.1)

The phase di�erence across the junction and the num ber of transferred Cooper pairs are canonicalconjugates:

[�;N ]� = i. As indicated in Sec.II, we introduce the coupling to the electrom agnetic environm ent replacing �

by its gauge-invariantexpression � = �1 � �2 + �12,where �12 � (2e=�hc)
R2
1
dr� A (r). The line integralconnects

two points1 and 2 lying deep enough in the leftand rightsuperconductor,where phase uctuationsare com pletely

suppressed.Thatm eans,itextendsovera m inim allength of2�L ,where�L isthepenetration depth ofthem agnetic

�eld. In dissipative quantum system s one usually assum es the inuence ofthe system onto the bath to be sm all.

Howeverin ourcase the system ism ade by superconductorswhich ofcourse alterdrastically the low frequency be-

havioroftheelectrom agneticvacuum .Thescreening oftheEM �eld outofthe superconductorshould betaken into
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accountby an appropriatechoiceofthe wavefunctionsA k�(r)ofthe norm alm odesk� in term sofwhich the vector

potentialA (r)isexpanded.These m ustbe the m odeswhich diagonalisethe EM Ham iltonian.Then wecan write

A (r) =
X

k�

�
2��hc2

!k

� 1=2

~"� (A k�(r)ak� + H:c:) ;

H EM =
X

k�

�h!ka
y

k�
ak� : (3.2)

Theinuenceofthesuperconductoron theEM �eld isencoded in thesetoforthonorm alfunctionsA k�(r).They are

solutionsofa Helm holtzequation with boundary conditionsim posed by thegeom etry ofthejunction and thenature

ofthe superconducting state.H EM isexpressed in itsusualform .Itisalso convenientto expand

�12 =
X

k�

�
8�e2

�h!k

� 1=2 �

�k�ak� + ��
k�a

y

k�

�

;

�k� =

Z 2

1

A k�(r)~"� � dr (3.3)

Shifting � by � �12 via a unitary transform ation H ! U � 1H U with U = exp(iN �12)oneobtains

H = H 0 � N
X

k�

(8�e2�h!k)
1=2

�

i�k�ak� � i��
k�a

y

k�

�

+ 8�e2N 2
X

k�

j�k�j
2
: (3.4)

Ifthe superconductorsare equalon both sidesone hasa reection sym m etry with respectto the x � y plane. This

sym m etry and the trivialobservation that�12 = � �21 are su�cientto conclude thatall� k� are antisym m etric in

z2 � z1 and purely real.Thisallowsusto furthersim plify Eq.(3.4).Finally,with ak� ! iak� wearriveat

H = E J (1� cos�)+

 

E C

2
+
X

k�

�2
k�

�h!k

!

N
2 + N

X

k�

�k�

�

ak� + a
y

k�

�

+
X

k�

�h!ka
y

k�
ak� ; (3.5)

where �k� � (8�e2�h!k)
1=2�k�. The Ham iltonian (3.5) is ofthe Caldeira{Leggett type with a periodic potential.

However,there isa subtle butim portantdi�erence. If,asisstandard,we interpret� asthe position operatorand

N asthe m om entum ,then wem ustconcludethatthe EM �eld couplesto the m om entum operatorinstead ofto the

position.Thistype ofcoupling isoften referred to asanom alouscoupling27,32.

A . Q ED spectraldensity

In orderto obtain the spectraldensity JEM (!),de�ned as

JEM (!)� (2=�h
2
)
X

k�

�
2
k��(! � !k) (3.6)

one m ustin principle solve forthe norm alm odes A k�(r),which are the solutionsofa com plicated boundary value

problem .Forsim plicity,weapproxim atetheEM norm alm odesasthoseoffreespacewith appropriatecuto�swhich

accountforthe realgeom etry.W e expectthisto be a good approxim ation forpoint-contactJosephson linkswhile it

willprovideonly a qualitativedescription in thecaseofparallelplatesseparated by a dielectric.To obtain JEM (!)we

substitutethesum by an integral,
P

k�
� ! (V=8�3)

P

�

R
k2dk d(cos�k)d�k and takeadvantageofthetransversality

ofthe electrom agnetic �eld ~"� � ek = 0. W e choose ~"1 = e� and ~"2 = e�. W ith e� � ez = 0;e� � ez = � sin�k and

ek � ez = cos�k wearriveat

JEM (!) =
�

�2
!

Z 1

0

dy

�
1

y2
� 1

�

sin2
�
!d

c
y

�

=
�!

�2

�
!d

c
Si

�
2!d

c

�

� sin2
�
2!d

c

�
c

4!d
sin

�
2!d

c

�

�
1

2

�

: (3.7)
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JEM (!)hasthe cubicinfrared behaviorpredicted by theelectricdipoleapproxim ation
16.In the ultravioletregim eit

divergesquadratically.Speci�cally,wehave

JEM (!) =
8�d2

3�c2
!
3 for

!d

c
� 1 ;

JEM (!) =
2�d

c
!
2 for

!d

c
� 1 : (3.8)

Despitebeing a sum ofoscillating functions,J(!)ism onotonically increasing.Thecrossoverfrom cubicto quadratic

behaviortakesplace on the scale ofc=d. Finally,asalready m entioned above,the reduction ofthe two dim ensional

sine{G ordon m odelto Eq.(3.1)requiresa constantA k. Thisistaken into accountby an ultravioletcuto� function

g(!=!c).Any function g with g(0)= 1 whosem odulusvanishesatin�nity fasterthan any power-law decay servesas

a cuto� function. O ne can choose also an algebraic cuto� function provided thatlim !! 1 JEM (!)= 0. W e take the

cuto� frequency !c = c=
p
A,where A isthe surface ofthe electrodes. Forpointcontactstructuresone usually has

p
A >
� d. Therefore,in orderto obtain rough quantitative estim atesone m ay use the sim ple form ofJEM (!)in the

infrared lim itgiven in Eq.(3.8)m ultiplied by the cuto� function.W e expressalllengthsofthe structure relativeto

the cuto� frequency !c � c=
p
A. This leadsto the introduction ofthe aspectratio f = d=

p
A. In a point-contact

experim ent,weusually havef <� 1.Now the spectraldensity reads

JEM (!)= 
!3

!2c
g

�
!

!c

�

; (3.9)

wherethe dim ensionlesscoupling constant

 �
8�f2

3�
(3.10)

hasbeen introduced,which hereafterwillbe treated asindependentofthe cuto�. Eq.(3.9)isthe spectralfunction

wewillusein therem ainderofthiswork.Strictly speaking thecuto� !c = c=
p
A only appliesto kk.In thedirection

perpendiculartothejunction thecuto� length ism uch sm allerand oftheorderoftheThom as{Ferm iscreeninglength

�T F ’ 10�A.However,sincetheperpendicularcom ponentofthem odewavevectordoesnotcoupleto�,wem ay assign

to
R
dkz the cuto� which we wish.In particular,wechoosean isotropiccuto� forconvenience.

B . Equilibrium correlation functions

The Ham iltonian (3.5) is stilldi�cult to handle due to the nonlinearity ofthe cos� term . It has been studied

extensively in itsdi�erentaspectsand with a variety ofdi�erentm ethods34.In ourpresentstudy weareinterested in

theequilibrium dynam icswhen kB T;E C � E J.Then h�
2i� 1 and wecan reasonably approxim ate1� cos� ’ �2=2.

The problem reducesto Ullersm asm odelfor a dam ped harm onic oscillator35,36. For therm alinitialconditions the

sym m etrized autocorrelation function ofthe particle num berC
(+ )

N N
(t)= 1

2
h[N (t)N (0)]+ iand ofthe phase di�erence

C
(+ )

��
(t)= 1

2
h[�(t)�(0)]+ ican be expressed in term softhe susceptibility

31 �(!)= �0+ i�00.

C
(+ )

N N
(t) =

E J

2��h

Z 1

� 1

�
00(!)cos(!t)coth

�
�h�!

2

�

d!

C
(+ )

��
(t) =

�h

2�EJ

Z 1

� 1

!
2
�
00(!)cos(!t)coth

�
�h�!

2

�

d!

�
� 1(!) � !

2
JP � !

2
� (EJ=�h)eJEM (!); (3.11)

In the lastline ofEq.(3.11)we haveintroduced the function

ef(!) � !
2

Z 1

0

d!0
f(!0)

!0
�
!0

2
� !2 � i0+

�

� !
2
P

Z 1

0

f(!0)

!0
�
!0

2
� !2

�d!0+ i
�

2
f(j!j); (3.12)

which is de�ned forany su�ciently wellbehaved function f(!). W e note that ef(!)is alwayssym m etric,although

f(!)isnotnecessarily so.O necan consider ef(!)asa kind ofsym m etrized Riem ann transform off(!).
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To evaluatethe quantitiesin Eq.(3.11)weem ploy the cubicspectraldensity given in Eq.(3.9),which scaleswith

!� 2c . Thisproperty guarantees�nite resultsin the M arkovian lim it!c ! 1 . By de�nition,the cuto� frequency is

m uch largerthan E J and the Josephson{plasm on frequency !JP. Then,to leading orderin !� 1c the contribution of

the principalvalue isjustN c!c,where N c �
R1
0

g(x)dx. Below we take g(x)= �(1� x),which im pliesN c = 1.At

zero tem perature,the integralsin Eq.(3.11)can be expressed in term softhe rootsofthe equation

� i!
3
�

�
2�h!2c

�EJ
+
2!c

�

�

!
2 +

2�h

�EJ
!
2
c!

2
JP = 0 : (3.13)

The polynom ialhasonepurely im aginary rooti� and a pairofrootsiz;iz�.W e obtain

C
(+ )

N N
(0) =

1

�2

!2c

(� � z)(� � z�)

�

Re

�

ln
!2c + z2

z2
� ln

!2c + �2

�2

�

�
Re(z� �)

Im (z)
Im

�

ln
!2c + z2

z2

��

(3.14)

C
(+ )

��
(0) =

�h
2

�2E 2
J


!2c

(� � z)(� � z�)

�

Re

�

�
2 ln

!2c + �2

�2
� z

2 ln
!2c + z2

z2

�

�
Re(z� �)

Im (z)
Im

�

z
2 ln

!2c + z2

z2

��

:(3.15)

O necalculatesthe param eters� and z = z1 + iz2 perturbatively in powersofE J=!c and !JP=!c.

� =
2�h

�EJ
!
2
c +

2

�
!c +

�EJ!
2
JP

2�h

1

!2c
+ O

�
!
� 3
c

�

z1 = �
�EJ!

2
JP

4�h

1

!2c
+ O

�
!
� 3
c

�
(3.16)

z2 = !JP �
E J!JP

2�h

1

!c
+
3E 2

J
2!JP

8�h
2

1

!2c
+ O

�
!
� 3
c

�
:

The Josephson plasm on frequency acquiresan im aginary part(z1)only to second orderin !� 1c .O n the otherhand,

z2 = � Re(iz)decreasesby an am ountEJ!JPN c=2�h!c,which m ay be viewed asa m acroscopic Lam b shift. Unlike

in the ohm ic case,a crossover to overdam ped oscillations is not possible if!c rem ains large enough. Expanding

Eq.(3.15)in powersof!� 1c oneobtains

h�
2
i =

1

2

r
E C

E J

�

1+
E J

2�h!JP
+

�
E J

�h!JP
+
3

2

�
E J

�h!c
+ O

�
!
� 2
c

�
�

hN
2
i =

1

2

r
E J

E C

�

1�
E J

2�h!c
+ O

�
!
� 2
c

�
�

: (3.17)

In thelim it ! 0thesusceptibility oftheunperturbed harm onicoscillatorisrecovered and weobtain thewell-known

resultsforhN 2iand h�2i.Thesign ofthecorrection reectsthattheQ ED �eld tendsto m easureN and theexpense

ofincreasing the uncertainty in �.

For �nite tem peratures it is convenientto introduce an algebraic cuto� function. W e choose g(x)= (1+ x4)� 1.

W ith thischoicethenum berofzerosof�� 1(!)is�niteand wearein aposition toevaluateboth integralsin Eq.(3.11)

exactly.W e obtain the following low tem peraturedependence.

hN
2
i = hN

2
iT = 0 +

�4

30

E J

�h
4
E C !

2
JP
!2c

(kB T)
4 + O (T 6)

h�
2
i = h�

2
iT = 0 +

4�4

63



�h
6
!4
JP
!2c

(kB T)
6 + O (T 8): (3.18)

Notethatfor!c ! 1 thereareno�niteT corrections.A sketch ofthederivation oftheseresultsisgiven in Appendix

A.

Theresultsin Eqs.(3.17)and (3.18)deservesom ediscussion.Firstweconcentrateon them ean squareofthephase

di�erence.O necan write the leading contribution to h�2iin Eq.(3.17)in the following way

h�
2
i=

1

2

r
E C

E J

+
2�

3�
f
2
: (3.19)

Thisequation isoneofthe centralresultsofthiswork.Itclearly distinguishesbetween the uncertainty ofthe phase

di�erenceduetothelongitudinalelectrom agnetic�eld and thatdueto thetransverseelectrom agnetic�eld.TheQ ED
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correction depends on the details ofthe junction only through the aspect ratio f. Junction with f close to unity

arepossible in the caseofpointcontacts.However,the universalconstant2�=3� ’ 1:5� 10� 3 rendersthe inuence

ofthe transverse �eld a tiny e�ect. The contribution ofthe longitudinal�eld containsseveralquantitieswhich are

experim entally relevant.First,we havethe criticalcurrentin E J = �hIc=2e.Itm ay be approxim ated by the form ula

ofAm begaokarand Barato�37

Ic(T)=
��(T)

2eR
tanh

�(T)

2kB T
(3.20)

at zero tem perature. It m ay be viewed as decreased by the Q ED �eld through and e�ective Debye-W aller factor.

Second,we havethe capacitancein E C = 4e2=C .

Thecaseofaplatecapacitanceischaracterized by
p
A � d > k

� 1
F
.Thislim itcorrespondstoan aspectratiof � 1.

The capacitance can be approxim ated by C = �A=4�d. The norm alstate resistance ofa tunneling junction isgiven

by R � 1 = e2N (E F )Ak
2
F jTj

2=2,where N (E F )is the density ofstatesper spin and jTj2 is the average transm ission

probability forelectronsattheFerm isurface.Fora rectangularbarrierofheightnotm uch greaterthan E F ,onem ay

approxim ate

jTj
2
� ae� bkF d

0

; (3.21)

where a and b are num bers oforder unity and d0 <� d is the barrier thickness. For qualitative estim ates we m ay

assum ed0= d which underestim atesslightly theQ ED e�ects.Forsim plicity,wealso assum ea � b� 1 in theensuing

discussion.Ifweonly include theleading Q ED correction,Eq.(3.17)becom es

h�
2
i=

2

3�AF

"

12

�
�5�0

�a0

� 1=2 p
dF e

dF =2 + �d
2
F

#

; (3.22)

wheredF � kF d,A F � Ak2F ,a0 istheBohrradius,and �0 = �hvF =�� isthezerotem peraturecoherencelength.Since

typically �0 � 2000a0,the ratio between the two term swithin square bracketsis� (150=�)d
� 3=2

F
exp(dF =2),which

takesa m inim um value of� 104 atdF = 3.W e conclude that,forplate capacitancesand within the approxim ation

offreespacephotons,EM vacuum uctuationscontribute negligibly to the quantum phase spread.

The situation isnotm uch betterifone considersthe case d �
p
A,asm ightcorrespond to e.g.a tunneling point

contact.The capacitanceisthen approxim ated asC �
p
A.Eq.(3.22)isreplaced by

h�
2
i=

2

3�AF

"

12

�
�5�0

�a0

� 1=2

A
1=4

F
edF =2 + �d

2
F

#

; (3.23)

Forthe Q ED term to be com parable to the charging contribution,one would need unrealistically sm allareaswhich

would e�ectively suppressthe supercurrent.

The case ofa planarjunction which hasbeen considered in the �rstplace presentsthe unfortunate property that

both the longitudinaland transverse contributionsscale identically with the junction area. That m akesit di�cult

to overturn the naturalsm allness ofthe Q ED correction. W e note howeverthat we have considered the spectrum

ofphotons in free space,an approxim ation that wasadm itted to be less adequate for the case ofbroad Josephson

junctions.In fact,the structure ofEq.(3.11)suggeststhe possibility ofdesigning deviceswhere the coupling ofthe

phaseto the photon �eld could be am pli�ed.

IV . C O U P LIN G T O T H E ELEC T R O N IC B A T H

A . E�ective H am iltonian

A com plete treatm entofthe m acroscopicphase dynam icsin Josephson junctionsm ustinclude the e�ectofquasi-

particles and Cooper pairs. It was shown in Ref.23 within a path-integrallanguage that the electronic degrees of

freedom can be taken into accountby a coupling to two independent oscillatorbaths. Starting from a m icroscopic

tunneling Ham iltonian,they derived an e�ective Lagragian in which the phase di�erence couplesto two heatbaths

which welabelwith superindices(� ).Here weproposean alternativeHam iltonian{equation{of{m otion approach to

derivethe coupling and spectra ofthesee�ective baths:

H = E J (1� cos�)+
E C

2
N

2 +
X

i

�h!i

"

b
(+ )

i

y

+
�
(+ )

i

�h!i
cos

�
�

2

�#"

b
(+ )

i +
�
(+ )

i

�h!i
cos

�
�

2

�#
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+
X

i

�h!i

"

b
(� )

i

y

+
�
(� )

i

�h!i
sin

�
�

2

�#"

b
(� )

i +
�
(� )

i

�h!i
sin

�
�

2

�#

: (4.1)

The coupling constants�
(� )

i
arede�ned through the spectraldensitiesthey m ustyield.Speci�cally,the expression

J
(� )(!)� �h

� 2
X

i

�
(� )

i

2

�(! � !i) (4.2)

m ustbe equalto

J
(� )(!) =

jTj2

2�h
2

Z

d!0N qp(!
0+

!

2
)N qp(!

0
�
!

2
)

�

1�
� 2=�h

2

!02 � !2=4

�

�

tanh

�
�h�

2

�

!
0+

!

2

��

� tanh

�
�h�

2

�

!
0
�
!

2

���

; (4.3)

where

N qp(!)= N (E F )�(�h! � �)
�h!

p
�h
2
!2 � �2

(4.4)

isthe quasiparticledensity ofstates28,29.

W e derivethisHam iltonian in subsection IV B avoiding the path{integralform alism used in Ref.23.O urcriterion

willbe thattheheatbathsm ustyield the correctequationsofm otion forthephase�(t).Thereaderwho isfam iliar

with the subjectorisnotinterested in thispointm ightskip the nextsubsection an take the Ham iltonian (4.1)for

given.

B . D erivation ofthe e�ective H am iltonian including coupling to electronic degrees offreedom

O urstarting pointisthe standard tunneling Ham iltonian fortwo coupled superconductorsin the Bogoliubov{de

G ennesm ean{�eld approxim ation23,30,37,38,39.

H B dG =

Z Z

r1;r
0

1
2VL

r2;r
0

2
2VR

dr1dr
0
1dr2dr

0
2	

y(r1;r2)
 	 (r01;r
0
2)

	
y(r1;r2) �

h

 
y

"
(r1); #(r1); 

y

"
(r2); #(r2)

i

; (4.5)

with the 4� 4 m atrix


 =

0

B
B
@

H (r1;r
0
1) �(r 1;r

0
1) Tr1;r02

0

� �(r1;r
0
1) � H�(r1;r

0
1) 0 � T�

r1;r
0

2

T �
r
0

1
;r2

0 H (r2;r
0
2) �(r 2;r

0
2)

0 � Tr0
1
;r2 � �(r2;r

0
2) � H�(r2;r

0
2)

1

C
C
A : (4.6)

Theorderparam eters�(r;r 0)obeystheself-consistencycondition within thebulk ofeach superconductor.In Eq.(4.5)

we suppressed the dynam icsofthe electrom agnetic �eld form om entary convenience. The operatorsH (r;r0)aswell

as�(r;r 0)= j�(r;r 0)jexp(i�(r;r0))arelocalin space.Aftera furthergaugetransform ation

U = exp

�
i

2

Z

dr	 y(r)diag [�(r1);�(r1);�(r2);�(r2)]	 (r)

�

; (4.7)

and in the grand canonicalensem ble,the entriesof
 in Eq.(4.6)look explicitly asfollows:

H L ;R (r;r
0) =

�

�
�h
2

2m
r
2 +

i�h

2
[r ;vL ;R (r)]+ �

m

2
v
2
L ;R (r)� �L ;R �

2e2N

C

�

�(r� r
0) (4.8)

� L ;R (r;r
0) = j� R ;L (r)j�(r� r

0)

Tr1;r2 = exp(i�(r1;r2)=2)bTr1;r2 : (4.9)
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W e rem em ber here that N is the sem i-di�erence ofCooper{pairs between the left and the right electrodes,N =

(N 1 � N2)=2. W e have written the tunneling partofthe Ham iltonian H T in such a way thatthe gauge dependence

becom esexplicit.

Tr;r0 = bTr;r0 expi�(r;r
0)

�(r;r0) =
e

�hc

Z
r

r0

A (r)� dr= � �(r0;r): (4.10)

bTr;r0 isgaugeinvariantand,withoutlossofgenerality,can beassum ed to berealsym m etric.Thustheferm ion{�elds

 � aretheonly quantitiesin Eq.(4.5)which break localgaugeinvariance.Thenotation abovem ay look unnecessary,

since in the standard descriptionsofJosephson junctions30 the tunneling istreated locally and thusthe gauge term

in (4.10)can be safely dropped. Howeverforourpurposesitisconvenientto keep the gauge invariantline integral

in the de�nition ofthe tunnelm atrix elem ent. The virtue ofthe transform ation (4.7)isthatitperm itsto elucidate

theroleofthephaseoftheorderparam eter,which appearsin thetransform ed Ham iltonian only in a gaugeinvariant

form ,through eitherv(r)or�(r;r0)= �(r)� �(r0)+ �(r;r0).

In order to derive an e�ective theory for the phase one m akes two further approxim ations. First,one assum es

for sim plicity that the tunneling m atrix elem ent is independent ofthe electron m om enta,i.e. one sets bT(r;r0) =

T�(rk � r
0
k
)�(z)�(z0)40,41. Second,one approxim atesthe unperturbed partsH L ;R (r)substituting v(r) and �(r)by

their m ean �eld bulk values v(r) = 0;z 6= 0, �(r) = �. This is a reasonable approxim ation in the tunneling

lim it23,37,38.Using the aboveapproxim ationswem ay writethe tunneling Ham iltonian as

H = (E C =2)N
2 + H L + H R + H T

H L (R ) =
X

l(r);�

"l(r)c
y

l(r)�
cl(r)� + �

X

l(r)

�

c
y

l(r)"
c
y

� l(r)#
+ H:c:

�

=
X

l(r);�

E l(r)
y

l(r);�
l(r);�

H T = T cos(�=2)
X

l;r;�

�

c
y

l�
cr� + H:c:

�

+ iT sin(�=2)
X

l;r;�

�

c
y

l�
cr� � H:c:

�

: (4.11)

In the third line we have used the de�nition ofthe Bogoliubov quasiparticle operators k;" = ukck" � vkc
y

� k#
and

k;# = ukc� k# + vkc
y

� k"
.

Now weadopta bosonization procedurewhereby the Ham iltonian (4.11)ism apped onto an e�ective Ham iltonian

ofthe form

H e� =
E C

2
N

2 + cos(�=2)
X

i

�
(+ )

i (b
(+ )

i + b
(+ )y

i )+ sin(�=2)
X

i

�
(� )

i (b
(� )

i + b
(� )y

i )+
X

(� );i

!ib
(� )y

i b
(� )

i ; (4.12)

where the b
(� )

i
are bosonic operators and the coupling strengths �

(� )

i
are yet unde�ned. To further specify the

Ham iltonian (4.12) we use the following strategy: W e derive the Heisenberg equations for the canonicalconjugate

variables N and � as wellas for the electronic degrees offreedom ofthe Ham iltonian (4.11). Then the equations

for the electronic degreesoffreedom are solved in perturbation theory. Upon elim ination ofthe electronic degrees

offreedom one obtainstwo coupled integro{di�erentialquantum Langevin equations31 forthe Heisenberg operators

N and �. Itturnsoutthat,up to second orderin the hopping T,these equationshave the sam e structure asthose

obtained from Eq.(4.12).Thisallowsusto adjustthe coupling param eters�
(� )

i in Eq.(4.12)in such a way thatthe

equationsofm otion forN and � becom eidentical.Below weim plem entthisstrategy.

From the Ham iltonian (4.11)we obtain the Heisenberg equations

_�(t) = �h
� 1
E C N (t)

_N (t) =
T

2i�h

X

l;r;�

c
y

l�
(t)cr�(t)e

i�(t)=2 + H:c:: (4.13)

To closetheseequationsweevaluatethetim eevolution oftheelectronicpartperturbatively in H T .To �rstorderwe

obtain

c
y

l�
(t)cr�(t) = c

Iy

l�
(t)cIr�(t)+

T

i�h

Z t

� 1

dt0
X

l;r;�

[c
Iy

l�
(t)cIr�(t);c

Iy
r�(t

0)cIl�(t
0)]� e

� i�(t
0
)=2 +
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T

i�h

Z t

� 1

dt0
X

l;r;�

[c
Iy

l�
(t)cIr�(t);c

Iy

� l� �
(t0)cI� r� �(t

0)]� e
i�(t

0
)=2

; (4.14)

and proceed sim ilarly with the otherrelevantferm ionic operators.The superscriptI denotesoperatorsin the inter-

action picture.Introducing Eq.(4.14)into Eq.(4.13)yields

�h

E C

��(t) = F̂(t)exp

�

i
�(t)

2

�

�

Z t

� 1

dt0�̂(t� t
0)exp

�

i
�(t)� �(t0)

2

�

�

Z t

� 1

dt0�̂(t� t
0)exp

�

i
�(t)+ �(t0)

2

�

+ H:c:: (4.15)

Sincetheuncoupled Ham iltoniansH L ;R in Eq.(4.11)arequadraticform s,thecorrespondinggrand canonicalensem ble

isa G aussian ensem ble.Thereforethe e�ectofthe operator

F̂ (t)=
T

2i�h

X

l;r;�

c
Iy

l�
(t)cIr�(t) (4.16)

isdeterm ined by itssecond m om enthF̂ (t)F̂ (t0)iB ,where subscriptB denotesaverage overbath coordinates. These

quantitiesarerelated to the therm alaveragesofthe operatorvalued dissipation kernels

�̂(t) =
jTj2

2�h
2

X

l;r;�

[c
Iy

l�
(t)cIr�(t);c

Iy
r�(0)c

I
l�(0)]�

�̂(t) =
jTj2

2�h
2

X

l;r;�

[c
Iy

l�
(t)cIr�(t);c

Iy

� l� �
(0)cI� r� �(0)]� (4.17)

by a uctuation{dissipation theorem . In order to derive a di�erential equation for the the N {point function

h�(t1):::�(tN )iB from the Heisenberg equations Eq.(4.15),one m ust in principle evaluate averages ofthe form

ĥ�(t1):::�̂(tN )iB .However,sinceallaveragesarem ade overa G aussian ensem ble,W ick’stheorem appliesand they

reduce to productsofĥ�(ti)iB and h�̂(ti)iB respectively. Therefore,in orderto com pletely determ ine the quantum

Langevin equation Eq.(4.15),it is su�cient to calculate the averages ĥ�(t)iB and h�̂(t)iB . These quantities are

calculated in standard textbookson superconductivity29,30. The outcom e isthe wellknown resultthat ĥ�(t)iB and

h�̂(t)iB arethe sine{transform softhe sum and di�erence,respectively,ofthe two spectralfunctionsJ(� )(!),

ĥ�(t)iB = �(t) =
1

2

Z 1

0

h

J
(+ )(!)+ J

(� )(!)

i

sin(!t)d!

h�̂(t)iB = �(t) =
1

2

Z 1

0

h

J
(+ )(!)� J

(� )(!)

i

sin(!t)d! ; (4.18)

whereJ(� )(!)arethe spectralfunctionsde�ned in Eq.(4.3).

W e can also derive a quantum Langevin equation forN and � from the bosonized Ham iltonian Eq.(4.12). Since

the interaction here is linear in the bosonic operators,the procedure is exact (by contrast,ferm ionic correlators

are com puted up to second orderin H T ). The resulting Heisenberg equation is identicalto thatin Eq.(4.15)42,43.

However,in thiscasethe responsekernelsaregiven by

�(t) =
1

2�h
2

X

i

sin(!it)

�

�
(+ )

i

2

+ �
(� )

i

2
�

�(t) =
1

2�h
2

X

i

sin(!it)

�

�
(+ )

i

2

� �
(� )

i

2
�

: (4.19)

Since the coupling param eters�
(� )

i havenotyetbeen speci�ed we arefree to choosethem in a way thatadjuststhe

dissipation kernelsin Eqs.(4.19)to the kernels(4.18)derived from the m icroscopic theory. Thuswe m ay conclude

thatthe two Ham iltonians(4.11)and (4.12),togetherwith the spectraldensity (4.3)are equivalentto orderO (T 2),

atleastasfarasthedynam icsofthephaseisconcerned.W estressthat,dueto theG aussian natureoftheaverages,

thisequivalenceholdsnotonly forthedynam icsofthem ean h�(t)iand hN (t)ibutalsoforthedynam icsofthehigher

correlators.
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In orderto m akecontactwith the Ham iltonian Eq.(4.1)weadd and subtractin Eq.(4.12)the expression

X

i

�(+ )
2

�h!i
cos2

�
�

2

�

+
X

i

�(� )
2

�h!i
sin2

�
�

2

�

=

1

2

X

i

�(+ )
2
� �(� )

2

�h!i
cos� +

1

2

X

i

�(+ )
2
+ �(� )

2

�h!i
; (4.20)

which allowsusto com plete the square.The � dependentterm in Eq.(4.20)can be calculated using the de�nitions

of�
(� )

i in term softhespectraldensitiesJ(� ) given in Eq.(4.3).W eobtain theresultofAm begaokarand Barato�37,

nam ely,

1

2

X

i

�(+ )
2
� �(� )

2

!i
cos� =

1

2

Z 1

0

d!
J(+ )� J(� )

�h!
cos�

=
�h��(T)

4e2R
tanh

�
��(T)

2

�

cos�

= E J cos� : (4.21)

The second term in the r.h.s.ofEq.(4.20)isdivergentbut,fortunately,itisindependentof�.Since weareallowed

to add an arbitrary constantto a Ham iltonian,we subtractthisin�nity and keep,forconvenience,only a constant

E J from thissecond term .Thisyieldsthe Ham iltonian (4.1).

O fcoursethe two Ham iltonians(4.1)and (4.12)areidentical,butthe physicsism ore transparentin Eq.(4.1).It

isthe Ham iltonian ofa particle m oving in a cosine potentialcoupled nonlinearly to two independentbosonic baths.

Sincetheinteraction isin theform ofa com pletesquare,thecoupling to theheatbath doesnotchangethepotential

landscape.Thisisa wellknown factin the theory ofdissipativequantum system s3,31.

V . SIM U LTA N EO U S C O U P LIN G T O P H O T O N S A N D Q U A SIPA R T IC LES

A . M ixed coupling H am iltonian

Ifwe now introduce again the dynam icsofthe electrom agnetic �eld asexplained in Sec.IIIwe arrive ata rather

com prehensivedescription ofthedynam icsofthephasein a Josephson{junction.Itisinstructiveto castby a further

unitary transform ation the resulting Ham iltonian into a highly suggestiveform .Applying U yH U with

U = exp

"

cos

�
�

2

�
X

i

�
(+ )

i

�h!i

�

b
(+ )

i
� b

(+ )

i

y
�

+ sin

�
�

2

�
X

i

�
(� )

i

�h!i

�

b
(� )

i
� b

(� )

i

y
�#

(5.1)

onto H in Eq.(4.1) shifts the interaction ofthe \electronic" bosons with � into an apparently m ore com plicated

interaction with N .However,wecan writethe transform ed Ham iltonian as

H =
E C

2
(N + �N )

2
+ E J [1� cos(� + ��)]

+
X

i

�h!ib
(+ )

i

y

b
(+ )

i +
X

i

�h!ib
(� )

i

y

b
(� )

i +
X

k�

�h!ka
y

k�
ak� : (5.2)

Thisform israthergeneraland physically quiteelucidating.W eobservethattheposition degreeoffreedom ofa one

body Ham iltonian acquiresa uctuating part.So doesitscanonicalm om entum .Theseuctuating partsobtain their

own dynam icsasbosonicexcitations.Thespeci�cform oftheseuctuating operatorshaseitherto bederived from a

m any{body Ham iltonian orithasto bem odelled phenom enologically.In ourcasetheuctuating term oftheparticle

num ber

�N =
i

2
sin

�
� + ��

2

�
X

i

�
(+ )

i

�h!i

�

b
(+ )

i � b
(+ )

i

y
�

�
i

2
cos

�
� + ��

2

�
X

i

�
(+ )

i

�h!i

�

b
(+ )

i � b
(+ )

i

y
�

(5.3)

isdue to the hopping ofCooperpairsand quasiparticlesacrossthe junction.Itisphase dependentand wasderived

from am icroscopicm odel.An interestingm essagefrom Eq.(5.2)isthattheCoulom b interaction doesnotdistinguish
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between N and �N . Itisonly sensitive to the overallparticle num berdi�erence. Thism ay be viewed asa form of

m inim alcoupling,since it reects the \gauge invariance" ofthe Coulom b term and is analogous to the criterion

whereby the coupling to the EM �eld isintroduced by replacing � by itsgaugeinvariantform .The uctuating part

ofthe phaseis�� = �12 [seeEq.(3.3)].

Despite the appealing com pactnessofEq.(5.2),for calculationalpurposes it is m ore convenientto shift both N

and � by theiructuating part� �N and � �� through a unitary transform ation.W e em ploy the inverse of(5.1)to

shiftN and U = exp(� iN �12)to shift�.Theresulting Ham iltonian ism uch closerto thestandard Caldeira{Leggett

form

H = E J (1� cos�)+
E C

2
N

2 +
X

i

�h!i

"

b
(+ )

i

y

+
�
(+ )

i

�h!i
cos

�
�

2

�#"

b
(+ )

i +
�
(+ )

i

�h!i
cos

�
�

2

�#

+
X

i

�h!i

"

b
(� )

i

y

+
�
(� )

i

�h!i
sin

�
�

2

�#"

b
(� )

i +
�
(� )

i

�h!i
sin

�
�

2

�#

+
X

k�

�h!k

�

a
y

k�
+
�k�

�h!k
N

� �

ak� +
�k�

�h!k
N

�

;(5.4)

with the coupling constants �
(� )

i
de�ned by J(� )(!) through Eqs. (4.2) and (4.3) and �k� de�ned by JEM (!)

through Eqs.(3.6)and (3.9).Thenonlinearcoupling ofthe phaseto two di�erentbathsisratherdi�cultto handle.

Following Ref.23,one considerable sim pli�cation is achieved by keeping only a localcontribution in the �̂ kernel

integralofEq.(4.15).Thisisa valid approxim ation ifthephasevariesslowly on thetim escalein which decays�(t),

which is set by �h=�. Yet another sim pli�cation is obtained ifone keeps only the �rst non{vanishing term ofthe

exponentialin the �̂ kernelintegralin Eq.(4.15).W ith these approxim ationsthe nonlinearcoupling ofthe phaseto

theelectronicdegreesoffreedom hasbeen replaced by a linearcoupling to only onee�ectiveheat{bath ofan \alm ost"

ohm ic character. These are the basic assum ptions which underlie the RCSJ m odel. The lim its ofvalidity ofthese

approxim ationshavebeen discussed in the literature23,31.In the RCSJ lim it,the Ham iltonian (5.4)becom es

H = E J (1� cos�)+
E C

2
N

2 + �
X

i

�i(bi+ b
y

i)+ N
X

k�

�k�(ak� + a
y

k�
)

+
X

i

�h!ib
y

ibi+
X

k�

�h!ka
y

k�
ak� + N

2
X

k�

�2k

�h!k
+ �

2
X

i

�2i

�h!i
: (5.5)

The coupling param eters�i areadjusted to satisfy Jqp(!)= 2�h
� 2

P

i
�2i�(! � !i),where

Jqp(!) � J
(+ )(!)+ J

(� )(!)

=
�h

4�Re2

Z

d!0N qp

�

!
0+

!

2

�

N qp

�

!
0
�
!

2

��

tanh

�
�h�

2

�

!
0+

!

2

��

� tanh

�
�h�

2

�

!
0
�
!

2

���

; (5.6)

R being the norm alresistanceofthe junction.Thism eansthat,in the RCSJ approxim ation,di�usive e�ectsdue to

�(t)aresuppressed.

In the high tem perature lim it,Eq.(5.6)yieldsthe ohm ic spectraldensity for a norm alconductorjunction given

in Eq.(2.11): Jqp(!) ’ !=R Q ,R Q � 2�Re2=�h. This ultim ately justi�es the RSCJ m odel. A plot ofJqp(!) for

various tem peratures has been given by Harris44. O ne observesthat,already for relatively high tem peratures,the

spectraldensity deviatesfrom strictly O hm ic behavior. In particularforkB T <
� �=�h the spectraldensity is better

approxim ated by the zero tem perature spectraldensity,which can be calculated analytically45,the m ostprom inent

featurebeing theexistenceofa gap at! = 2�.Itisknown thatan infrared gap in thespectralfunction reducesthe

dissipativee�ectofthe bath.Therefore,in the RCSJ m odelthe e�ectofquasiparticletunneling isoverestim ated.

A centralphysicalfeature is that the two baths in Eq.(5.5) have com peting e�ects. O n the one hand, the

quasiparticle environm enttendsto \m easure" � (the position ofthe particle). O n the otherhand the environm ent

\m easures" N (the m om entum ofthe particle). O fcourse,due to the uncertainty principle,the two baths cannot

be equally e�ective. In general,itisnotcleara prioriwhich m echanism willdom inate. In thiscase,however,both

becauseQ ED isweak and superohm ic,oneexpectsthe quasiparticlem easurem entofthe phase to be dom inant.

Apartfrom itsrelevance in the presentcontext,the m odelwhich we haveconstructed isworthwhileto be studied

in itsown right27.W e addressthissubjectin a m ore generalcontextin Ref.46.Here,however,we restrictourselves

to the casein which onebath isohm ic(quasiparticles)and the otherone iscubic (photons).

B . Equilibrium correlations

Like in Sec.IIIB,we use the harm onic oscillatorapproxim ation forthe nonlinearpotentialterm s. In contrastto

the case ofa harm onic oscillatorcoupled to a single bath,thism odelisnotexactly solvable foran arbitrary initial



15

condition.Fortunately,wearem ostly interested in the equilibrium quantitiesC
(+ )

N N
(t)and C

(+ )

��
(t).

C
(+ )

��
(t)=

1
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Z 1

� 1

j�(!)j2 cos(!t)coth(�h�!=2)

�

Im eJqp(!)

�
E 2
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2
� 2

E C

�h
ReeJEM (!)+ jeJEM (!)j

2

�

+ !
2Im eJEM (!)

�

d! ;

C
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N N
(t)=

1
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Z 1

� 1

j�(!)j2 cos(!t)coth(�h�!=2)

�

Im eJEM (!)

�
E 2
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�h
2
� 2

E J

�h
ReeJqp(!)+ jeJqp(!)j

2

�

+ !
2Im eJqp(!)

�

d! : (5.7)

Here,we haveintroduced the generalized \susceptibility"

�
� 1(!)= !

2
JP � !

2
� �h

� 1
E J

eJEM (!)� �h
� 1
E C

eJqp(!)+ eJqp(!)eJEM (!) (5.8)

Again, ef(!) denotes the sym m etrized Riem ann transform as de�ned in Eq.(3.12). To leading order in !� 1
c ,Eq.

(5.8) reproduces Eq. (2.16),which was derived from a sim pli�ed discussion. O fcourse,these expressions reduce

to Eqs.(3.11) for Jqp(!) = 0. In Eqs.(5.7) the spectralfunction JEM (!) is de�ned by Eq.(3.7),while for the

quasiparticleswe use the ohm ic form Jqp(!)= (!=R Q )g(!=
c)keeping in m ind thatitoverestim atesdissipation at

low tem peratures. M oreoverwe introduce form ally an electronic cuto� 
 c,which we m ay choose asthe conduction

band width. For the sm allest geom etries available one has approxim ately 
c
>
� !c. In the following we restrict

ourselvesto T = 0.Aspointed outin Sec.IIIB,thisshould bea good approxim ation atsu�ciently low tem peratures

kB T < � � kB Tc � 
c.

The evaluation ofthe integralsin Eq.(5.7)involvesthe solution ofa �fth orderpolynom ial. Three ofitssolution

scaleas� !c whiletheothertwo solutionsshifttheJosephson plasm on frequency into thecom plex plane.Eventually

therealpartdisappearscom pletely,leadingtooverdam ped oscillationswhich arecharacteristicofohm icand subohm ic

spectraldensities.Forh�2iwe�nd,to leading orderin !� 1
c and 
� 1

c

h�
2
i =

1

2

r
E C

E J

ln[(� +
p
�2 � 1)=(� �

p
�2 � 1)]

�
p
�2 � 1

+ f�(�0;�1;�2)+ O
�
!
� 1
c ;
� 1

c

�

f�(�0;�1;�2) =
2R 2

Q

�32
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g�(�0) �20 1

...
...

...

�
�
�
�
�

g�(�i) =

�
�

R Q

+
�

2
�
�3�2i
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ln

�
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�2i

�

i= 1:::3 ; (5.9)

wherewehaveused thenotation � = (�=4RQ )
p
E C =E J.M oreover,wehaveintroduced Vanderm onde’sdeterm inant

� N (r)�
Q

i< j
(xi� xj); i;j= 1;:::;N .Thedim ensionlessquantities�0;�1;�2 arethecoe�cientsoftheleading order

term in !c ofthethreesolutionsofthe �fth orderpolynom ialwhich scalewith !c.They aregiven by the solution of

the third orderpolynom ial

�
3 +

�
2

�
�
�

2

�

�
2
�
2

�
� +

2R Q

�
= 0 : (5.10)

Rem arkably,theroots�i only dependson theratioR Q =.Theexpression forh�
2iin the�rstlineofEq.(5.9)consists

oftwo contributions.The�rstterm isrecognized asthem ean squareoftheposition operatorofa harm onicoscillator

with ohm ic dam ping31. Itis the leading ordercontribution in 
c ofquasiparticle tunneling. The second term ,f�,

stem sfrom the electrom agnetic environm ent. O bviously the exactanalytic form off� stated in Eq.(5.9)isnottoo

illum inating. To get further insight we consider the lim iting cases R Q = � 1 and RQ = � 1,which allow for an

expansion ofthe logarithm in g� and a perturbativesolution ofEq.(5.10).ForR Q = � 1 weobtain forf�

f� =


4
+

2

4R Q

�

1+
�2

4

�

+ O

 
2

R 2
Q

!

: (5.11)

As we have seen above,the param eter ofthe coupling to the electrom agnetic �eld  = 8�f2=3� is always sm all.

However,the dim ensionlessresistance can be eitherlarge oroforderunity depending on the experim ent.Assum ing
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R Q � 1 or,equivalently,� � 1,wecan also expand the �rstrelation in Eq.(5.9).W e obtain,to �rstorderin R
� 1
Q
,

h�
2
i=

1

2

r
E C

E J

�
E C

4E JR Q

+


4
+

2

4R Q

�

1+
�2

4

�

: (5.12)

This result illustrates nicely the com peting character ofthe e�ects ofthe quasiparticle bath on the one hand and

the photonic bath on the otherhand. The second term in Eq.(5.12)isthe dom inantquasiparticle contribution for


c ! 1 .Itleadstoareduction ofh�2ior,equivalently,toan enhancem entofcoherence.Thethird term in Eq.(5.12)

istheQ ED correction to �rstorderin !� 1
c ,which wasalready found in Eqs.(3.17)and (3.19)ofSec.IIIB.Thisterm

isalwayspositive. O ne can estim ate the quasiparticle term by using again the Am begaokar-Barato� form ula (3.20)

and the capacitance ofa plate capacitor. O ne �nds that the Q ED contribution would dom inate for an unrealistic

thicknessd > 12�hc=��� 100�m .

Forthesakeofcom pletenesswealso discusstheoppositelim itR Q = � 1.Aftersom ealgebra,weobtain thatthe

leading orderterm ofthe \m ixing" function f� is

f� =
1

4
R Q ln

�


R Q

�

: (5.13)

Expanding Eq.(5.9)forR Q � 1 weobtain
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The resultforhN 2iisform ally sim ilarto thatofh�2i:
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Forsm allEM coupling (=RQ � 1)the m ixing function fN reducesto

fN =


4R 2
Q

�

1+
�2

4

�

+ O

 

2

R 2
Q

!

: (5.16)

W ereproducein Eq.(5.15)thelogarithm icdependenceon thequasiparticlecuto� frequency,a wellknown feature

ofthe coupling to an O hm ic heatbath31.

V I. SU M M A R Y

W e have explored the role ofthe quantum electrodynam ic �eld as a possible agent ofzero-point decoherence in

som ephysicalsystem s.W ehavefocussed on thefundam entalproblem ofthedynam icsofthephase-num bervariable

in a Josephson link. The transverse electrom agnetic �eld hasbeen shown to couple to the relative Coopernum ber

through the electric dipole which itgenerates. The e�ectofquasiparticleshasbeen approxim ated with an e�ective

oscillator bath which couples to the phase. This poses a new quantum dissipation problem ofa type which has

been little studied:thatofa quantum particle coupling through itsposition and m om entum to two di�erentbaths.

The resulting dissipative dynam ics ofthe m acroscopic phase-num ber variable has been investigated by m eans ofa

Ham iltonian equation-of-m otion approach. W e have found thatthe r.m .s. valuesofthe phase and num bercontain

interferencecontributionsfrom the photon and quasiparticlebath.The e�ectofthe Q ED �eld hasbeen found to be

quite sm allcom pared with charging e�ectsdue to Cooperpairand quasiparticle uctuations. The unfortunate fact

thatthecontribution ofthelongitudinaland transverse�eldsto thephasevariancescaleidentically with thejunction

area precludesa sim pleobservation ofthee�ectofelectrom agneticvacuum uctuationsin genericJosephson devices.

However,the sensitivity to the photon and quasiparticle spectra which we have found suggests that the design of

specialstructures,wherethe e�ectofelectrodynam iczero-pointuctuationsisam pli�ed,cannotbe ruled out.
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A P P EN D IX A :D ER IVA T IO N O F EQ S.(3.18)

W ith the Drude type cuto� g(x)= (1+ x4)� 1 the inversesusceptibility involvesa fourth orderpolynom ialin the

num eratorand a second orderpolynom ialin the denom inator

�
� 1(!) =

1

!2 � i
p
2!!c � !2c

h

!
4
� i

p
2!c!

3

+

�
�EJ

2
p
2�h
!c � !

2
JP � !

2
c

�

!
2
� i

p
2!2JP!c! + !

2
JP!

2
c

�

(A1)

Therootsofthefourth orderpolynom ialcom ein two pairsofcom plex num bersi� = i�1 � �2 and iz = iz1 � z2.The

rootsofthe second orderpolynom ialare given by �0 = !cexp(� i�=4). O ne can evaluate Eqs.(3.11)by a contour

integralsim ilarly to the Drude m odel35,44. However,here we willtake advantage ofthe generalexpressionsforthe

m ean squareshN 2iand h�2iasderivativesofthe partition function ofthe harm onicoscillator31.W e have

hN
2
i = �

E J

2�!JP�h
2

d

d!JP
lnZ(�)

h�
2
i = �

1

2E J�

�

!JP
d

d!JP
+ 2

d

d

�

lnZ(�) ; (A2)

with the partition function ofthe dam ped harm onicoscillator

Z(�)=
1

�h�!JP

1Y

n= 1

�
2
n �(j�nj) ; (A3)

W e haveused the notation �n = 2�n=�h� forthe M atsubara frequencies.

Atthispointitprovesusefulto use an algebraiccuto�.Thatyieldsa �nite num berofrootswhich satisfy a series

ofalgebraic relations,called Vieta relations47. Thisallowsusto expressthe in�nite productin Eq.(A3)com pactly

in term sof�{functions

Z(�)=
�h�!JP

4�2

j�(�=�)j2j�(z=�)j2

j�(�0=�)j
2

(A4)

Therealand the im aginary partsoftheroots�;z scalequitedi�erently with thecuto� frequency.They areapprox-

im ately
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(A5)

Using the asym ptoticexpansion ofthe �{function wegetan expansion ofZ(�)in powersofkB T.

Z(�)= Z
(0)+

1X

n= 1

Z
(n)(�) (kB T)

n
: (A6)
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In zeroth orderwerecoverEqs.(3.17)with N c = �=2
p
2.Thenexttwo ordersin theexpansion vanish identically due

to the Vieta relations.The�rstnon{vanishing correction term reads

Z
(3)(�)=

1

360!6c!
6
JP

h�

�
3 + �

�3
�

jzj
6 +

�

z
3 + z

�3
�

j�j
6
� !

6
JP

�

�
3
0 + �

�
0

3
�i

: (A7)

Using Eq.(A2) and retaining only the highest order term in !c we �nally arrive at the result for hN 2i stated in

Sec.IIIB,with a quartic �nite tem perature correction. M oreoverwe observe thatforh�2ithe quartic contribution

vanishesas!c ! 1 .Therefore,in orderto obtain the�rst�nitetem peraturecorrection forh�2i,wehaveto expand

Z(�)up to �fth orderin �.Theresultwith a sixtic�nite tem peraturecorrection isgiven in Eq.(3.18).
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