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W e consider dissipative quantum phase transitions in Josephson junction arrays and show that
the disordered phase in this extended system can be viewed as an unusual oating phase In which
the states of local (0 + 1)-din ensional elem ents (single Josephson junctions) can slide past each
other despite arbitrary range spatial couplings am ong them . T he unusual character of the m etal-
superconductor quantum critical point can be tested by m easurem ents of the current voltage char-
acteristic. Thism ay be the sin plest and m ost naturalexam ple ofa oating phase.

PACS num bers:

Tt has recently been recognized E}] that phases and
phase transitions in a given dim ension can be embed-
ded In a higher din ensional m anifold. O ne realization
of this is in a stack of two-dim ensional 2D ) layers of
coupled X Y spins with interlayer couplings along the
layernom als 'Q:]. For a suitably chosen (and fairly com —
plicated) set of com peting Interlayer couplings involving
higher order gradients, it was shown in Ref. ﬂ.'] that the
3D —systam can exhibit 2D behavior: power-aw ordered
phases in each layerbelow a characteristic tem perature,
Tx r , and a high-tem perature disordered phase w ith ex—
ponentially decaying correlations. The transition sep-—
arating the two phases rem ains 2D K osterlitz-T houless
type. Below Tk 7, the 2D power-law phases in each layer
Xlide’ past one another (@ \ oating" phase) :_EL] Strik—
ingly, such a phase is in possble for m ore conventional
Josephson-type couplings between the layers. Another
Interesting case is the recently discussed quantum theory
ofthe sm ecticm etal state in stripe phases H], which also
nvolves gradient couplings. Unfortunately, there are no
de niive experim ental realizations of a  oating phase,
although there is som e evidence for it in Iipid-DNA com —
plexes ] n which lipid bilayers are abk to slide over
each other w ithout cost In energy {_4].

In this Letter we show that such a oating phase nat-
urally occurs in the ground state of a system of coupled
resistively shunted Josephson jinctions E]. The oating
phase in this case is a state where the ground states of
(0+ 1)-din ensionalelem ents (single Josephson jinctions)
can slide past each other despite coupling between them .
E xperim entally, this phase w ill behave lke a m etalw ith

nie res:istanoe'_fﬁ;_h]. T he strikking point is that no addi-
tional, higher order gradient couplings need be invoked,
in contrast to the stack of XY spins treated in Ref. [i1.

T he existence of such a oating phase In this system
hasbeen con fectured beﬁ)ref_d, :g, :_Q]. T he argum ents pre—
sented there are, how ever, incom plete, since further than
nearest-neighbor interactions, which are always present
In any real system, are not considered in these treat-

ments. This is particularly worrisom e sihce the treat-
ment of XY stacks@'] found m any regions of the phase
diagram in which such interactions destroyed the oat-
Ing phase. In this paper, we show that no such problem
ariseshere: at least orsu ciently an all further neighbor
Interactions, the oating phase is robust.

A ooncrete realization of longer ranged Josephson cou—
plings relevant to the present m odel is a system of super—
conducting grains em bedded in a m etallicm ediuim . The
Josephson coupling Jij; between the grains at r; and ry
fllso very sbwly at T = 0, speci cally & / I;rjf
n two din ensions [10]; this is due to pair eld-pair eld
correlation fiinction in a nom alm etal

T he prior work also arguedt_é, :_ﬁ, :_S?] that there w ill be
a phase transition as the shunt resistance is varied, be-
tween the oatingphassanda O + 1)-din ensionalsuper—
conducting phase, In which the phases of the jinctions
are coherently coupled. In addition to con m ng this,
we show from a renom alization group analysis that this
transition, for suitable shunt resistance and an allnearest
neighbor Josephson coupling V , is govemed by a line of
quantum critical points w ith continuously varying crit—
ical exponents, which in dim ensions higher than one is
very rare indeed. A s we discuss below , the upper critical
din ension in thisproblm isin niy. T he phase diagram
is shown in Fig.di. In this gure, = R=Rg,whereR is
the shunt resistance, and R, h=4¢€? is the quantum of
resistance.

A sim ilarphase diagram hasbeen seen in a recent set of
experim ents [_1-1:], but the existence of continuously vary—
Ing critical exponents is not yet established. W e em —
phasize, however, that the oating phase isa m etal, not
an insulator: the m etallic shunts short the current when
the phase di erence between the junctions becom e in—
coherent. The m etallic behavior was not established In
this experim ent, but only the insulating behavior of the
unshunted array. C learly, further experin ents at su -
ciently low tem peratures will be necessary in establish—
ng the true nature ofthe oating phase. W e expect that
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FIG.1l: Phase diagram and perturbative RG ows for 1D,

2D triangular lattice (3D face centered cubic), and 2D square
lattice (3D sinple cubic). M and SC indicate m etal and su—
perconductor, respectively. T he thick lines correspond to line
of xed points. C rosses indicate specialpointson the = 0
axis denoting O + 1)-dim ensionalX Y transition.

the currentvoltage characteristic In the oating phase to
be a non-universal power law controlled by dissipation
, sin flar to the results cbtained previously [L2]. In the
superconducting state, the tem perature-dependent non—
universal power law will be sin ilar to the classical XY
m odel due to vortex unbinding in the presence ofan im -
posed current [_l-é]
A s mentioned earlier, the phase transiion is very
strange, exhbiing continuously varying, non-universal
critical exponents that depend on where the phase
boundary is crossed. A dditionally, the universality class
of the transition depends not at all on the din ensional-
ity of the system , but only on the local topology of the
lattice. In particular, or a one-din ensional chain, the
phase boundary in the V- plane is vertical for sm allv
(that is, independent 0ofV ), while for any lattice of any
din ensionality that has closed loops of 3 nearest neigh—
bor bonds (eg., a 2D triangular or a 3D FCC lattice),
the critical Josphson coupling V. cbeys, for near . :

Ve()=A(c ); @)

where A is a non-universal constant. For any lattice of
any din ensionality in which the sm allest closed loops [_1-4]
have m ore than 3 nearest neighbor bonds (€4g., a 2D
square or 3D sin ple cubic lattice), the critical Josphson
coupling V. obeys, for near . :
P

Ve() = AO( ¢ )i @)
where A isancthernon-universalconstant. W ew illhere—
after refer to these distinct lattice types as \triangular-
type" and \square-type" respectively.

O ne non-universal critical exponent that can easily
be m easured experin entally is the themm al exponent ,
w hich controls the scaling of characteristic tem peratures
Ty, wih distance from the T = 0 quantum phase transi-
tion . O ne such characteristic tem perature or ‘sandV'’s
that lie in the superconducting phase at T = 0 is super—
conducting to nom altransition tem perature T.. For 's

and V ’'s that lie in the oating phassatT = 0, a char-
acteristic tem perature is the tem perature at which the
resistivity of the array as a whole has tsm inin um ij.].

W e predict that

Ten / (V) 3)

wih V YV Vej. W ih € . the valuie of at
which the transition occurs, the non-universal exponent
() isgiven by
()= ! 4)
AQ( )’

wih A®= 1) for \triangular(square)-type" lattices.
The array of the Jossphson-jinctions coupled to lo—
cal Ohm ic dissipation is descrbbed by the follow ing
In agihary-time ( ) action:
Z

1 X @i, X
S=~ = — ( )y’d +V L cos 4()]d
o 2Eo . @
i hi;ji
X 1X
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Here the sum hi;ji is over nearest neighbor pairs In a
lattice of arbirary dim ensionality and type. "5 (n)
is a Fourier com ponent of the phase di erence be-
tween the two superconducting grains, i3 (), wih
'y = 2 n= : n is an Integer, and is the inverse-
tem perature. The charging energy of a grain, Ey, is
given by Eg / 1=C, where C is the capacitance of the
grain. The tem containing arises from integrating out
the degrees of freedom of the ham onicoscillator bath
with a linear spectralfiunction (O hm ic dissipation) {5].
An Ohm ic shunt, by de nition, transfers charge contin—
uously, while In quasiparticle tunneling in a supercon—
ductor the charge is transferred In discrete quantized
am ounts I_l-é]

T he tem , S5, describes Inter-janction couplingsm edi-
ated by longerrange Josephson-interactions am ong the
grains, which has not been considered previously. T hese

couplings are described by the general action,
X x 2 X
d J ([si]) cos[

k) 1O j

Sg=~= sy it T35 )]

(6)

Here, (r;i; )’'sare the phases ofthe order param eters in
the superconducting grains, the 7;i’s are arbirary sep—
aration vectors on the lattice (to allow for arbitrary
ranged couplings) and s; is an jllﬁ:.,teger—vahed function
of the layer number i satisfying ;s; = 0. This last
constraint ollow s from the absence of an extemal eld,
which inplies \rotation nvariance" under adding the
sam e constant to all of the ’s. Note that the special
case s = +1;70 = 0O;5 = 1;71 = a ,wherea is



a nearest neighbor vector, is jist the nearest neighbor
Josephson couplingV in Eq. 6'_5) .

T o establish the existence of a dissipation-tuned quan—
tum phase transition, we use a renom alization group
analysis that is perturbative In V and J. W e divide
the eld ;( ) into slow and fast com ponents 5 ( ) and

i¢ () and w rite the partition function Z as
Z

Z=Z0

Y h . i

D is()exp Si=~+ hhe® Tiy: ()

i

Here Z, is a nom alization constant, S§ is the slow-
frequency com ponent of the quadratic part of the action
containing the rst and the third tem s in Eq. i), &
contains the rem aining two tem s, and h:::iy¢ denotes
the average w ith respect to the fast com ponents of the
quadraticpart. Theaveragein Eq. ('j) containsa product
of two factors mvolving V. and J.

To kading order in V and J, the coupling constants
do not m ix. A fter com puting the averages, we rescale ,

9= =b, bbeing the scale factor, to restore the orighal

frequency cuto , and then rede ne the coupling con-
stants to com plete the renom alization. T he dissipation
term i Eq. @) isdin ensionless, and o i isheld xed by
the RG.The 1rsttem then has -dimension 1. Thus,
it is irrelevant in the RG sense, and w ill henceforth be
dropped for the rem ainder of this paperf_l-j].

W ritihgb= e, where 1> 0 is in nitesinal, and 3 =
z=2, where z is the coordination num ber of the lattice,
w e have to one loop order E_S]:

v _ 1 ! 8
a ( ZO Y @)
In the absence ofthe J’s, the -axiswith V = 0 isa line
of stable xed points or < 1=z and a lnhe ofunstable
xed points for > 1=z;. T he physical interpretation of
the stable xed points is as Pllows: or < 1=z, the
barrier V. am ong the di erent potential m inin a of the
variable ij is irrelevant, and the system described by
15 exhibits localquantum  uctuations.
T his local criticality can be seen from the equaltine
correlation function of the phase di erences:

hexplig 13 ( )i/ 1=(~!o) 95 )
wih @ 5% %@ n)?, ° 1=(z ),qarealnumber,
and ~!. = E(. Note that the sim plest such correlation

function one could In agine, nam ely g= 1, does not de—
cay algebraically because (1) = 0. Thisresult or (q) is
fam iliar for surface roughening [18,19]. A sin ilar calou-
lation show s that the unequal tin e correlation functions
of the bond variables are also critical:

hexp fig( 45 ()
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A Ihough the correlation functions of the bond variables
algebraically decay w ith tin e In any din ension, the sam e

is not true for the correlation of the site vardiables. W e
have com puted the unequal tin e site correlation func—
tions {_Z-C_i] and have found that they vanishas ! 1 ;the
power law form is obtained foronly D 3. The ocality
of this phase follow s from the result that @-Q'], at zero
tem perature, spatial correlation fiinctions of the grains,
< explg(i() #:())]>,are dentically zero in any
din ension; spatially separated grains are com pletely un—
correlated. Each junction is a dynam ical system on is
own, and there are only short-ranged correlations be-
tween spatially separated jinctions.

For > 1=z, on the other hand, the barrierV grows,
and the individual quantum system s saturate In one of
the potential m inina. V is ke a local eld tem for
the bond-soin’ variable which becom es relevant above

= 1=z, and orders the individual bond-spins. The
transition at = 1=z, ispurely local

W hat happens when longerranged spatial couplings
am ong them are introduced? Calculationsprecisely anal-
ogous to that leading to Eq. é'_é) give,to rstorderin J,

daJg (8D,
ac L 197 (11)
w ih
X
(=] sisiU (71 Ty): 12)

i3

The \potgntjal" U@ g (€77 D=fy, with £

1 e9?), where the sum on is over all nearest
neighbors. It is straightforward to show that U () is
nothing but the \lattice Coulomb potential"” of a unit
negative charge at the origin, with the zero of the po—
tential set at ¥ = QP That is, U (¥) satis es the \lattice
P oisson equation": U a) zU @x® = £0" Fora
symm etrical (eg. square, hexagonal, cubic) lattice, the
left-hand side is jast the \lattice Laplacian", approaching
r’t O @)where@ H J.

The quantity in (11) and (12) is then clearly jist
equalto the potential energy of a neutral (shce | s; =
0) plaana of quantized (sihce the si’s are integers)
charges s; on the lattice. The most rekvant J ([si])
is therefore clearly the one that corresponds, In this
Coulom b analogy, to the low est Interaction energy. (N ote
that strictly speaking  corresponds to twice this energy,
because the sum in d_l-zj) double counts). A side from the
trivial con guration in which allthe g = 0 , the Iow—
est energy con guration is clearly one in which there are
tw o equaland opposite unit m agniude charges on near-
est neighborsites: ie, sp = +1;70=O;s1= 1;71=a .
A's discussed earlier, this corresponds to the nearest-
neighbor Josephson coupling in equation 5_5) . Thus, we
have established that that coupling is, indeed, the m ost
relevant, as asserted earlier. Furthem ore, using sin ple
sym m etry argum ents, one can show that fora sym m etric
lattice (9., square, hexagonal, cubic), where allnearest—



neighbor sites are equivalent, U @ ) = ﬁ, which re—
covers the recursion relation (r_é) forV . Hence, all other
couplings are irrelevant for ¢ = l=zy; as a result
they a ect neither the oating phase nor the transition
between it and the O + 1)-din ensionally coupled phase.
In summary, as ong as < 1l=z(, V, and all of the
otherJ ([si])’s are irrelevant. The (0+ 1)-din ensionalsys—
tem s constitute locally critical power-law phases. Since
J’s are also irrelevant in this regin g, the local system s
areina oating phase-r_lil]. A ssoon asV becom es relevant
at > 1=z, it growsto 1 . In this lin i, this enom ous
periodic potentialobviously trapsthe eld at thebot-
tom of one of the m inin a of the periodic potential; and
provides a mass or uctuations about that m ininum .
Such a m ass destroys the logarithm ically divergent uc—
tuations, which give rise i:o the ()= tem in the
recursion relation in Eq. il ©or J. Thus, in this lin i
that recursion relation just becomes dJ=dl = J. This
In tum m akes all J’s relevant sin ultaneously with the
nearest neighbor coupling V, ensuring that there are no
further transitions as  is lncreased. T hus, there is only
one global transition wih asthe tuning-param eter.
Even though the J’s becom e relevant as soon as V
does, they rem ain irrelevant far enough on the -axis
for the (0 + 1)-dim ensional transition to happen. The
situation is reversed for planes of power-daw X Y -phases
with interlayer couplings, and so Ref. [i] had to intro-
duce extra gradient-couplings am ong the planes to get
oating pow er-law phases. In the present case, them etal
to superconductor quantum phase transition obtained by
tuning dissipation in arbitrary spatialdin ension isthen a
true (0+ 1)-din ensionalphase transition. In the oating
local critical phase on the m etallic side of the transition,
the local system s are, how ever, not decoupled; J's are ir-
relevant, but not zero, and a ect the physical properties
of the m etallic phase only perturbatively.
To obtain higher order corrections to the recursion re—
lation forv, Eq.@, we perform a cum ulant expansion of
Eq.:"/! In second order n V. W e nd no contrbution to

Eq.:_g nD = 1,while forD = 2 trdangular lattice there
is a contrbution at order V2, which is
av 1 )
—=V{@d —)+CV7; 13)
dl Zp

where C; is a positive constant !_2-(_]‘] This holds for any

lattice In any dim ension, as long as there are Jjust three

sides In am himum closed loop. For 2D square lattice,

how ever, there is no renom alization of V. at order V2.

Indeed, the rst correction to Eq:’_h com es only at order
v3 Pd] or any Jttice where the m ininum closed loop

has num ber of sides m ore than three,

av 1 5
— =V (@ ——)+Cyv7;

14
dl Zp ( )

where C, is another positive constant Q-(_]'] Tt is in por—
tant to em phasize that the line of xed points in plied by

Eq. 13 and {14 exist in any din ension, which in plies that
the upper critical dim ension is n niy. Combined w ih
the ow equation for , % = 0, which rem ains true in
our perturbative treatm ent at allorders In V , we get the
RG ows, the phase diagram , and the exponents quoted
earlier.

Not only the existence ofa oating phase and is val-
dation in the resistively shunted Josephson junction ar-
rays are exciting possbilities, but the present analysis
should nd itsusein amuch broader context: localquan—
tum critical points are w idely discussed in heavy ferm ion
system s @-]_:] and are also argued to be crucialto the ubig—
uitousm etallic phases cbserved in a diverse class of con—
densed m atter system s R4].
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