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W e construct non-A belian geom etric transformm ations in superconducting nanocircuits, which re—
sem ble in properties the A haronov-Bohm phase for an electron transported around a m agnetic ux
line. The e ective m agnetic elds can be strongly localized, and the path is traversed in the region
where the energy separation between the states involved is at m axin um , so that the adiabaticiy
condition is weakened. In particular, we present a schem e of topological charge pum ping.

PACS numbers: 8525Cp, 03.65V £ 03.67Pp

W hen an electron is transported In magnetic eld
around a closed loop, i acquires a phase equal to the
m agnetic ux through the surface spanned by the elec—
tron path. This phenom enon has been known as the
Aharonov-Bohm e ect for nearly halfofa century @']. In
the original paper the m agnetic eld form s a ux line,
and electrons m ove in the region of zero eld. Berry
i;'] considered this phenom enon to be an early exam ple
of the geom etric phases, which he describbed In a m ore
general context. For each quantum system undergoing
adiabatic cyclic evolution of its param eters we can nd
phase shifts acquired by its energy eigenstates. Apart
from the dynam ical factor, there is a contribution which
depends only on the geom etry of the path traversed in
the param eter space (the param etersare tin e dependent,
as they are varied throughout the process, but the ex-—
plicit tim e dependence does not enter the expression for
the Berry phase, which m akes it geom etric in nature).
Berry gives also a form ula for this phase in the form of
an Integralofan e ective m agnetic eld we w ill refer to
this eld asthe \Berry eld") over a surface spanned by
the path. This m akes the sin ilarity between geom etric
phases in arbitrary quantum system , and the A haronov—
Bohm scenario even closer: one can think of the Berry

eld as analogous to the realm agnetic eld; the param —
eter space corresponds then to the real position space.
TheAharonov-Bohm e ect in the origihalsetting is, how —
ever, easier to observe than the Berry phase in general.
The 1rst reason is that in the fom er case there is no
adiabaticiy condition constraining the electron velocity,
while in the latter the rate of the param eters’ variation
should be much an aller than the Inverse energy di er—
ence betw een the states nvolved. T he second is that for
strongly localized eld any variation in the path of the
electron does not a ect the phase at all as long as the
path encloses the ux line (this phase is thus topolgi-
cl). For the Berry phase, depending on the system , we
encounter e ective elds usually am oothly varying w ith
the param eters, or even uniform , particularly or a spin—
1=2 system , the phase is the ux of a m onopol, or, In
other words, the area spanned by the traversed loop on
the unit sphere (see eg. rQ]) . Fluctuations of extemally
controlled param eters rst ofall lead to dephasing ofdy—
nam icalorigin, but also an earthe path, which a ectsthe

visbility of the e ect even fiirther.

Here we show that geom etric phases can appear in
quantum system s which are robust In the sense ex—
plained above: the e ective m agnetic eld obtained from
the Berry ormula (the Berry eld) is not necessarily a
monopolk (uniform in gpace) eld, but can be strongly
localized near the points of the low est energy soacing be—
tw een the states involved, and thus the geom etric phases
generated in the process can be topological. The eld
is suppressed In the region where the energy spacing is
at maximum . This region is thus the m ost robust, as
the uctuations of the param eters do not change the ge—
om etric phases. Since the energy spacing is large In this
region, the adiabaticity condition is weakened, and the
path traversed relatively fast should give strong e ects.

We nd here the sinplest, two-dim ensional non-—
Abelian phases in the system considered in Ref. E_I%], but
for a di erent range of the system param eters. This
changesthe picture substantially, asthe topologicalprop—
erties of the phases becom e now evident (geom etric
phases In superconducting nanocircuits have been stud—
jed also In fff, r§]; in the earlier settings, however, the
phases have not been proven to be topological). In our
system the operational subspace is a twofold degenerate
ground state, so that the dynam ical contribbution is jast
an overall phase factor, and the actual transform ations
are of purely geom etric origin. Since the elds are lo—
calized, these transform ations are topological In nature.
Furthem ore, we nd a way to controlthe localization of
theBerry eld, aswellasofthe phase acquired while go—
Ing around the region of enhanced eld. T he position of
the peaks can be found from the param eter dependence
of the spectrum ; the degree of the localization re ects
the deviation of the in aginary part of the H am iltonian
from zero. In the lim it of com pletely realH am iltonian,
the Berry eld is zero except or sihgular points, and the
geom etric phase can have only discreet values £  ;0; g.

The system we consider (see Fig. -'14') consists of
two charge qubits [_6:] coupled to each other via a
dc SQUID (superconducting quantum interference
device). The electrostatic energy of the system,
ncluding all the capacitances in the system, de-
pends on the number of the Cooperpairs on each
island denoted by (mi;nz)], and equals Eni;ne =
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FIG.1l: (@) The systam composed of two \charge qubits,"
w here the state is encoded in the num ber of C ooper pairs on
the superconducting islands (plack nodes), ie. ni, n,. The
voltages and m agnetic uxes can be controlled in a cyclic way
In order to perform non-Abelian geom etric transform ations.
) A sinpli ed setup for topological charge pum ping.

Ec ign N1)?+Ec g np)’+En Mgr ni) gz N2).
with Eg = 4€°C ,=2(C C , C2), and sim—
iarly for E,. Here C ;) is the sum of all
capacitances oconnected to the rst (second) is—

land. The interqubi electrostatic coupling Ej
%ezcm=(c 1C 2 CZ2). The Josephson coupling J4) =
@l a2+ e ;” cof ( Dexpl 1 (1))
(@and similarly for J®@), where tan (1) =
@ =@ + aftan 1 1. Her the

couplings Jg, and J,; correspond to the lower and upper
Junctions in the dc SQU ID s, which connect the qubits
to their reservoirs. T he upper jinctions Ju( , and JU(Z)
are here replaced w ith another dc SQU ID loops, which
enables controlover the symm etry ofthe bigdc SQU ID s
(the m eaning of this technique is explined in more
details in Ref. i]). The important fact is that the
Josephson coupling is real for J, = Jgq, and com plex
othemw ise. Finally J, = Jnio) n s the Josephson
energy of the m iddle SQU D . The m agnetic uxes are
here nom alized to ( = hc=2e, the superconducting

ux quantum . The Ham iltonian ofthe system reads

X
H = En i, N1in2imi;nsj
nime

+ Johpinzimgng + 13+ Jn hip + Lingingjny + 13
+hwxs):

For the Josephson couplings switched o J; = J; =

Jn = 0), the energy eigenstates are the charge states
w ith their corresponding electrostatic energies. For the
particular point ng; = ngy = 1=2, the states Pi Pli
and ji  J0i span twofold degenerate ground state. W e
construct the geom etric transform ations by choosing an
appropriate closed path In the param eter space, which
begins (and ends) at this point (and we refer to it as to
the starting point). If the gate voltages ng; and ng; are
close to 1=2, only four states are relevant (ni;; = 0;1),
and the calculation ofthe geom etric transform ations cor—
responding to given paths is straightforward.

In particular i_§], ifwe keep the couplings J; = J, = 0,
while J, complex and nite, the states 0i and jli be-

long to two decoupled subspaces of the H ibert space.
By varying adiabatically two param eters, eg. ng; and

2 around a loop, we generate a phase shift between
those states exp (1 1 ,=2) In thebasis £1i; Jlig] equalto
the di erence of the B erry phases acquired by the states.
The rem aining independent param eter ny; is adjisted
accordingly during the variation, so that the degeneracy
In the ground state ism aintained. Sin ilarly for param e-
ters speci ed by §y = J; = J and E o1 = Eyyp, the states
Fi= (Pi+ Ji= 2and j i= (P1i Ji)= 2 belong to
decoupled subspaces, and the geom etric phase shift be-
tween them again equals to the di erence of their Berry
phases. In the latter case, however, the corresponding
transform ation is exp i » x=2), so that the two trans-
form ations generate a non-Abelian group of @1l) uniary
transform ations w thin the subspace £1; Jlig.

Let us now recall the original Berry formula for the
geom etric phase. The Ham iltonian is am oothly vardied
In tin e with isparam eters, H R (t)], and for each point
R (t) of the param eter space its eigenstates are T R () 11
w ith the energies E,, R (t)]. T he geom etric phase corre—
sponding to the path C in the param eter space, acquired
by the state 1i, equals then

Z

2 C)= ds
S ()

Y R); @)

w here the Integral is evaluated over the surface spanned
by C ofthe e ective m agnetic Berry) eld

ch)==X mygHini hn;:Rle )
" En R) E,R))

m$én

The energy di erence in the denom inator m akes it pos—
sible to predict the regions of suppressed and enhanced

eld. Let us consider the spectral characteristics of our
system . In Fjg:_Z(a) we see exem plary diagram of the
ground-state charging energies. Ifwem ove along the bor-
ders between the cells, the ground state rem ains twofold
degenerate. In FJgQ: () the spectrum corresponding to

1
> JiRinzimg + 15023 the thick Inein (@) isplotted asthe finction ofngy, . Ifwe

now want to perform a phase shift between the states Pi
and jli, we sw itch the coupling J, to a nite valie. The

(1) coupling will strongly m ix the states near the points of

crossing w ith the rst excited state, as shown In the right
nset ofFig. :_2 ). However, even for nie coupling, the
m inhinum in the energy separation between the ground
state, and the rst excited state w ill correspond to ng, of
the triple points In FJgd . For these points, the spac—
Ing further depends on 372], which is tuned by the ux
, and hasam ininum value for , = 1=2+ k and m axi-
mum for , = k,k beingan integer. T he sam e discussion
applies to the second transform ation, exp (1 2 x=2). A s
sum Ing for sim plicity that the design is sym m etric (char-
acteristics of the charge qubits are identical), we expect
m ininum spacing for 1= o, = 1=2+ k, and
ng Ng1 = Ny corresponding to the triple points (
is In this case used to m aintain the degeneracy in the
ground state). On the other hand, the eld should be



FIG. 2: (@) Ground state charginhg diagram and (o) elec—
trostatic energies corresponding to the thick lne In (@).
The black node denotes hereafter the starting point. Inset:
nonzero Josephson coupling m ixes the states so that there is
an avoided level crossing near the \tripl points" in (a).

strongly suppressed (@nd it is, as shown below ) in the re—
gion ofm axin um gpacihg between the ground state and
the st excited state. Since the aforem entioned trans—
form ations are perform ed by varying both, voltages and

uxes, which tune the electrostatic, and the Josephson
energies, the optin al system should have the character-
istic Josephson, and electrostatic energies are of com pa—
rablem agniude. [n Ref.i_j] the transform ations are con—
structed In the charge regin e (electrostatic energies are
m uch bigger than the Josephson energies) and the range
of param eters considered there lies between the m Inin a
of energy spacing, so that the Berry eld seem s to be
am ooth and weak.]

In Fjg:g (@) we see the di erence In energy betw een the
rst excited and the ground state (or J, = J; = 0,
Eq=Egp=Eqn,J  =E, = 1=2,and 3 =E, = 2=5),
as the function of ng; and ,. The gate voltage ny; is
adjisted so that the ground state rem ains degenerate.
In Fjg;j(b) we see the Berry eld for the sam e range of
param eters. The peak position corresponds indeed to
them inimnum in the energy separation. T he m ost robust
paths should be placed far from the peak, and at m axi-
mum energy separation (so that the adiabaticity condi-
tion isweak). In our case the optin alpath is the border
of the rectangle (ng2; 2) 2 0;05] O;1]= S factually
the peaks (and dips) form a lattice in the ng;— » plane,
so that the m ost robust paths are borders of allW igner—
Seitz prin itive cells of the lattice]. O ne tum along the

FIG .3: (@) Param eterdependent spectrum , and () e ective
magnetic eld. Them nimum in the energy spacing corre—
sgoondsto them aximum in the eld strength.Variation ofthe
param eters around the peak results in a phase shift between
Piand Ji. (¢), (@) Sin ilar characteristics corresponding to
the phase shift between 3 iand j i. T he contoursdenote the
m ost robust paths.

path produces a phase shift exp i ; ,=2), where
Z
1= dnged 2V Mgz; 2): (4)

S
S:'mﬂar]y, for J, = J, = J, and Ng = Ng1 = Ng2 (for
sin plicity we assum e that the qubits are identical) we
vary ng and = 1 = , toperform the transform ation
exp(d 2 x=2) ( n Istuned to maintain the degeneracy
In the ground state), where

Z

2=  dngd V (hgi ): ©)
S

The ed V (g; ), or J7P=E, = 1=2 and

g @ =g = 2=5, is shown 1 Figd @), and the spec—
tral characteristics for the sam e range of param eters in
Fjg:_?: (). The optin al path is here again the border of
the rectangle (ng; ) 2 0;0:5] [O;1]1= S orofany other
W igner-Seitz cell of the lattice.

The phase shift acquired during one cyclk can be
controlled by the strength of the Josephson couplings
Ju(l); @ , which are tuned by varying the uxes through
the anallSQU D loops. Let us illustrate this e ect or
the phase shift ;. In Fjg;ff (@) we see the phase acquired
during one cyclk as the function of J,=J4. The phase
shift increases as the asymm etry of the right SQU DD is
reduced, and tends to the value f(@nd for Jy=J4 = 1 is
exactly asexplained below). In Fjg:_li ) we see that to—
gether w ith reduction of the asymm etry of the SQU DD,
the width of the peaks tends to zero. Thus the e ect
seam stobeam pli ed togetherw ith enhanced localization
ofthe eld. Sinple reasoning show s that for sym m etric
SQUID s (J, = Jgq) the e ective eld is zero, except for
singular points. M oreover, loops enclosing an odd num —
ber of these singularities correspond to the phase shifts

1= and 5, = . Indeed, for symm etric SQU DD s
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FIG . 4: D ependence of the phase acquired during one tum
around the region ofenhanced eld (a) and localization ofthe
eld (o) as functions of J,=J4 .

the Ham ittonian in Eq.@:l:) is real. The Berry eld is,
as seen from Eq.@) zero, unless there is a crossing In
the energy di erence between the ground state and the
rst excited state. Such shgularities are points of zero
Josephson couplings ( 1 = = p = 1=2) and can be
easily identi ed as the tripl points in the charging dia—
gram (see Fig. :_Z) . D gpending on the transform ation we
w ant to perfom , one of the degenerate lowest states (Pi
orjliand j+iorj i) isforeach singularpoint decoupled
from the st excited state, and the Berry phase w illbe
zero for this state, even if the path encloses the singu-—
larity. The com plem entary state, however, is coupled [n
the sense that the num erator in Eq.{_?a) isnonzero] to the
excited state, and the phase shift willbe nontrivial. As
only two states are involred in the transform ation, we
can now use the spin-1=2 picture. The real H am ittonian
H= B =2 is param etrized by the B — eld which has
only x and z nonvanishing com ponents, so that each path
lies In the plane containing degeneracy. C yclic evolution
of the param eters corresponds to solid angles either O,
when the loop does not enclose the degeneracy, or 2 ,
when it does. T he corresponding B erry phase is thus ei-
ther 0 or (see also i_j]) . Applying the result to our
system we see that the phases ;1 and ; can have only
values 0 or , o that the resulting non-trivial transfor-
m ations w ithin the subspace £i; jlig are o
The Jatter transform ation is a topological charge
pum ping. This can be the easiest e ect to observe ex—
pler:'mentaJJy as it requires a simpli ed setup [see Fig.
i 0)], with symmetric SQUID loops only, a single vol—
age source, and a single current line generating equal
control uxes 1 and , (assum Ing identical qubits).
Let us estin ate the rate of the dynam ical dephasing for

this schem e. F luctuations of the uxes 1 = 5, and
of the gate voltage ngy do not viclate the constraints
that we put on the parameters. Thus the most In -
portant source of errors is In this case the uctuat-
ng ux . Sihce we are interested in the degener-
ate subspace only, we apply here the formula for the
dephasing rate in the environm ent-dom inated regimne,
2 kg T=~ E]. Here is the constant describ—
ing the strength of the system -environm ent coupling. At
the starting point, where the dependence of J, on the
ux is strongest, the dephasing rate will be at m axi-
mum , and we take this value as our estin ate. At this
point = Ryx ™ J0 = 3)?=4R;, where the resistance
of the extermal circuit inducing the ux, Ri, is typi-
cally of the order of 100 . R k 258k is the quan-—
tum resistance, and M 0d 0:01lnH is the mutual
Inductance between the SQUID and the control circuit.
T he dephasing rate should be com pared to them ean en—
ergy separation betw een the excited and the ground state
!'e1 g, which constraints the tim e In which the loop is tra—
versed. Then rJ) 1K and at T = 20mK we obtain
=ler g 10 ° 10 °.Atoptinaldesign there should
be thus much space kft to both satisfy the adiabatic—
ity condition and perform m any charge pum ping cycles
wihi the tine *.

To summ arize, the results presented here prove the
possbility to perform robust geom etric transform ations
In quantum system s by identifying points of localized
e ective m agnetic eld. The resulting procedure resem —
bles the original setting of the Aharonov-Bohm e ect.
In this particular system the geom etric phases w ill be
accom panied by dephasing of dynam ical origin, as the
degeneracy of the ground state is controlled by extemal
param eters. However, the weak adiabaticity condition
on one hand and dom inant rol of the Berry eld from
the Interjor of the enclosed region on the other m ake
it possbl to traverse the paths quickly (and generate
large phase shifts), before the dephasing destroys the
visbility of the e ect.
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