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W e constructnon-Abelian geom etric transform ations in superconducting nanocircuits,which re-

sem ble in propertiesthe Aharonov-Bohm phase foran electron transported around a m agnetic 
ux

line.The e�ective m agnetic �eldscan be strongly localized,and the path istraversed in theregion

where the energy separation between the states involved is at m axim um ,so that the adiabaticity

condition isweakened.In particular,we presenta schem e oftopologicalcharge pum ping.

PACS num bers:85.25.Cp,03.65.V f,03.67.Pp

W hen an electron is transported in m agnetic �eld

around a closed loop,it acquires a phase equalto the

m agnetic 
ux through the surface spanned by the elec-

tron path. This phenom enon has been known as the

Aharonov-Bohm e�ectfornearly halfofa century [1].In

the originalpaper the m agnetic �eld form s a 
ux line,

and electrons m ove in the region of zero �eld. Berry

[2]considered this phenom enon to be an early exam ple

ofthe geom etric phases,which he described in a m ore

generalcontext. For each quantum system undergoing

adiabatic cyclic evolution ofits param eterswe can �nd

phase shifts acquired by its energy eigenstates. Apart

from thedynam icalfactor,thereisa contribution which

depends only on the geom etry ofthe path traversed in

theparam eterspace(theparam etersaretim edependent,

as they are varied throughout the process,but the ex-

plicittim e dependence doesnotenterthe expression for

the Berry phase,which m akes it geom etric in nature).

Berry givesalso a form ula forthisphase in the form of

an integralofan e�ectivem agnetic�eld (wewillreferto

this�eld asthe\Berry �eld")overa surfacespanned by

the path. This m akes the sim ilarity between geom etric

phasesin arbitrary quantum system ,and the Aharonov-

Bohm scenario even closer: one can think ofthe Berry

�eld asanalogousto the realm agnetic �eld;the param -

eter space corresponds then to the realposition space.

TheAharonov-Bohm e�ectin theoriginalsettingis,how-

ever,easierto observe than the Berry phase in general.

The �rst reason is that in the form er case there is no

adiabaticity condition constraining the electron velocity,

while in the latterthe rate ofthe param eters’variation

should be m uch sm aller than the inverse energy di�er-

encebetween the statesinvolved.The second isthatfor

strongly localized �eld any variation in the path ofthe

electron does not a�ect the phase at allas long as the

path encloses the 
ux line (this phase is thus topologi-

cal). Forthe Berry phase,depending on the system ,we

encountere�ective �elds usually sm oothly varying with

the param eters,oreven uniform ,particularly fora spin-

1=2 system ,the phase is the 
ux ofa m onopole,or,in

otherwords,the area spanned by the traversed loop on

the unitsphere (see e.g.[2]). Fluctuationsofexternally

controlled param eters�rstofalllead to dephasing ofdy-

nam icalorigin,butalsosm earthepath,which a�ectsthe

visibility ofthe e�ecteven further.

Here we show that geom etric phases can appear in

quantum system s which are robust in the sense ex-

plained above:thee�ectivem agnetic�eld obtained from

the Berry form ula (the Berry �eld) is not necessarily a

m onopole (uniform in space) �eld,but can be strongly

localized nearthepointsofthelowestenergy spacing be-

tween thestatesinvolved,and thusthegeom etricphases

generated in the process can be topological. The �eld

is suppressed in the region where the energy spacing is

at m axim um . This region is thus the m ost robust,as

the
uctuationsofthe param etersdo notchangethege-

om etricphases.Since the energy spacing islargein this

region,the adiabaticity condition is weakened,and the

path traversed relatively fastshould givestrong e�ects.

W e �nd here the sim plest, two-dim ensional non-

Abelian phasesin the system considered in Ref.[3],but

for a di�erent range of the system param eters. This

changesthepicturesubstantially,asthetopologicalprop-

erties of the phases becom e now evident (geom etric

phasesin superconducting nanocircuitshave been stud-

ied also in [4, 5]; in the earlier settings, however,the

phaseshave notbeen proven to be topological). In our

system the operationalsubspaceisa twofold degenerate

ground state,so thatthe dynam icalcontribution isjust

an overallphase factor,and the actualtransform ations

are ofpurely geom etric origin. Since the �elds are lo-

calized,these transform ationsare topologicalin nature.

Furtherm ore,we�nd a way to controlthelocalization of

theBerry �eld,aswellasofthephaseacquired whilego-

ing around the region ofenhanced �eld.The position of

the peakscan be found from the param eterdependence

ofthe spectrum ; the degree ofthe localization re
ects

the deviation ofthe im aginary partofthe Ham iltonian

from zero. In the lim it ofcom pletely realHam iltonian,

theBerry �eld iszero exceptforsingularpoints,and the

geom etricphasecan haveonly discreetvaluesf� �;0;�g.

The system we consider (see Fig. 1) consists of

two charge qubits [6] coupled to each other via a

dc SQ UID (superconducting quantum interference

device). The electrostatic energy of the system ,

including all the capacitances in the system , de-

pends on the num ber of the Cooper-pairs on each

island [denoted by (n1;n2)], and equals E n1;n2 =
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FIG .1: (a) The system com posed of two \charge qubits,"

where the state isencoded in the num berofCooperpairson

the superconducting islands (black nodes),i.e. n1,n2. The

voltagesand m agnetic
uxescan becontrolled in a cyclicway

in order to perform non-Abelian geom etric transform ations.

(b)A sim pli�ed setup fortopologicalcharge pum ping.

E c1(ng1� n1)
2+ E c2(ng2� n2)

2+ E m (ng1� n1)(ng2� n2).

with E c1 = 4e2C� 2=2(C� 1C� 2 � C 2
m ), and sim -

ilarly for E c2. Here C� 1(2) is the sum of all

capacitances connected to the �rst (second) is-

land. The inter-qubit electrostatic coupling E m =

4e2Cm =(C� 1C� 2 � C 2
m ).TheJosephson coupling J

(1) =
q

(J
(1)

d
� J

(1)
u )2 + 4J

(1)
u J

(1)

d
cos2(��1)exp[� i (�1)]

(and sim ilarly for J(2)), where tan (�1) =

(J
(1)

d
� J

(1)
u )=(J

(1)

d
+ J

(1)
u )tan��1 [7]. Here the

couplingsJd,and Ju correspond to the lowerand upper

junctions in the dc SQ UIDs,which connect the qubits

to their reservoirs. The upper junctions J
(1)
u ,and J

(2)
u

are here replaced with another dc SQ UID loops,which

enablescontroloverthesym m etry ofthebig dcSQ UIDs

(the m eaning of this technique is explained in m ore

details in Ref. [3]). The im portant fact is that the

Josephson coupling is realfor Ju = Jd, and com plex

otherwise. Finally Jm = J
(0)
m cos��m is the Josephson

energy ofthe m iddle SQ UID.The m agnetic 
uxes are

here norm alized to �0 = hc=2e, the superconducting


ux quantum .TheHam iltonian ofthe system reads

H =
X

n1;n2

E n1;n2
jn1;n2ihn1;n2j�

1

2
(J1jn1;n2ihn1 + 1;n2j

+ J2jn1;n2ihn1;n2 + 1j+ Jm jn1 + 1;n2ihn1;n2 + 1j

+ h:c:): (1)

For the Josephson couplings switched o� (J1 = J2 =

Jm = 0),the energy eigenstates are the charge states

with their corresponding electrostatic energies. For the

particularpoint ng1 = ng2 = 1=2,the states j�0i� j01i

and j�1i� j10ispan twofold degenerateground state.W e

constructthe geom etric transform ationsby choosing an

appropriate closed path in the param eter space,which

begins(and ends)atthispoint(and we referto itasto

the starting point).Ifthe gatevoltagesng1 and ng2 are

close to 1=2,only four states are relevant (n1;2 = 0;1),

and thecalculation ofthegeom etrictransform ationscor-

responding to given pathsisstraightforward.

In particular[9],ifwe keep the couplingsJ1 = Jm = 0,

while J2 com plex and �nite,the states j�0i and j�1i be-

long to two decoupled subspaces of the Hilbert space.

By varying adiabatically two param eters,e.g. ng2 and

�2 around a loop, we generate a phase shift between

thosestates[exp(i�1�z=2)in thebasisfj�0i;j�1ig]equalto

thedi�erenceoftheBerry phasesacquired by thestates.

The rem aining independent param eter ng1 is adjusted

accordingly during the variation,so thatthe degeneracy

in theground stateism aintained.Sim ilarly forparam e-

tersspeci�ed by J1 = J2 = J and E 01 = E 10,the states

j+ i= (j�0i+ j�1i)=
p
2 and j� i= (j�0i� j�1i)=

p
2 belong to

decoupled subspaces,and the geom etric phase shift be-

tween them again equalsto the di�erence oftheirBerry

phases. In the latter case,however,the corresponding

transform ation is exp(i�2�x=2),so that the two trans-

form ationsgeneratea non-Abelian group of(all)unitary

transform ationswithin the subspacefj�0i;j�1ig.

Let us now recallthe originalBerry form ula for the

geom etric phase. The Ham iltonian is sm oothly varied

in tim e with itsparam eters,H [R(t)],and foreach point

R(t)ofthe param eterspace itseigenstatesare jn[R(t)]i

with the energiesE n[R(t)]. The geom etric phase corre-

sponding to thepath C in theparam eterspace,acquired

by the statejni,equalsthen


n(C )= �

Z

S(C )

dS � Vn(R); (2)

where the integralisevaluated overthe surfacespanned

by C ofthe e�ectivem agnetic(Berry)�eld

Vn(R)= =
X

m 6= n

hnjr R H jm i� hm jr R H jni

(E m (R)� E n(R))
2

: (3)

The energy di�erence in the denom inatorm akesitpos-

sible to predictthe regionsofsuppressed and enhanced

�eld. Letusconsiderthe spectralcharacteristicsofour

system . In Fig.2(a) we see exem plary diagram of the

ground-statechargingenergies.Ifwem ovealongthebor-

dersbetween the cells,theground staterem ainstwofold

degenerate. In Fig.2(b) the spectrum corresponding to

thethicklinein (a)isplotted asthefunction ofng2.Ifwe

now wantto perform a phaseshiftbetween thestatesj�0i

and j�1i,weswitch the coupling J2 to a �nitevalue.The

coupling willstrongly m ix the states near the points of

crossingwith the�rstexcited state,asshown in theright

insetofFig.2(b).However,even for�nite coupling,the

m inim um in the energy separation between the ground

state,and the�rstexcited statewillcorrespond tong2 of

the triple pointsin Fig.2(a).Forthese points,the spac-

ing further depends on jJ2j,which is tuned by the 
ux

�2 and hasa m inim um valuefor�2 = 1=2+ k and m axi-

m um for�2 = k,k beingan integer.Thesam ediscussion

appliesto the second transform ation,exp(i�2�x=2).As-

sum ing forsim plicity thatthedesign issym m etric(char-

acteristicsofthe charge qubitsare identical),we expect

m inim um spacing for � � � 1 = �2 = 1=2 + k, and

ng � ng1 = ng2 corresponding to the triple points (�m

is in this case used to m aintain the degeneracy in the

ground state). O n the other hand,the �eld should be



3

(1,1) (1,2)

(0,2)
(0,−1) (0,0) (0,1)

(1,0)(1,−1)

(a)

ng2

g1n

−1

−0.5

 0.5

 1

 1.5

 2

−0.5  0  0.5  1  1.5  2−1

 0

J2
|J  |2

(b)

E
/J

d

g2n
−0.5

 0

 0.5

 1

 1.5

 2

−1 −0.5  0.5  1  1.5  2 0

FIG . 2: (a) G round state charging diagram and (b) elec-

trostatic energies corresponding to the thick line in (a).

The black node denotes hereafter the starting point. Inset:

nonzero Josephson coupling m ixesthe statesso thatthere is

an avoided levelcrossing nearthe \triple points" in (a).

strongly suppressed (and itis,asshown below)in there-

gion ofm axim um spacing between the ground state and

the �rst excited state. Since the aforem entioned trans-

form ationsare perform ed by varying both,voltagesand


uxes,which tune the electrostatic,and the Josephson

energies,the optim alsystem should have the character-

istic Josephson,and electrostatic energiesare ofcom pa-

rablem agnitude.[In Ref.[3]thetransform ationsarecon-

structed in the charge regim e (electrostatic energiesare

m uch biggerthan theJosephson energies)and therange

ofparam etersconsidered there liesbetween the m inim a

ofenergy spacing,so that the Berry �eld seem s to be

sm ooth and weak.]

In Fig.3(a)weseethedi�erencein energy between the

�rst excited and the ground state (for Jm = J1 = 0,

E c1 = E c2 = E m ,J
(2)

d
=E m = 1=2,and J

(2)
u =E m = 2=5),

as the function ofng2 and �2. The gate voltage ng1 is

adjusted so that the ground state rem ains degenerate.

In Fig.3(b)we see the Berry �eld forthe sam e range of

param eters. The peak position corresponds indeed to

them inim um in theenergy separation.Them ostrobust

pathsshould be placed farfrom the peak,and atm axi-

m um energy separation (so thatthe adiabaticity condi-

tion isweak).In ourcasetheoptim alpath istheborder

ofthe rectangle (ng2;�2)2 [0;0:5]� [0;1]= S [actually

the peaks(and dips)form a lattice in the ng2-�2 plane,

so thatthem ostrobustpathsarebordersofallW igner-

Seitz prim itive cells ofthe lattice]. O ne turn along the
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FIG .3:(a)Param eter-dependentspectrum ,and (b)e�ective

m agnetic �eld. The m inim um in the energy spacing corre-

spondsto them axim um in the�eld strength.Variation ofthe

param etersaround the peak resultsin a phase shiftbetween

j�0i and j�1i. (c),(d) Sim ilar characteristics corresponding to

thephaseshiftbetween j+ iand j� i.Thecontoursdenotethe

m ostrobustpaths.

path producesa phaseshiftexp(i�1�z=2),where

�1 =

Z

S

dng2d�2V (ng2;�2): (4)

Sim ilarly,for J1 = J2 = J,and ng = ng1 = ng2 (for

sim plicity we assum e that the qubits are identical) we

vary ng and � = � 1 = �2 to perform thetransform ation

exp(i�2�x=2) (�m is tuned to m aintain the degeneracy

in the ground state),where

�2 =

Z

S

dngd�V (n g;�): (5)

The �eld V (ng;�), for J
(1);(2)

d
=E m = 1=2 and

J
(1);(2)
u =E m = 2=5,is shown in Fig.3(d),and the spec-

tralcharacteristicsfor the sam e range ofparam etersin

Fig.3(c). The optim alpath is here again the border of

therectangle(ng;�)2 [0;0:5]� [0;1]= S orofany other

W igner-Seitzcellofthe lattice.

The phase shift acquired during one cycle can be

controlled by the strength of the Josephson couplings

J
(1);(2)
u ,which are tuned by varying the 
uxes through

the sm allSQ UID loops. Letus illustrate this e�ect for

thephaseshift�1.In Fig.4(a)weseethephaseacquired

during one cycle as the function ofJu=Jd. The phase

shift increasesas the asym m etry ofthe rightSQ UID is

reduced,and tendsto the value � (and forJu=Jd = 1 is

exactly� asexplained below).In Fig.4(b)weseethatto-

getherwith reduction ofthe asym m etry ofthe SQ UID,

the width ofthe peaks tends to zero. Thus the e�ect

seem stobeam pli�ed togetherwith enhancedlocalization

ofthe �eld. Sim ple reasoning showsthatforsym m etric

SQ UIDs (Ju = Jd)the e�ective �eld is zero,exceptfor

singularpoints. M oreover,loopsenclosing an odd num -

ber ofthese singularitiescorrespond to the phase shifts

�1 = � � and �2 = � �. Indeed,forsym m etric SQ UIDs
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FIG .4: D ependence ofthe phase acquired during one turn

around theregion ofenhanced �eld (a)and localization ofthe

�eld (b)asfunctionsofJu=Jd.

the Ham iltonian in Eq.(1) is real. The Berry �eld is,

as seen from Eq.(3) zero,unless there is a crossing in

the energy di�erence between the ground state and the

�rst excited state. Such singularities are points ofzero

Josephson couplings(�1 = �2 = �m = 1=2)and can be

easily identi�ed asthe triple pointsin the charging dia-

gram (see Fig.2).Depending on the transform ation we

wantto perform ,oneofthedegenerateloweststates(j�0i

orj�1iand j+ iorj� i)isforeach singularpointdecoupled

from the �rstexcited state,and the Berry phase willbe

zero for this state,even ifthe path encloses the singu-

larity.Thecom plem entary state,however,iscoupled [in

thesensethatthenum eratorin Eq.(3)isnonzero]to the

excited state,and the phase shiftwillbe nontrivial. As

only two states are involved in the transform ation,we

can now use the spin-1=2 picture.The realHam iltonian

H = � B � �=2 isparam etrized by the B -�eld which has

onlyx and znonvanishingcom ponents,sothateach path

liesin theplane containing degeneracy.Cyclicevolution

ofthe param eters corresponds to solid angles either 0,

when the loop doesnotenclose the degeneracy,or� 2�,

when itdoes.The corresponding Berry phaseisthusei-

ther 0 or � � (see also [2]). Applying the result to our

system we see thatthe phases�1 and �2 can have only

values0 or� �,so thattheresulting non-trivialtransfor-

m ationswithin the subspacefj�0i;j�1ig are� �z;� �x.

The latter transform ation is a topological charge

pum ping. This can be the easiest e�ect to observe ex-

perim entally as it requires a sim pli�ed setup [see Fig.

1(b)],with sym m etric SQ UID loops only,a single volt-

age source, and a single current line generating equal

control 
uxes � 1 and �2 (assum ing identical qubits).

Letusestim ate the rate ofthe dynam icaldephasing for

this schem e. Fluctuations ofthe 
uxes � 1 = �2,and

of the gate voltage ng do not violate the constraints

that we put on the param eters. Thus the m ost im -

portant source of errors is in this case the 
uctuat-

ing 
ux � m . Since we are interested in the degener-

ate subspace only, we apply here the form ula for the

dephasing rate in the environm ent-dom inated regim e,

�� � 2��kB T=~ [8]. Here � is the constant describ-

ing thestrength ofthesystem -environm entcoupling.At

the starting point,where the dependence ofJm on the


ux is strongest, the dephasing rate will be at m axi-

m um ,and we take this value as our estim ate. At this

point � = R K (M J0m �=�
2
0)
2=4R I,where the resistance

of the external circuit inducing the 
ux, R I, is typi-

cally ofthe order of100
. R K � 25:8k
 is the quan-

tum resistance,and M � 0:1 � 0:01nH is the m utual

inductance between the SQ UID and the controlcircuit.

Thedephasing rateshould becom pared to them ean en-

ergyseparation between theexcited and theground state

�!e! g,which constraintsthetim ein which theloop istra-

versed.Then forJ0m � 1K and atT = 20m K we obtain

��=�!e! g � 10� 5� 10� 3.Atoptim aldesign thereshould

be thus m uch space left to both satisfy the adiabatic-

ity condition and perform m any charge pum ping cycles

within the tim e �� 1
�
.

To sum m arize, the results presented here prove the

possibility to perform robustgeom etric transform ations

in quantum system s by identifying points of localized

e�ective m agnetic �eld. The resulting procedure resem -

bles the originalsetting of the Aharonov-Bohm e�ect.

In this particular system the geom etric phases willbe

accom panied by dephasing ofdynam icalorigin,as the

degeneracy ofthe ground state iscontrolled by external

param eters. However,the weak adiabaticity condition

on one hand and dom inant role ofthe Berry �eld from

the interior of the enclosed region on the other m ake

it possible to traverse the paths quickly (and generate

large phase shifts), before the dephasing destroys the

visibility ofthe e�ect.
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