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Abstract

W e have studied the phasediagram oftwo capacitively coupled Josephson junction arrayswith

charging energy,E c,and Josephson coupling energy,E J. O urresults are obtained using a path

integralQ uantum M onteCarloalgorithm .Theparam eterthatquanti�esthequantum uctuations

in the i-th array is de�ned by �i �
E c

i

E J
i

. Depending on the value of�i,each independentarray

m ay be in the sem iclassicalor in the quantum regim e: W e �nd that therm aluctuations are

im portantwhen �. 1:5 and the quantum uctuationsdom inate when 2:0 . �. Vortices are the

dom inantexcitationsin thesem iclassicallim it,whilein thequantum regim ethechargeexcitations

are im portant. W e have extensively studied the interplay between vortex and charge dom inated

individualarray phases. The phase diagram s for each array as a function oftem perature and

inter-layer capacitance where determ ined from results for their helicity m odulus,�(�),and the

inverse dielectric constant,�� 1(�). The two arraysare coupled via the capacitance C inter ateach

site ofthe lattices. W hen one ofthe arraysisin the quantum regim e and the otherone isin the

sem i-classicallim it,�(T;�)decreases with T,while " � 1(T;�)increases. Thisbehaviorisdue to

a duality relation between the two arrays:e.g.a m anifestation ofthe gauge invariantcapacitive

interaction between vorticesin thesem iclassicalarray and chargesin thequantum array.W e�nd a

reentranttransition in �(T;�),atlow tem peratures,when oneofthearraysisin thesem iclassical

lim it(i.e. �1 = 0:5)and the quantum array has2:0 � �2 � 2:5,forthe valuesconsidered forthe

interlayer capacitance ofCinter = 0:26087;0:52174;0:78261;1:04348 and 1:30435. Sim ilar results

were obtained forlargervaluesof�2 = 4:0 with Cinter = 1:04348 and 1.30435. Forsm allervalues

ofCinter thesuperconducting-norm altransition wasnotpresent.In addition,when 3:0 � �2 < 4:0,

and for allthe inter-layer couplings considered above,a novelreentrant phase transition occurs

in the charge degreesoffreedom ,i.e. there isa reentrantinsulating-conducting transition atlow

tem peratures. Finally,we obtain the corresponding phase diagram sthathave som e featuresthat

resem ble those seen in experim ent.

PACS num bers:74.81.Fa,03.75.Lm ,73.43.Nq,05.10.Ln
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thispaperconsidersthephasediagram softwo capacitively coupled Josephson junction

arrays(JJA),m adeofultrasm alljunctions.Two-dim ensionalJJA havebeen thesubjectof

m any theoretical[1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19]and exper-

im ental[20,21,22,23,24,25,26,27,28,29,30,31]studies. Advancesin subm icrom eter

technology [25,26]and in nanolitographictechniques[27,28]haveallowed thefabrication of

relatively largearraysm adeofultrasm allsuperconductor-insulator-superconductorJoseph-

son junctions (JJ).The JJ areas m ay vary from a few m icrons to subm icron dim ensions,

with self-capacitancesCs � 3� 10� 2 fF and nearestneighborm utualcapacitance Cm � 1

fF.Noticethatthem utualcapacitancecan beatleasttwo ordersofm agnitudelargerthan

theself-capacitance.

In these arrays there are two com peting energies: the Josephson coupling energy,E J,

and the charging energy E C = e2

2C m

ofthe junctions,due to the charge localization in the

islands,where e isthe electronic charge. In the sem iclassicallim it,E J >> E C ,the phase

ofthe superconducting order param eter ofthe junctions is wellde�ned. The Josephson

coupling induces uctuations in the charge num ber that produces a supercurrent,where

the average Cooper pair num ber is unde�ned. In this regim e the vortex excitations are

pinned by the intrinsic lattice potentialand the array is in a superconducting state. In

the quantum lim it,E J << E C ,the electrostatic energy to add one Cooperpairin one of

the two islands in a junction is m uch larger than the therm alenergy. The electric �eld

localizesthe Cooperpairsin the islandsand the quantum uctuationsofthe phase ofthe

superconductingorderparam eterdelocalizesthevortex excitations.Thischargelocalization

inthejunctionislandsdrivesthearraytoaninsulatingstate.Thenum berofCooperpairs,n,

and thephaseofthesuperconducting orderparam eter,�,obey theHeisenberg’suncertainty

principle,�n�� �
1

2
. Thisuncertainty relation hasbeen dem onstrated experim entally in

Al� Al2O 3 � Aljunctions [32].

The superconducting-insulating (S-I)phase transition,induced by the charging energy

in arrays ofthis type,has been experim entally m easured as a function of� by groupsin

Delft [23]and Harvard [24]. Their junction sizes had constant values,while they varied

thenorm alstatejunction resistanceto changetheJosephson coupling energy.Thisallowed
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them to fabricate arrayswith � in the range [0:13� 4:55][23],orashigh as33 [24]. JJA

havealsobeen studied in connection with quantum phasetransitions[17].TheJJA havethe

advantage,over�lm s,thattheirinternalstructurecan becarefullycontrolled experim entally.

Thedrawback isthatthearray sizesarelim ited by fabrication constraints.Thereisa large

literature studying the phase transition structure ofone JJA with ultra sm alljunctionsas

the tem perature,the externalm agnetic �eld and � are varied (fora com prehensive recent

review see[25]).

A novelexperim entalsystem com posed oftwocapacitivelycoupledJJA m adeofultrasm all

junctionswasdiscussed in apaperby theDelftgroup [26],in which each arraywasproduced

with di�erent� param eters.Initialtheoreticalstudiesofthissystem werestarted in [33],[34]

and in [35].In thispaperwestudy thephasediagram ofthisvery interesting system .The

Ham iltonian describing thecoupled arrayscan beform ally written asĤ = Ĥ J(1)+ Ĥ J(2)+

Ĥ C (1;2),where the Ĥ J(i)denotetheJosephson Ham iltoniansforeach array,and H C (1;2)

describesthetwo arrayscapacitiveinteractions.H C (1;2)includesthetotalcharging energy

m atrix,which includestheself-and m utualcapacitive term sin each plane,plusthearrays

interaction due to the ultrasm allnearestneighborcapacitive coupling between them .This

Ham iltonian ism orecom plicated to study than thesinglearray problem studied before[23,

25]. Here each array isdescribed by the ratio �i = (E C i
=E Ji)(i= 1;2),with the m utual

array capacitivecoupling denoted by �int.In the�i� 1lim it,thei� th array isdom inated

by localized vortex excitations,Vi,while theCooperpairexcesschargeexcitations,Q i,are

in a superconducting state. In the �i � 1 regim e,the system hasthe Q i’slocalized in an

insulating state while the Vi’sare delocalized. There are di�erentparam eterregim esthat

can bestudied.Hereweconsiderin detailthecasewhen onearray isV dom inated and the

otherarray Q dom inated.UsingtheVillain approxim ation and duality transform ations[36],

itwasshown [33,34,35]thatthe interaction between vorticesand chargeshasa m inim al

gaugecoupling form ,and thattheinteraction issharply localized in space:A vortex and a

Cooperpairinteractonly ifthey are located atthe sam e site in both arrays. In previous

studies an e�ective Ham iltonian was derived,in term s ofV1 and Q 2,which shows a high

degree ofdualsym m etry, with the V1 ( ) Q 2 interaction expressed as a capacitively

induced m inim algauge like coupling[15,33,34,35].

W eused a path integralQuantum M onteCarlo algorithm to furtherstudy thebehavior
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ofthissystem . W e calculated the phase diagram described in term softhe vortex helicity

m odulus,�,and thechargeinversedielectricconstant,�� 1,asafunction of� and tem pera-

ture.W e�nd thatas� variestherearedi�erentnovelreentrantphasetransitionsseen in �

and �� 1. These re-entrancesindicate transitionsbetween SC-N,SC-Iand I-N phases. The

layoutofthe paperisasfollows: In section IIwe de�ne and explain the m odelofinterest

and the path integralform alism to evaluate itspartition function,as wellasthe physical

quantitiesthatare calculated to characterize the behaviorofthe m odel. In section IIIwe

presentand discussthe resultsofourcalculationsand �nally,in section IV,we sum m arize

ourm ain �ndingsand presentourconclusions.

II. T H E M O D EL A N D IT S PAT H IN T EG R A L R EP R ESEN TAT IO N

In thissection wede�nethem odelthatdescribestwo JJA m adeofultra sm alljunctions

capacitively coupled at each lattice site. The param eter values used in the sim ulations

correspond tothosepresentin theexperim entalsam plesfabricated and studied atDelft[23].

The dim ensions ofthe experim entalarrays were Lx = 230 and Ly = 60,with intra-layer

m utualcapacitanceofCm = 2:3 fF,and inter-layercapacitanceCint = 0:6 fF.

Them odelHam iltonian isde�ned by [35],

H =
Q 2

2

X

< ~r1;~r2>

2X

�= 1;�= 1

n�(~r1)
~C
� 1

�;�(~r1;~r2)n�(~r2)+ E J1

X

< ~r1;~r2>

�

1� cos
�
�1(~r1)� �1(~r2)

��

+ E J2

X

< ~r1;~r2>

�

1� cos
�
�2(~r1)� �2(~r2)

��

; (1)

where the sum s are overnearest neighbors,and � and � labelthe m atrix elem ents ofthe

m utualcapacitive interactions. ~r1 and ~r2 denote the positionsofthe junctionsin arrays1

and 2,respectively.Theoperator n̂�(~r1),forthenum berofCooperpairs,and thephaseof

thesuperconducting orderparam eter �̂�(~r2),satisfy theHeisenberg com m utation relations,

[n̂�(~r1);�̂�(~r2)]= � i�~r1;~r2��;�. The charge carried by the CooperpairsisQ = 2e,and E J1

and E J2 aretheJosephson coupling constantswithin each array.
~C � 1

�;� istheelectric�eld

propagatorand itsinverse,C �;�,istheblock m atrix representing thegeom etriccapacitance.

In what follows we willuse the notation C �;� = C � to denote the diagonalcapacitance

m atrix.Theblock m atricesaregiven by,
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C �;�(~r1;~r2)=

8
>>>>><

>>>>>:

(Cs;� + zCm ;� + Cint);if� = � and ~r1 = ~r2;

� Cm ;�; if� = � and ~r1 = ~r2 � ~u;

� Cint; if� 6= � and ~r1 = ~r2;

0; otherwise.

(2)

Here ~d isaunitvectorand z isthelatticecoordination num ber.Theo�-diagonalblocksare

written as� CintIN ;N with I the identity m atrix and N the size ofthe arrays. The block

m atrix elem entsin theHam iltonian in Eq. (1)arewritten as [35],

~C 1;1 = C
� 1

1

�
I� C

2

int
C

� 1

2
C

� 1

1

�
� 1
;

~C 2;2 = C
� 1

2

�
I� C

2

int
C

� 1

1
C

� 1

2

�
� 1
;

~C 1;2 = CintC
� 1

1
C

� 1

2

�
I� C

2

int
C

� 1

1
C

� 1

2

�
� 1
;

~C 2;1 = CintC
� 1

2 C
� 1

1

�
I� C

2

intC
� 1

2 C
� 1

1

�
� 1
: (3)

To evaluatethepartition function,�,wecan calculatethetraceoverthephaseoperators �̂

oroverthe trace ofthe num beroperators n̂.The path integralrepresentation of� can be

obtained using thestates[37],

hn(~r1)j�(~r2)i=
exp[in(~r1)�(~r2)]

p
2�

�~r1;~r2: (4)

Following the stepsoutlined in reference [15],we obtain the lattice path integralrepresen-

tation ofthepartition function,

� =

L�� 1Y

�= 0

Y

~r

X

n(�;~r)

Z
2�

0

d�(�;~r)

2�
exp

(

�

Z �}

0

d�

"
X

~r1;~r2

Q 2

2
n(�;~r1)C

� 1
(~r1;~r2)n(�;~r2)

+ i
X

~r

n(�;~r)
d�

d�
(�;~r)+ EJ

X

< ~r1;~r2>

h

1� cos
�
�(�;~r1)� �(�;~r2)

�i
#)

: (5)

Eq.(5)involvesthephase �(�;~r)and thechargeinteger�eldsn(�;~r)asstatisticalvari-

ables,in athreedim ensionallatticewith twospatialdim ensionsLx� Ly,and oneim aginary

tim e dim ension,L�. The angular phases �(�;~r) 2 [0;2�]are de�ned at the nodes ofthe

lattice with periodic boundary conditions in the x and y space dim ensions. The integer

�elds,n(�;~r),liein thebondsbetween two consecutivenodesalongtheim aginary tim eaxis
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�;and they can take any integer values. The quantization condition in � is im posed in

term softhe periodic boundary conditions�(L�;~r)= �(0;~r).The L� ! 1 lim ithasbeen

form ally taken toreplacethesum overim aginary tim eby itsintegral.This�representation

isam enableto num ericalcalculationsin com parison to itsoperatorrepresentation.

The arrays can be in a superconductor,insulator,or norm alstates,depending on the

valuesofT,� and C int. To characterize the superconducting ornorm alstate behaviorwe

calculated thehelicity m odulus,�,foreach array,

�=
@2F

@k2

�
�
�
k= 0

: (6)

� m easures the energy needed to carry out a phase twist between the boundaries ofthe

array along the~k direction. The helicity m odulusisproportionalto the superuid density

perunitm ass�s,

�s(T)=
1

V

�
m a

~

�

�(T): (7)

Hereaisthelatticespacing,m theCooperpairm ass,and V thevolum e.Com biningEqs.(5)

and (6),we obtain the path integralrepresentation ofthe helicity m oduluswhen the twist

isalong the~x axis[15],

1

E J�LxLy

�
x

�(T)=
1

LxLyL�

"
D L�� 1X

�= 0

X

~r�

cos

h

�(�;~r�)� �(�;~r� + x̂)

iE

�
E J��

L�

E J��

L�

(
D� L�� 1X

�= 0

X

~r�

sin

h

�(�;~r�)� �(�;~r� + x̂)

i�2E

�

D L�� 1X

�= 0

X

~r�

sin

h

�(�;~r�)� �(�;~r� + x̂)

iE2
) #

: (8)

The charge coherence in the arrays is determ ined by the inverse dielectric constant "� 1,

de�ned as,

�
� 1

= lim ~q! 0

h

1�
Q 2

kB T

1

C (~q)



n(~q)n(� ~q)

�i

: (9)

Com bining Eqs.(5)and (9),aswellasFouriertransform ing thecapacitancem atrix and the

chargenum beroperator[15],wecan writethepath integralrepresentation ofthecorrelation

function


n(~r1)n(~r2)

�
as,

D

n(~r1)n(~r2)

E

=
1

�Q 2
C (~r1;~r2)+

�
2�

�L�

�2 X

~r3;~r4

C (~r1;~r3)C (~r2;~r4)

D

m (~r3);m (~r4)

E

: (10)
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Substituting thisresultin Eq.(9)yieldstheinverse dielectricconstantexpression

�
� 1

= lim ~k! 0

"�
2�
�2

�Q 2
C (~k)


�
�m (~k)

�
�2
�
#

: (11)

In these equations the path integralrepresentation ofthe integer �elds m (~r)0s is m (~r) =
P L�� 1

�= 0
m (�;~r).Itisim portanttonotethatthepathintegralrepresentation of�� 1 in Eq.(11)

isnotexactly the inverse dielectric function ofa gasofCooperpairs,since itdependson

the discretization ofthe im aginary tim e axis in L� slices. Nonetheless,we expect that it

containsm ostofthe relevantinform ation ofthe dielectric propertiesofthe gasofCooper

pairsin thearrays.

III. R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

A . Param eter values in the sim ulations

To carry out the M onte Carlo m oves in the phases we used the standard M etropolis

algorithm . To speed up the calculations,we replace the U(1)continuoussym m etry in the

phases by a discrete ZN subgroup [2]. Using N = 5000 has proved to yield good results.

Discretizing the phaseshasthe advantage ofusing integerarithm etic thatallowsbuilding

cosinetablesfortheBoltzm ann factorsin thepartition function.Thissim pli�cation cannot

be used for the integer �elds,except when C m = 0,in which case the m (�;~r) �elds can

be sum m ed up exactly. Thisapproach allowsto build up look up tablesthatintroduce an

adequatee�ectivepotential[15].

Once the system reaches therm alequilibrium after N ther (between 103 and 104) M C

sweeps,thetherm odynam icaveragesofinterestwerecalculated.A m easurewastaken after

N sw eeps passes through the arrays updating the phases,and M sw eeps passes updating the

integer �elds. In the sem i-classicallim it,� � 1,and we needed to consider N sw eeps = 1

and M sw eeps = 1 athigh tem peratures(T > 0:4),and N sw eeps = 4 and M sw eeps = 4 atlow

tem peratures(T < 0:4).In thequantum lim it,� > 1,wetook N sw eeps = 4and M sw eeps = 4,

at high tem peratures,and N sw eeps = 10 and M sw eeps = 10 at low tem peratures. These

param eter values were chosen to m inim ize the decorrelation tim es due to the long range

charge interactions. Proceeding in thisway we carried outaverages over 16384 M C steps
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athigh tem peraturesand 32768 atlow tem peratures.Errorbarswerecalculated using the

biased reduction m ethod described in reference [38].

W e studied the helicity m odulusand the inverse dielectric constantforeach array asa

function oftem perature,�,and theratio oftheinter-layerselfcapacitanceto theintralayer

m utualcapacitance,
Cint

Cm

. The reduced tem perature was varied in the range [0:05;1:0]in

0.05 steps at high T0s and 0.025 steps at low T0s. To study the transition between the

sem i-classicaland quantum states, the quantum param eter in one array was kept �xed

at �1 = 0:5 while we varied the quantum param eter ofthe second array taking values,

�2 = 0:5;1:0;1:25;1:50;2:0;2:5;3:0;and 4.0.In addition,thecapacitanceratioswereinteger

m ultiplesoftheDelft’sexperim entalparam eters[23]:
Cint

Cm

= �� 0:26087,with � = 1,2,3,4,

and 5. The values chosen for this ratio allowed us to study the e�ects ofthe capacitive

coupling between thearrays,going from weak coupling,to thestrong coupling regim ewhen

� � 3. The sim ulationswere carried outin lattice sizesLx � Ly = 32� 32 and L� = 32,

for0:5 � � � 2:0,and L� up to 96 forhighervalues2:0 < � � 4:0.The largerthevalue�

thelargertheim aginary tim eaxishad to be.FortheL� valueschosen weobtained reliable

results,with negligible�nitesizee�ectsalong theim aginary tim eaxis.

B . R esults for � and �� 1

In thissection we presentand discussthe resultsfor� 1;2 and "
� 1

1;2 fordi�erentvaluesof

the quantum param eter �2 while �1 = 0:5 was kept �xed. W e startconsidering the case

when both arrays are in the sem i-classicalregim e,�1 = 0:5 and �2 = 1:0 and 0:26087 �

Cint � 1:30435.Thecorresponding resultsarenotshown explicitly here,however,webriey

describe them to com pare,where appropriate,with previous studies. W e found that at

low tem perature� 1;2 are�nite{SC phase{ with � 1 > � 2,with sm alltherm aluctuations.

Both quantitiesdecreased m onotonically down to zero astem perature increased. ForT �

Tsc(�1;2)they were equalto zero indicating thatthe arrayswere in the norm alphase.The

superconductor to norm al(SC-N) transition tem perature,TSC (�),shifted downwards as

the charging energy increased. Around this transition tem perature the uctuations of�

becam e larger. Since the arrayswere in the sem iclassicalregim e the chargesdid notplay

an im portant role in the behavior ofthe system ,except for the sm alldecrease in phase
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coherence,and weobtained,"
� 1

1;2 = 0,in thewholetem peraturerange.Theseresultsforthe

two coupled arraysare in agreem entwith previousstudiesforone array [2,3,4,15]. The

resultsdescribed hereindicatethatTSC (�)wasweakly a�ected by theinterlayercapacitive

coupling.

In Fig.1weshow thehelicity m odulus{upperpanels{ and theinversedielectricconstant

{lower panels{ ofeach array as a function oftem perature when �1 = 0:5 and �2 = 2:5,

forlow and high values of
C int

C m

. The dependence ofthe SC-N phase boundary TSC (�)on

Cint willbe shown and discussed later. In �gure 1 we see thatthe second array starts to

develop charge coherence: At very low tem peratures the inverse dielectric constant of1,

although sm all,ithasincreased while the phase coherence ofthe second array decreased,

as shown by the reduced value ofthe helicity m odulus. This behavior con�rm s the dual

behavior between vortices in one array and charges in the other one,due to their gauge

interaction,aspredicted in reference [35].There,an e�ectiveaction waswritten in term sof

fourinteracting im aginary tim e Coulom b-like gases. The e�ective Ham iltonian wasshown

to be dually sym m etric between charge and vorticity with com plicated kernels. In the

sim plest case,where one array hasone vortex and the otherone charge,theirinteraction

hasa m inim algaugecoupling thatisproportionalto thesitecoupling capacitancebetween

the arrays. As a consequence ofthis gauge capacitive interaction,the uctuations in the

helicity m odulusand theinverse dielectric constantarem uch strongerthan thoseobserved

in the sem i-classicallim it in a single array. Nonetheless,the quantum uctuations in the

second array are notsu�ciently strong to signi�cantly a�ectthe sem i-classicalbehaviorof

the�rstarray.Thisindicatesthatthegaugeinteraction between vortexand chargeCoulom b

gasesisweak.On theotherhand,italso found thatasCint increasesthecharge coherence

ofthe second array decreases,restoring itsphase coherence. In addition there appearsto

be a reentrant phase transition in the second array atlow tem peratures,as suggested by

the concave curvature ofitshelicity m odulusand the slightconvex curvature ofitsinverse

dielectricconstant.Thispicturebecom esm oreevidentwhen increasingfurtherthecharging

energy in the second array,to �2 = 3:0,while keeping �1 = 0:5. The resultsare shown in

Fig.2. W hen
C int

C m

= 0:52174,asthe system coolsdown,array 2 undergoesa SC-N phase

transition atT ’ 0:35,followed by a reentrantN-SC transition atT ’ 0:25. In addition,

we also observe that at T ’ 0:45 the charge coherence increases signi�cantly and then
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decreases at T ’ 0:15. This suggests an insulating to norm alreentrant transition. Once

again,thisisa m anifestation ofthedualcharacterbetween thechargeand phasedegreesof

freedom in the two arraysaswellasthe gauge interaction between the vortex and charge

Coulom b gases. As the interaction capacitance increases further to
C int

C m

= 0:78261,the

reentrant transition in the phase degrees offreedom isless evident,butitisstillpresent.

A sim ilar situation is observed in the charges degrees offreedom . Increasing further the

arraysinteraction capacitanceim provesthephasecoherenceofthearraysattheexpenseof

theirchargecoherence.Notethatthetherm aluctuationsarestrongin thephaseand in the

chargedegreesoffreedom forthearrayparam etersconsidered here.In spiteofthecapacitive

interaction between arrays1 and 2,thebehaviorin array 2 doesnota�ectsigni�cantly the

behaviorofarray 1.W hen thequantum param eterofarray 2 issu�ciently large,� 2 = 4:0,

thequantum e�ectsbecom edom inant,and thechargedegreesoffreedom destroy thephase

coherence when
C int

C m

= 0:52174 and 0.78261. This behavior isshown in �gure 3. Forthis

valueof�2 weneeded toconsiderL� = 96forarray2togetm eaningfulresults.W efound no

transition atallin thephases,butwedogetasharp N-Itransition forthecharges,although

the uctuationsin those degreesoffreedom are ratherlarge. Increasing C int furtherleads

to a di�erent scenario. For
C int

C m

= 1:04348,a SC phase appearsin the tem perature range

0:25� T � 0:45,followed by an insulating phaseatlowertem peratures.For
C int

C m

= 1:30435

weobtainasim ilarsituation.In thiscasethephasecoherenceisgreaterthanfortheprevious

valuesoftheinteraction capacitanceparam eter.Theseresultsareshown in �gure4.

Aspointed outin section II,when the quantum param eter,� � 1,the num ericaleval-

uation ofthe path integralrepresentation of"� 1 {Eq.(11){ depends im portantly on the

tim e slice discretization ofthe im aginary tim e axis,thatis,there are �nite size e�ects. To

ascertain thissituation wecalculated �(T)and �� 1(T)forfourdi�erentim aginary tim eaxis

lengths,L� = 48;64;96,and 128. In �gures 5(a),(b) we show the results ofthese calcu-

lations for� i(T),i= 1;2 when
C int

C m

= 1:30435 with �1 = 0:5,and �2 = 4. W e see that

� 1(T)showsno �nitesizee�ectssincethedata fordi�erentvaluesofL � foreach T fallon

top ofeach other. There are very sm all�nite size e�ects for those tem peratures close to

theSC-N transition tem perature.However,� 2(T)showsim portant�nitesizee�ectsin the

tem perature region where the reentranttransition setsin. Thisreentrance becom esbetter

de�ned,and itsbehaviorbecom essm ootherforL� � 96. Sim ilarly,the SC-Item perature

11



shiftsslightly tolowertem peraturesforL� � 96,whiletheN-SC tem peraturerem ainsabout

thesam e.On theotherhand,�
� 1

1 (T)= 0 in thewholetem peraturerangeconsidered.This

isnotunexpected since array 1 isin the sem i-classicalregim e (�1 = 0:5),and the role of

thechargedegreesoffreedom isnegligible.Becauseofthiswedo notshow �
� 1

1
in �gures5.

Nonetheless,�
� 1

2 (T)issensitive to the L� length axis,ascan beseen in �gure5(c).In this

case,weseethattheinsulating phasesetsin atthetem peratureboundary TSC � I
�
L�

�
.For

L� � 96 itshiftsslightly to lowertem peratures. W e also see strong uctuationsin the in-

versedielectricconstantataboutTSC � I.Forothervaluesof
C int

C m

,and �2,theresultsareless

signi�cant.Although wedid notseeaclearsaturation of�
� 1

2 (T)atthereentrancetransition

forthe two largest values ofL� we were able to m inim ize the �nite size e�ects along the

im aginary tim elength.Carrying outcalculationsusing largerim aginary tim eaxisbecom es

very dem anding from thecom putationalpointofview.

C . P hase diagram s

Here we presentthe cum ulative resultsfrom the estim ation ofthe criticaltem peratures

from our�(T;�)and �� 1(T;�)calculationsthatprovidethephaseboundariesfortheSC-N

and I-N phasetransitions.In array 1 thequantum param eter�1 = 0:5,iskept�xed,while

�2 wasvaried in theinterval1:0 � �2 � 4:0,in ��2 = 0:5 steps,foreach oneofthevalues

ofCint=Cm . The transition tem peratures were estim ated from the behavior of� and " � 1

asfunctionsoftem perature,foreach value of�2. In the classicalarrays,according to the

Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless(BKT)theory,the criticalSC-N tem perature occursatthe

interceptofthe helicity m oduluswith a straightline with slope 2

�
. In the quantum arrays

ithasbeen shown experim entally thatin the lim itCs=Cm ! 0 there isa crossoverfrom a

conducting to an insulating phase [22,24,29]. Due to the �nite size ofthe experim ental

arraysthereisaroundingofthetransitions,becausethescreening length isshorterthan the

sizeofthearrays[23].Theoretically ithasbeen argued thatforany �nitescreening length

thephasetransition iswashed outeven in arraysofin�nitesize[39].Thishappensbecause

in the BKT scenario the SC-N transition crucially depends on the unscreened nature of

thelogarithm icinteraction between vortex pairs[36,40].Nonetheless,ithasbeen recently

shown [18,19]thateven in theregim eofstrong quantum uctuationsthedata for�(T),at
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low tem peratures,can bevery well�tted totheKosterlitz’srenorm alization group equations

in a �nite size analysis of�. In spite ofthe theoreticaland the experim entaldi�erences

in estim ating the transition tem peratures,here we willuse the BKT theory since we have

notcarried outa detailed �nite size analysis. W hen there isa low tem perature reentrant

phase transition,the transition tem perature isdeterm ined from the tem perature atwhich

the physicalquantity ofinterest vanishes,as is done with the arrays’s electric resistance

in experim ents. The errorbarsin the transition tem peratures were estim ated taking into

accountthesizeofthetem peraturevariationstep,�T,in thecalculations.Since�T = 0:05,

then theerrorbarsin thetransition tem peraturesofthephaseboundariesare�Tc = 0:05.

In �gure 6 we show the phase diagram sTc versus �2 forthe phase and charge degrees

offreedom forarrays1 and 2,when Cint=Cm =0.52174.W eseethattheSC-N tem perature

boundary ofthe sem iclassicalarray 1 rem ainsalm ostunchanged asa function of�2,with

Tc ’ 0:85. The SC-N phase boundary ofarray 2,however, changes signi�cantly as �2

increases.Thetransition tem peraturedecreasesm onotonically and itextrapolatestozeroat

�2 = 4.Atthis�2 valuethesecond arrayisfullyin thequantum regim e.Sim ilarresultswere

obtained forCint=Cm =0.26087.ItwasalsofoundthattheI-N phaseboundariesofthearrays

arequalitatively sim ilarfor1� �2 � 2:5 with Cint=Cm = 0.26087 and 0.52174.Thatis,for

array 1 TIC(�2)= 0,and forarray 2 theI-N transition tem peratureincreasesm onotonically

and reaches a m axim um at �2 = 2:5. However,when array 2 is in the quantum regim e,

�2 > 2:5,thesituation isdi�erent.Therewefound thattheI-N boundary ofarray 1isequal

to zero when Cint=Cm = 0.26087. Increasing thisquantity up to 0.52174,yieldsa nonzero

and m onotonically increasingTIC(�2).Forarray2with Cint=Cm =0.26087wefound thatthe

TIC(�2)decreasesslowlyand for3� �2 � 4itbecom esconstant,TIC ’ 0:3.Forlargervalues

oftheinteraction param eter,Cint=Cm = 0.52174,theI-N phaseboundary decreasesdown to

zero for3:0 � �2 � 4:0,indicating the existence ofa reentrantnovelphase transition.The

resultsforCint=Cm =0.52174areplotted in �gure6.ForC int=Cm = 0:78261,theSC-N phase

diagram forarray 2,and the I-N phase diagram ofboth arrays,are m odi�ed slightly. The

TSC� N boundary ofarray 2 decreasesataboutthe sam e rate when 1:0 � �2 � 3:0 forthe

valuesofCint=Cm given above.Nonetheless,the transition tem perature for�2 = 4:0 isnot

zero,instead,itm ovesupwards.TSC� N m aybeapproxim ated by astraightlineforthewhole

intervalof�2 considered here.TheI-N boundary,itincreasesm onotonically from �2 = 1:25
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up to �2 = 2:0,where itreachesa m axim um and then slowly decreasesappearing to reach

a m inim um at�2 = 3:0. Above thisvalue itincreasesslowly. These resultsare notshown

heresincethey aresim ilarto thosein Fig.7.A furtherincreasein thecoupling capacitance

between thearraysto,Cint=Cm = 1:04348,doesnotchangetheSC-N and theI-N boundaries

ofarray 1,butitchangestheSC-N phasediagram forarray 2,and theI-N phasediagram of

both arrays.TheSC-N transition tem peratureofarray 2 decreaseslinearly asa function of

�2,whiletheI-N boundary increasesm onotonically in thetem peraturerange1:0� T � 2:5.

Itreachesa m axim um atT = 2:5 and then decreasesslowly up to �2 = 3:0,where ithasa

m inim um and then increasesagain up to�2 = 4:0.Notethattheposition ofthem axim um is

shifted to highervaluesof�2,and thetransition tem peratureat�2 = 4:0 shiftsdownwards

com pared tothepreviousvalueofCint=Cm .W hen Cint=Cm isatthehighestvalueconsidered

here,1.30305,theSC-N boundariesofarrays1-2becom estraightlines.Theform erhaszero

slopeand thelattershowsa negativeslope,i.e.theSC-N transition tem peratureofarray 2

decreaseslinearly as�2 increases.On theotherhand,theI-N boundary ofarray 1 startsas

a horizontalstraightlinefor1 � �2 � 1:5 then increasesreaching a m axim um at�2 = 2:5,

then decreasing m onotonically down to zero at�2 = 4:0.These resultssuggest,again,the

existenceofa reentranttransitionsin array 2when itisin thequantum regim e.In contrast,

the I-N boundary ofarray 2 isa horizontalline atT = 0,for1 � �2 � 3:0,and TI� N (�)

becom esnonzero for�2 > 3:0.

The structure ofthe phase diagram sindicate thatby increasing the capacitive coupling

between arraysand increasing the�2 param eteronecan inducenovelreentrantphasetran-

sitionsnotonly in the phase degreesoffreedom butalso in the charge freedom s.Thisisa

situation thatdoesnotoccurin singleJJA.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehavecarried outextensivepath integralquantum M C sim ulationsoftwo capacitively

coupled JJA with ultra sm alljunctions.Onein thesem iclassicallim itand theotherin the

quantum regim e. W e studied the behaviorofthe helicity m odulusand the inverse dielec-

tricconstantasa function oftem peraturefordi�erentvaluesoftheinterlayercapacitances.

W hen botharraysareinthesem iclassicalregim e,regardlessoftheinterlayercouplingconsid-
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ered here,each array showsaSC-N transition at�nitetem peratures.Forthesesem iclassical

arraysthechargedegreesoffreedom contribution isnegligibleand thereisnoI-N transition

at �nite tem peratures. As array 2 enters the quantum regim e (2:0 � �2 � 2:5),a SC-N

reentrantphase transition appearsand theuctuationsin � 2 and �
� 1 becom e signi�cantly

larger due to quantum uctuations as explained in references [18,19]. At the sam e tim e

thequantum array startsto develop chargecoherence with an �nitetem peratureI-N tran-

sition. Thisscenario occurred forallthe valuesofthe interlayercoupling considered here.

As array 2 becom es m ore quantum (3:0 � �2 < 4:0),and forallthe interlayer couplings

considered,reentranttransitionsoccurnotonly in thephasedegreesoffreedom ,butalso in

thechargesdegreesoffreedom .W hen �2 = 4:0,theSC-N transition iswashed outforval-

uesoftheinterlayercoupling Cint=Cm � 0:78261,having only an I-N transition.Increasing

further the interlayer coupling yields a SC-N reentrant phase transition at low tem pera-

tures for 0:20 . T . 0:5,together with the usualI-N phase transition for the charges.

Thesescenarioscan beunderstood asa m anifestation ofthegaugeinteractionsbetween the

phase degrees offreedom and the charge degrees offreedom thatare presentin each array.

The latterresultsdepend on the valuesofthe quantum param eters. Finally,we showed a

series ofinteresting phase diagram s forboth arrays where we found som e resem blance to

the reentrant-like behavior observed experim entally by the Delft’s group in 2D JJA with

charging energy [23,31].
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FIG .1:� and �� 1 asa function oftem perature.�1 = 0:5 (circles),forthesem iclassicalarray,and

�2 = 2:5 (triangles),forthequantum array.Thevaluesof
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are (a)0:52174 and (b)0:78261.
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FIG .2:Sam e asin Fig.1 with �2 = 3:0 and
C int

C m
= (a)0.52174 and (b)0.78261.
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FIG .3:Sam e asin Fig.1 with �2 = 4:0 and
C int

C m
= (a)0.52174 and (b)0.78261.
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