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W e study m otion of dom ain wall defects in a fully frustrated Josephson—junction ladder system ,
driven by an all applied currents. For sm all system sizes, the energy barrierEg to the defect m otion
is com puted analytically via sym m etry and topological considerations. M ore generally, we perform
num erical sin ulations directly on the equations ofm otion, based on the resistively-shunted jinction
m odel, to study the dynam ics of defects, varying the system size. C oherent m otion of dom ain walls
is observed for large system sizes. In the them odynam ical lim it, we nd Eg = 0:1827 in units of

the Josephson coupling energy.

PACS numbers: 7450+ 1, 03.75Lm , 7481 Fa, 74250t

I. NTRODUCTION

Two-dim ensional (2D ) arrays of Jossphson juinctions
are of Interest n various elds of fundam ental classi-
cal and quantum physics. In the sinplest case, they
provide an experin ental realization of the X Y m odel;
In particular, applying a m agnetic eld introduces frus—
tration, m easured by the ux per plaquette In units
of the ux quantum & The corresponding vortices in-
duced by the eld tend to form a regular ux lattice,
thus owering the free energy, and result in interplay
w ith the underlying lattice periodicity. This gives rise
to com m ensurate-incom m ensurate e ects and leads to a
rich variety of physics, mcluding rst-order and double
transitions, reentrance, glassy behavior, quantum transi-
tions, topological quantization, dynam ic transitions and
resonance, etc22 In these phenom ena vortex con gura—
tions and dynam ics play crucial roles, driving transitions
and goveming transport properties. H ere one interesting
question arises when an extra vortex is added into the
system . W hilke the vortex in general sits on a plaquette
with m Inimum energy, which is separated by the poten—
tialbarrier set by the underlying lattice structure, tm ay
be driven Into m otion by applying currents, as it is ex—
erted by the \Lorentz force" in the transverse direction,
and accordingly generatesnon-vanishing voltage. Indeed,
the volragem easurem ent in recent dynam ic sin ulations,?
perform ed in the presence of extemal currents, has given
the pInning energy barriers as well as the critical cur-
rents, which agree fillly w ith experin ental resuls,® thus
resolred the long-standing discrepancy in the frustrated
case.

T his paper focuses on the vortex dynam ics in ladders
of Josephson junctions, w hich provides the sin plest sys—
tem for probing the frustration e ects: T hose studied in
existing literature nclude the vortex con guration and
the critical current, depending on the frustration 2~ the
vortex-vortex interaction decaying exponentially quan—
tum e ects?, and resonancei® Note the vast di erence
from the 2D systeam , especially, in the vortex interaction,

w hich is expected to a ect signi cantly the dynam ics of
a vortex in a background of other vortices, ie., in a frus—
trated system . In particular dom ain walls In a ladder
system assum e the sin ple om ofpoint defects, the dy—
nam ics ofwhich is convenient to probe. W e thus consider
the dom ain wall defects created by adding an extra vor—
tex In a fully frustrated ladder and exam ine theirm otion
driven by extemal currents. In sn all system s, the sym —
m etry argum ent and topological constraints allow one to
com puted analytically the energy barrier. M ore gener—
ally, the defect m otion, driven by uniform currents, is in—
vestigated by m eans of dynam ical sin ulations perform ed
directly on the equations ofm otion. T he resulting value
of the energy barrier is found consistent w ith the ana—
Iytical one obtained for am all system s. A 1so cbserved is
the defect m otion, either sequential or sin ultaneous, de—
pending on the size and the iniial con guration. Such
characteristics are attrbuted to the distance-dependent
Interaction betw een defects and the underlying lattice ge—
om etry.

There are ve sections in this paper: Section IT intro—
duces the m odel system whereas Sec. IIT is devoted to
the analytical calculations of the energy barrier to the
defect m otion In an all system s. In Sec. IV, we descrbe
the num erical sin ulations perform ed on the equations of
m otion in the presence of uniform driving currents, and
present the results. T he current<voltage (IV ) character—
istics and the energy function are com puted, which in
tum give the critical current and the pinning energy bar-
rier for various system sizes. Finally, a brief summ ary is
given in Sec. V.

II. MODEL SYSTEM

W e consider a ladder of Josephson junctions m ade of
2L superconducting grains weakly coupled to their near—
est neighbors, the schem atic diagram of which is shown
in Fig.ll. Thegrainsare ocated at sttesi  (x;y), where
x muns from 1 to L (In the lg direction) and the label


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0512081v1

‘ 12 7‘ ‘4{ Gu2 7‘ ‘4{ QL2 |----- ‘ 1,2 ‘ y=2
® ‘ ® ® ‘ 02 ®
‘ b1 ‘ ‘ ‘7‘ Gua ‘ ‘ }7‘ @L.l‘ ””” ‘ P11 ‘ y= 1
X

FIG .1: Schem atic notation for a Josephson—junction ladder.
E ach superconducting grain, denoted by a square, is charac—
terized by thephase 4;, ofthe superconducting orderparam —
eter. The symbol denotes the ux per plaquette from an
extemaltransversem agnetic eld. T he extra plaquette on the
right hand side represents the periodic boundary conditions.

y & 1;2) describes respectively the lower and upper kgs
of the ladder. Each grain is characterized by the local
condensed wave function or the order param eter:

1= 34 1)

w here the Iocal superconducting uid density j ijis as-
sum ed to be constant at low tem peratures. A coordingly,
relevant uctuations com e from the phases ; and the
Ham ilttonian ofthe system in the presence ofthe extemal
eld is sin ply given by the sum of the nearest neighbor-
Ing pair energies
X
H = Eg COS( i j
hi;3i

Aiy); @)

where E ;5 is the coupling constant between the grains,
hi; ji represents nearest neighboring pairs, and the bond
anglk A ;5 is given by the line integral of the vector po—
tential:

A dl 3)

w ith the ux quantum ¢ ~c=e. In the Landau gauge,
the com ponents of the vectorpotential A (X;y) are given
by

Ay X;y)=0 and A, X;y) = X; 4)

where isthem agnetic ux per plaquette and x is the
position along the leg direction.
For the Jadder in Fig.Ml, the H am iltonian reduces to

H = EJ X+1;y)

Eg cos( x;1 x;2 2 fx); )

where £ = ( measures the frustration ofthe system .
In the fully frustrated case (£ = 1=2), which isourman
concem In this work, one every other site is occupied by
a single vortex.

W enow add or rem ove one vortex; this creates topolog-
icaldefects (dom ain walls) that a ect the ground state.
A typical vortex con guration in this case is disgplayed

FIG .2: Vortex con guration in the presence of an extra vor—
tex In the fully frustrated ladder of size L = 16. F illed circles
represent vortices.

in Fig.ll. The extra vortex can m ove through the peri-
odicpotentialproduced by the lattice structurewhen i is
sub ct to a perpendicular current. An estin ation ofthe
corresponding lattice pinning barrier is then m ade each
tin e this extra vortex crosses the barrier. N ote that the
periodic potential is in generalm odulated signi cantly
by other (underlying) vortices present in the system w ith
f = 1=2, resulting in the barrier strikingly di erent from
that in the unfrustrated system (£ = 0).

III. ANALYTIC CALCULATIONS

Foroconvenience, we choose new gauge nvariant phases
that sin plify the Ham iltonian and the current distribu-
tion in the system . Let , and ’ x denote the follow ing
phase di erences between the grains:

X x+1;1 x;1
0 _
x x+ 1;2 x;2
’x = x;1 x;2 2 fx: (6)

Tt iseasy to see, by sym m etry and energy considerations,
that the phase di erences , and 2 are opposite to each
other® Indeed, the sum ofthese phases around each pla—
quette is constrained topologically by the ux or frustra—
tion f and the (Integer) vortex num ber n, :

’x+1+’x=2 (nx f) qu; (7)

0
X X

where g, isthe (fractional) vortex charge, and the H am il
tonian sin ply reads

X
H = E; lcos  + cos )+ cos’ ]
X
X ,x+l ’x
= Eg 2 cos f+ ny £)
X
4 0
cos X2 2+ cos’y 8)
Then the condition §= x decouples the phases be—

tween the transverse directions and leads to a solution
that m inim izes this H am iltonian. U sihg the current con—
servation laws, we can write a set of L equations for
and ’ x at every node of the lattice:

sin x = sin x+ 1 sin’ x+ 1 (9)
w ith the boundary conditions
x+L = x and ,x+L=,x: (lo)
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FIG. 3: Con guration of a two-plaquette system , with the
phase di erence labeled along each link. Filled circles repre—
sent vortices.

Thebarrierenergy Ex fora vortex m oving along a lad—
der can be com puted exactly on one sim ple exam ple. In
Fi.ll, we consider two plaquettes under closed bound-
ary conditions and a single vortex in the systam . In the
notation ofF ig.ll, the equations for the phases ( ; 0.7
In case (@) are given by

3 o=
30+7 =
sh °= sin +sih’; @1
which yieds = %= ( + ’)=3. Asa function of ',
the energy
+l
E()= o6cos 3 cos’ 12)

has an absolute m ininum for /! = =2, which in tum

ladsto = =6andE = 3 3 5:196, and a m axi-
mum for’ = togetherwith = 0andE = 5.0n
the other hand, n case (), we have
3 ro=
30+ 7 =
sih = sh +sh’; @3)
the solutions ofwhich are ’ ?’ =2 and = =6 forthe
ground state wWith E = 3 3) and ' = and = 0
for the excited state wWith E = 5). The excited states
In both cases are equivalent since ’ = = mod2 ).

T his corresponds to the situation that the system evolves

from con guration @) to (), nam ely, the instant when

the vortex is exactly on the rung between the two pla—

quettes. A coordingly, the energy barrier is sin ply given
by

o

Eg =3 3 5 0:19%: 14)

In the general case, the value ' = (or ) In the

excited state does not depend on the frustration pa—

ram eter £ sihce it is always a solution of the equation
QE (" )=Q@" = Owih

2 £+ 7 2 1
3 3
cos’ : (15)

E()= 3cos
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FIG . 4: Phase con guration of a Josephson—junction ladder
of L = 8 plagquettes. Periodic boundary conditions are em —
ployed.
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FIG.5: Three vortex con gurations (I,G,M ), show ing the
presence of vortices (denoted by lled circles) and dom ain
wall defects (denoted by crosses). A lso shown is the esti-
m ated energy (in unis ofE ;) ofeach con guration. A rrow s
represent the tim e evolution of the con guration, which has
been veri ed by extensive num erical sin ulations.

In the Pllow ing, we accept that /¥ = corresponds to
the solution ofthe excited state in which the vortex ison
the rung forany given L ; thisw illbe checked num erically
(see Fig. M below ).

In a m ore com plicate case, we consider a system w ih
L = 8 plaquettes. F igurell show s the phase con guration
of an eight-plaquette system at £ = 1=2 under periodic
boundary conditions, iIn the presence of an extra vortex.
W e consider three possibl con gurations (I,G ,M ) shown
in Fig.l, where lld circles and crosses represent vor-
tices and defects (dom ain walls), respectively. Starting
from the iniial state I and driven by the infcted cur-
rent along the y direction, the system evolves eventually
to con guration G via a number of interm ediate con g—
urations. It subsequently evolves to M and back to G.
Con gurationsG and M ocorrespond to the low est-energy
state and the high-energy (excited) state, respectively,
and this evolution pattem repeats w ith tin e, which has
been veri ed by extensive num erical sin ulations.

In the Initial con guration I, the stationary phase re—



lations are given by

21 T+ '1= i 22 '3+ 7=
23 "4t '3= i 24 s+ 4=
25 'et's5= i 26 "7+ 7¢6=
27 'g+t 7= 3 2g "1+ 7g= : 16)

In units ofthe Josephson coupling energy E 5, the energy
isestinated to be E (I) = 16:3083. For con guration
G, the phase relations read

2 2+t 1= 2, '3+ ',=

2 3 4t 3= i 24 s+ 7'4=

25 et 's= i 26 7t '6=

24 gt 7= 2g "1+ 7g= H @7)
which yiedstheenergy E G) = 16:3229.

Con guration M describes an interm ediate state via
w hich the system goes from the state w ith the occupation
number (ns = 0;ng = 1) to thatwith (hs = 1;ng = 0),
nam ely, the vortex m oves to the lkft by one plaquette,
sin ilarly to the evolution from () to (@) in Fig.l. Tn
this case, the vortex num bers in both cells are not well
de ned, but the vortex is said to be \spread" between
the two plaquettes. To apply Eq. ), we further take
the tw o plaquettes on both sides of the rung as one unit
cell. Since the net vortex chargeenclosed In thiscell (con-—
sisting of the two plaquettes) is zero, the sum of phase
di erences around i also vanishes. W e thus have the
condition 2 s+ "5+ 2 ¢ '5=2 ms f+ng £)=0,
with ns + ng = 1. The rem aining relations are given by

21 ot T1= 2, '3+ 7,=
23 "4+ 73= i 24 s+ T4=
27 'gt+ 9= 28 "1+ 7g= . (@18)

A s addressed already, the vortex sits on the rung in this
con guration and the phases take the radial direction
around the center of the rung, thus leading to the phase
dierence’ ¢ = along the rung. This ism anifested by
the tin e evolution of ’ ¢, as shown in the next section
(sceFig.ll). Wethusset ' 4 = and obtain the energy
ofthe con guration: E M )= 16:1368.

Togetherw ith the result ofE (G ), we estin ate the pin—
ning barrier according to

Eg EM) E G)= 0:186l: 19)

N ote that thisvalue, obtained forL = 8, is lowerthan the
value 0:19615 in the twoplaquette case (L = 2). W ethus
expect that the energy barrierE g in the therm odynam ic
Imi @ ! 1 ) hasa valie still ower than 0:1861.

IV. NUMERICAL SIM ULATIONS

To evaluate the precise value of the energy barrier for
various system sizes, we have perform ed extensive dy-—
nam ic sinulations on the resistively shunted junction
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t

FIG . 6: T in e evolution of the phase di erence ’ s across the
rung (solid line, left vertical axis), together w ith that of the
vortex charge g = n f on the plaquette just right of the
rung (dotted line, right verticalaxis). T In e t isgiven In units
of ~=2ei.R .

RSJ) model. The dynam ics of the RSJ m odel, w ith
sihgle—junction critical current i, and shunt resistance R,
isgovemed by the set ofequations ofm otion forthe phase

ir

n #
X 0o o~ a8y
+isin€y = Iy 20
, 2eR dt e ’ ©0)
where € i 3 Ay is the gauge-dnvariant phase

di erence across the junction (ij), and the prin ed sum —
m ation runs over the nearest neighbors of grain i. The
system isdriven by the current I; = I, = I(yp yil)
(@applied to grain i), nam ely, uniform current I is in ected
to and extracted from each grain on the upper y = 2)
and lower (v = 1) lgs, respectively. Using a m odi ed
Eulerm ethod, we have integrated Eq. [l w ith thetine
step ofsize t= 0:05 (Inh units of ~=2ei R) for a variety
of ladders up to the system size L = 512. In addition
to the periodic boundary conditions in posed along the x
direction, we Introduce a 2 phase slip across the whole
system :

L+12 = 12t

L+1;1 = 14 i 1)

w hich generates a single extra vortex.

W e rst exam ne how the rung phase di erence ' ¢
varies in the vortex m otion and plt in Fig.ll its tine
evolution In the system of eight plaquettes. A 1so plotted
is the evolution of the vortex charge g = n £ Wih
n being the vortex num ber) on the plaquette just right
of the rung. I is cbserved that g (or n) changes rather
abruptly from 1=2 to 1=2 (or from 1 to 0), descrlbing
the m otion of a vortex to the left. In particular, at the
m om ent of the change, ie., when the vortex is located on
the rung, the phase di erence ’ ¢ indeed has the value ,
as expected.



FIG . 7: Pattem of defect m otion In a fully frustrated ladder
(f = 1=2),wih Illed circles and crosses denoting vortices and
dom ain walls, respectively, astin e goesby (in the direction of
the arrow s) . Currents are applied uniform Iy along the rungs.
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FIG . 8: IV characteristics for the system size L = 8, 16, and
24, resgpectively, from bottom to top. The inset shows the
critical current I. as a function of L. Current I and volage
V are expressed in units of i; and iR, respectively.

Figure B shows typical m otion of defects under the
driving currents. At rst, two defects (ie., two dom ain
w alls separating the three neighboring vortices) are next
to each other, as shown in the st con guration (from
top to bottom ). The distance between the dom ain wall
defects grow sw ith tin e until this distance eventually be—
com eshalfthe system size (see the second con guration).
Then, the defect on the right m oves rst (changing the
con guration to the third one), subsequently ©llowed by
the m otion ofthe one on the keft (resulting in the fourth
con guration). In the case that there are only a few
plaquettes (L < 40), this behavior is always ocbserved,
regardless ofthe initial distance betw een the tw o defects.
On the other hand, In a system of larger size, two types
ofbehavior are cbserved, depending on initial conditions:
W hen the two defects are initially located at nearby sites,
they m ove sim ultaneously through transient states and
the distance betw een them does not grow beyond 20 pla—
quettes. In contrast, tw o defects distant by m ore than 20
plaquettes tend to m ove sequentially for appropriate ini-
tialphase con gurations. W e presum e that such size de—
pendence has itsorigin in the interaction between defects

and the underlying periodic lattice geom etry. Nam ely,
the Interaction betw een two dom ain walldefectsbecom es
vanishingly an all as the distance is increased beyond 20
plaquettes, which m ay re ect the exponentially decaying
interaction betw een vortices® In thism anner the charac—
teristic Interaction betw een dom ain walls in a background
of vortices appears to be exposed.

In order to estin ate the pinning barrier, we com pute
the IV characteristics and the critical current I., and
probe theirbehaviorsw ith the system sizeL . T he voltage
across the system is given by the ac Josephson relation!
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FIG. 9: Tine evolution of energy E (t) in system s of size
L = 8 (@) and 64 [b) and (c)]. The unifom driving cur-
rent I = I. (L)+ 0:0001 hasbeen applied along each rung. @)
and (b) describe the sequentialm otion whilke (c) corresponds
to the sim ultaneous m otion (see the text). For convenience,
E (t), given in units of E 5, hasbeen shifted such thatE = 0
corresponds to them inimum . The inset in (c) show s a tran—
sient behavior: T he two peaksm erge eventually into one peak
shown in them ain plate.
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FIG. 10: PInning energy barrier Ez (n units of Ey) as a
finction of the system size L . Energy barriers corresponding
to (@) sequential and (o) sin ultaneous m otion of defects are
displayed.

* +
~ X d( .
H i= ( x;2 x;1 )
2eLs . dt

22)
and the resulting characteristics are displayed in Fig.Hl
for system size L = 8, 16, and 24. System s larger than
L = 24 tum out to exhbit the sam e IV characteristics
as the case L = 24 and are thus not shown here. It
is observed that non-zero voltage develops as the driv—
ing current I is Increased beyond a certain value. The
size-dependence of the corresponding critical current I,
isplotted in the inset of F ig.M, which dem onstrates that
I. 1rst reduces with the system size L and saturates to
a nearly constant valie beyond L = 24. In the them o—
dynam ic lim i, I. is shown to approach the valie 0:089
(In units of the single—junction critical current i.); this is
close to thevalue I. 0: at £ = 1=2, extracted roughly
from Fig.1l(@) ofRef.

Tn Fig.Jll, we display the typicaltin e dependence ofthe
energy E (t). W ith thedriving current I = I. (L )+ 0:0001
Just above the critical valie, the energy is calculated
through the use of Eq. ). Note in Fig.ll that (@) and
(o) correspond to sequentialm otion ofdefects forthe sys—
tem size L = 8 (sm aller than 40) and 64 (larger than 40),

regpectively. A s the defect m oves across one plaquette,
E (t) goes through a m axin um corresponding to the ex—
cited state discussed in Sec. ITI. T he lowest-energy state
corresponds to con guration G and the m axinum one
toM shown in Fig.ll. A s pointed out, the defects can
m ove sin ultaneously for appropriate initial conditions.
Such sin ultaneousm otion is indeed observed in Fig M),
w hich revealsthe doubling ofboth the am plitude and the
period ofE (t) (ie., the energy barrier and the period of
the defect m otion). T he two transient states seen In the
inset of F ig .l (c) ndicate that the system possessing two
defects isnot com pletely coherent in the rst stage ofthe
dynam ics.

T hepinning energy barrierE g ,de ned tobethedi er-
ence between them axinum energy E M ) and them In—
Inum one E (G ), is thus com puted as the system size is
varied. T he size dependence ofE g is then exam ined and
shown in Fig.lll or (@) sequentialand (o) sin ultaneous
m otion of defects. In the form er case, the energy barrier
is observed to approach the value

Ep = 0:1827 (23)

In the them odynam ic Im it. This value is slightly be-
low the one bund analytically in the eight-plaquette sys-
tem , as expected. In the case of sin ultaneous m otion,
Fig.lll (©) show s that the energy barrier becom es double
for the system size L > 40.

V. SUMMARY

W e have studied the dynam ics of dom ain wall defects
created by adding an extra vortex in a fully frustrated
Josephson—junction ladder. The defects are in general
pinned by the energy barrier generated by the underlying
lattice structure and other vortices induced by an exter—
nalm agnetic eld or frustration. M aking use ofthe sym —
m etry and topologicalconstraints, w e have com puted the
energy barrierEg in system sofsize . 8. The defects
m ay be put to m otion by applying currents larger than
the critical current. The corresponding m otion in the
system , driven by uniform currents jist above the criti-
calvalue, has been investigated by m eans of dynam ical
sin ulations perform ed directly on the equations of m o—
tion. T he resulting num ericalestim ation ofEgx = 0:1827
(in units of the Josephson coupling energy) is fillly con—
sistent with the analytical value obtained from resoli—
tion of the phases in the eightplaquette L = 8) sys—
tem . In the dynam ical study ofthe system , we have also
observed that the defects m ove sequentially In sm all sys—
tem s (L < 40). On the otherhand, In larger system s, the
dom ain wallsm ay also display coherent m otion, nam ely,
they can m ove sim ultaneously aswellas sequentially, de—
pending on the initialcon gurations. Such di erence has
been attributed to the distance-dependent interaction be—
tween defects and the underlying lattice geom etry.
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