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A bstract

W hen m agnetic ux m oves across layered or granular superconductor structures,
the passage of vortices can take place along channels which develop nite volage,
w hile the rest of the m aterial rem ains in the zerovoltage state. W e present analytical
studies of an exam ple of such m ixed dynam ics: the row-sw itched R S) states in un-
derdam ped tw o-din ensional Jossphson arrays, driven by a uniform D C current under
extemalm agnetic eld but neglecting self- elds. T he goveming equations are cast into
a com pact di erentialalgebraic system which describes the dynam ics of an assembly
of Josephson oscillators coupled through the m esh current. W e carry out a form alper-
turbation expansion, and obtain the DC and AC spatial distribbutions of the junction
phases and induced circulating currents. W e also estim ate the interval of the driving
current n which a given RS state is stable. A 1l these analytical predictions com pare
wellw ith our num erics. W e then com bine these results to deduce the param eter region
(Inh the dam ping coe cient versusm agnetic eld plane) where RS states can exist.

PACS numbers: 8525Cp, 4610+ z, 05.70Ln, 4754 + r.

1 Introduction

Two-din ensional 2D ) arrays of Jossphson junctions serve as \controlled laboratories" to
investigate fiindam ental questions such as phase transitions fl|], vortex propagation and
interaction 2,13, 4, 5], phase- and frequency-locking of coupled oscillators [, 7, 8, 9], and
Spatio-tem poral pattermn form ation and chaos {10,11], am ong others {12]. A standard circuit
geom etry is a rectangular array driven by a D C current uniform Iy inected from the bottom

and extracted from the top i the presence of an applied eld Fig.d). T heir technological
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Figure 1: 2D Jossphson junction array consisting of N* = 7 rows and N Y = 7 colum ns of
square cells. The cell at (i;J) is shown enlarged. Each junction is described by a gauge—
Invariant phase di erence: * for the jinctions on the horizontal edges, and Y for the
vertical junctions. A uniform D C bias current Iy, is inected Into every node on the bottom

edge and extracted from the top. The kft and right sides are open boundaries. The m esh
current  denotes the deviation of the current distribbution from a uniform current ow In
the verticaldirection. A uniform m agnetic eld £, n unitsofthe ux quantum o, isapplied
transversally to the plane of the array.

prom ise as high-frequency oscillators 13, 14, 13] depends critically on achieving tunabl,
highly nonlinear, coherent oscillations of the collection of jinctions. H owever, to the chagrin
of engineers (and to the curosity of dynam icists) such ooherent oscillations are not easy to
obtain [§,15,16]. Instead, the arrays frequently break up into incoherent substructures, and
deliver output voltages w ith sm allAC am plitudes.

A striking exam ple of such dynam ical states w ith spatial structure is provided by the
row-switched R'S) states ound in underdam ped 2D arrays of square cells f7]. A s the bias
current Iy, is ram ped up, the D C current{volage (I{V ) characteristic of the array displays
a succession of discontinuous jim ps between ohm ic branches of Increasing resistance until,
eventually, the nom al resistive branch is reached. Tt was also noticed that the branches
are equally spaced In voltage. These observations suggested a row -sw tching soenario, in
which each of the jimps corresponds to all the jinctions In an individual row suddenly
sw tching from the superconducting to the nom al state, thus increasing the voltage across
the array by a xed am ount. In the RS states, the array then consists of superconducting
and nom alrow s, coexisting to form striped pattems as in the ourexam ples shown in Fig.2.
In otherwords, them agnetic ux m oves across the array along certain row s (channels) where
a nie voltage develops, whilke the rest of the system ram ains in the zero-voltage state. This



row -sw itching picture was later explicitly con m ed by m easuring voltages across individual
row s f1§,119], and by direct in aging of the array P(]. M oreover, attem pts werem ade {18] to
determm ine the sequence of row —-sw itching as the bias current was varied, and showed that the
order and critical currents at which row sbecom e nom alare irregular and history-dependent.

T he row -sw tching phenom enon is robust and still appears when the underlying lattice
structure is changed. In arrays of triangular cells i has been cbserved both experim en—
tally R1] and in sinulations R2]. The explanation of row -sw itching could also be relevant
to other system s. For instance, sin ilar channeling ofm agnetic ux hasbeen seen in contin—
uous superconductors R3]. In addition, the hundreds of resistive steps which appear in the
I{V characteristics of high-T ¢ superconductors P4] have been taken as an indication of the
layered weak-link structure in those m aterials.

T he experim ents on 2D arrays of square cells have revealed that RS states appear only
when the jinctions are su ciently underdam ped [17, 19, 20, 25]. O therw ise, the I{V char-
acteristics present an extended region of ux— ow leading to the ohm ic branch of the entire
array. In addition, RS states are only cbserved for su ciently sm all applied m agnetic elds.
Ifthe eld istoo large, there areno individualR S steps; rather, one giant step em erges [19, 18]
In the I{V . The origin of this giant step hasbeen attributed to the interaction of s=lf- elds
w ith a coherent array oscillation in the orm of a dynam ical checkerboard pattemn R§]. To
understand such transitions between coherent and localized states, it is In portant to study
the R S states and detem ine their current and phase distrloutions as well as the param eter
regin e for their appearance.

M uch of the previous theoretical work on 2D arrays has consisted of num erical sinula—
tions R7,28,29,30,4,22,2,31,32,18, 23] which reproduce the m easurem ents reasonably
well. Severalofthem have discussed RS statesbrie y B9, 2], while three others have treated
in depth the row -sw itching phenom enon P2, 32, 1§]. Theirm ain conclusion is the charac-
terization of the two distinct types of row s found in the experim ents: (1) switched rows (\S"
row s), across which there isa nite DC volage, and () quiescent rows (\Q " row s), across
which there isno D C voltage drop. T he sin ulations show that the jinctions Y in the vertical
branches of the S row s are In the nom al resistive state (rapidly rotating) whereas those in
the Q row s are nearly superconducting (stationary). N evertheless, aswe show , the jinctions
In theQ rowsare still oscillating, which causes nite AC volage drops and associated losses.
This iswhy we hesitate to call the Q row s \superconducting”.

T he num erical Investigations have also studied the sequence of row -sw itching as the bias
current is varied. Even In the absence of tem perature and disorder, the observed pattems
and the order of their appearance are found P2, 18] to depend on factors such as the ini-
tial condition, how currents are varied, the magnetic eld (poth extemally applied and
self-nduced), am ong others. This is a clar indication that m ultiple attractors coexist for
identical param eter values. (Indeed, Pattems 1, 2, and 4 in Fig.2 are ound using the sam e
set of param eters while Pattem 3 is cbtained for a slightly an aller bias current.) W hen
Inhom ogeneity is lnclided, it becom es even harder to predict which row will sw tch next,
except to conjcture that it will occur at the \weakest part" of the array P2]. Phillps et
al. B2] have studied the vortex pattermns in detail when inductances are included. W hen
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Figure 2: Four snapshots ofRS states n arrays of N * = 31 colmnsby NY = 7 rows. Two
types of row s are observed: quiescent Q) rows (in white) across which there are zero DC
voltage drops, and sw itched (S) row s (shaded areas) acrosswhich there are nite D C voltage
drops. B lack dots denote topological vortices, de ned In Sec. 2. They are (roughly) equally
soaced In the S row s of the sym m etric Pattems 1{3, but the spacing can change from row
to row In asymm etric pattems such as Pattem 4. C orresoondingly, their propagation soeed
(represented by the length of the arrow s) m ay change from an S row to another wihin a
pattem. In Pattems 1 and 2, the vorticesm ove In phase, even when the S row s are separated
by Q rows. These pattems are num erically generated using = 02, f = 01 and Iz = 0%
for Pattems 1,2 and 4, and I = 05 in the case of Pattem 3. Thus, Pattems 1,2 and 4
corresoond to coexisting dynam ical attractors of the system .



self- elds are an all, the S row s appear to be globally phase-locked even ifthey are far apart,
separated by Q row s in between. Thism eans that topological vortices in the S row s appear
to propagate together, jist as seen In Pattem 2 In Fig. 2. However, for generic asym m etric
pattems, such asP attem 4, vortices do not m ove together. Stronger self- elds are also found
[32] to break this phase coherence.

Com pared to the num erous experin ental and num erical studies, analytical results are
much scarcer for 2D amays. As far as we are aware, previous authors have focused on
the sim plest solution, nam ely, when the whol array is on the nom albranch of the I{V
curve Pattern 1 in Fig.Z2). This can be interpreted as the special RS state when all the
row s have becom e nom al; that is, the \com pletely row —sw itched" solution. These studies
have concentrated on explaining the global phase-locking m echanisn needed for oscillator
applications. The com plkte R S state is found to be only neutrally stable under zero m agnetic

eld 6, 33] hich in plies that row s are decoupled), whereas a non—zero eld induces inter—
row locking. This Inter- and Intra-row ocoupling m echanian s have been studied by ssveral
m ethods: isolating two cells in the array {34, 7], perturbation m ethods {1], and ham onic
balance [14,'8]. However, those resuls are not directly applicable to generic RS states since
the com plte RS state hasno Q row s and it extends to any large bias current values for any
dam ping. Instead, the (generic) RS states exhibit non-trivial structures and exist only In a
certan param eter regim e.

In this paper, we study analytically the RS states and test our predictions against nu-
m erical integrations of the system . F irst, we cast the goveming equations and the boundary
conditions n the m esh form alisn to ease the analytical proocedure (Section :'2) . In this no—
tation, the system can be viewed as an array of coupled oscillators in which the junction
phases (the pendulum —like oscillators) are coupled via the mesh currents  (the current
distribution in the array). The coupling arises from the ux quantization condition. W e ne-
glect s=lf- eld e ects in the equations, thus reducing the param eters of the system to three:
the bias current I, the jinction dam ping coe cient , and the magnetic eld £. In this
way, m any properties of the RS states can be explained w ithout undue com plications. W e
also discuss the notion of vorticity in these discrete arrays.

W e use prin arily four exam ples (depicted in Fig.2) I order to illustrate and test our
results. It is convenient to labeleach R S pattem by the set S of its sw itched row s. T herefore,
Pattems 1 to 4 are Iabeled as: S = £1;2;3;4;5;6;79, S = £2;4;6g, S = f4g, and S =
£2;3;4;7g, respectively. W e also de ne an S region to be a st of contiguous S rows. For
exam ple, Pattern 4 in Fig.2 hastwo S regions, one w ith three row s 2{4 and anotherw ith a
single row 7. Sin ilarly, a Q region is a set of contiguous Q row s.

A fom al perturbation expansion in the high-frequency lin it 35] is used to analyze the
governing equations (Section 3). W e assum e that the RS states are tim eperiodic solutions
In which som e junctionswhirl (ie., the Y’sin the S row sare running oscillators), and allthe
other junctions lbrate (ie. the Y’'sih theQ rowsandall * arenearly stationary). A though
the expansion ism ade system atic so that higher-order corrections could be obtained, we show
that m ost of the features of the R S states can be acoounted for by the leading order. (T he
only unresolved m aln feature is the phassJdodking between S rows.) To the zeroth order,



we obtain two system s of algebraic equations: one for the DC, and another for the AC

com ponents of the phases and currents. The D C systam isnonlinear (thusdi cult to solve);

however, we obtaln bulk approxin ations which work well far from the edges. On the other
hand, the AC com ponents obey the linear discrete Poisson equation w ith forcing from the
D C solution; therefore, they can be readily cbtained once the D C solution is known.

Thebulk approxin ation determ ines analytically the D C and AC distributions of currents
and phases forany given RS pattem. The rst In portant result isthat theDC current ows
uniform Iy n the S row s, but circulating currents are induced in theQ regions. T hese strongly
a ect the spatialwave num bers ofthe S row s (@lso calculated analytically), thus explaining
why the spacing and speed of propagation of the uxoids in the S row s varies from pattem
to pattem, and even from row to row within a pattem Fig.2). In Section 4 we test these

ndings num erically w ith good agreem ent.

Anotherm ain conclusion from the kading order analysis is that the presence of S regions
breaks the array into a collection ofQ regions that are decoupled from each other, as far as
the DC equations are concemed. The Q regions are, however, still weakly coupled through
the AC component. Thus, for exam ple, the existence of the switched row 4 In Pattem 3
producestwo 31 3 quasidispint Q regionswhich only Interact weakly. T his picture proves
usefiilbecause it reduces the problem of approxin ating the dynam icalR S states of the array
to obtaining the static states of its (an aller) constitutive Q regions.

Indeed, this physical picture has further in plications for the stability of the R S pattems
(Section §). A s explained above, each RS state is only observed in an interval of the bias
current, which depends on them agnetic eld and dam ping. W e show that the upper current
Iin it ofthis Interval is well predicted by the depinning current of the largest Q region. This
m eans that the R S state ceases to exist when the ux penetrates any ofthe Q regionswhich,
In absence of irreqularities, is usually the largest one In the array. For exam ple, Pattem 3
cannot hold beyond the current value at which a static state ofa 31 3 array depins. A long
the sam e lines, we also argue that the largest upper current ofany R S state w ill correspond
to RS pattems whose largest Q region is a single row, such as Pattem 2. However, the
depinning currents are independent of the junction dam ping, whereas the RS states are
found only in underdam ped arrays. T his indicates that the lower current Iim it also plays an
In portant physical role. A crude approxin ation for this lower Iim it is the retrapping current
of a single jinction which does depend on the dam ping. Combining these crteria we are
then able to caloulate the region of the param eter plane of the m agnetic eld £ versus the
dam ping param eter where RS states are not possible. Throughout Section 5 we present

additional num erical evidence w hich support these criteria.



2 Fomrm ulation

There are two equivalent ways of form ulating the governing equations of the system : the
node and mesh fomm ulations. The node fomm ulation is easier for sin pl geom etries but
it becom es cum bersom e and im practical for two-din ensional arrays when inductances are
included. Thus, we ollow the previous literature 27,29,%4,31;,132,18], and derive a com pact
description of the arrays In the mesh formulation. In particular, we follow closely Phillips
et al. B, 32] and Tr as 18], with a f&w changes. A though this form alisn was originally
developed to ease num erical sin ulations, it iswell suited for analytical work.

2.1 G overning equations

Our description of the array shown in Fig. ', assumes several sinpli cations. First, we
neglkct them al uctuations (ie., zero tam perature), and we consider all junctions identical
(ie., no disorder). Second, we describbe our basic circuit unit, a sihgle Jossphson jinction,
by the resistively and capacitively shunted jinction RCSJ) m odel. In this standard m odel,
a janction driven by a current I® is represented by an equivalent circuit of three channels in
parallelw ith a capacitance C , a resistance R, and a tunnel junction w ith the crtical current
I.. Asa resul, is state variable (the gauge-invariant phase di erence across the junction)

is govemed by

N [] + —+sn =71° @)

where the nonlinear operator N retums the total current through the device. In {]:) the
current is nom alized by 1., whereas tin e is expressed In units of the inverse of the plasn a
frequency !} = ( (C=2 L)'?. I addition, = ' = ( (=2 LR?C)'? is the damp-

Ing, with . the M Cumber param eter. Also, ( is the quantum ofmagnetic ux. The
Instantaneous voltage across the junction is given by the Jossphson voltage-phase relation:

V)= = @)

w here the voltage is nom alized by I.R . Thus, a singlke junction is analogous to a dam ped
driven m echanical pendulum , and its voltage corresoonds to the rotation frequency of the
pendulm (35, 36, 371.

W hen several junctions are interconnected to form a network, like the one depicted in
F igureil, the current distrdution m ust ful 11K irchho ’‘scurrent law . T his results in coupling
am ong the junctions. It is convenient to decom pose each branch current into an extemal
and a deviation current:

T°= Toewt Liev: 3)

T he extemal current I, is chosen such that it satis es current conservation at all nodes,
Including extemal sources and sinks. In general, i can be spatially non-uniform or tim e—
dependent. However, in our case, the steady bias current I, is nhcted (extracted) at the
nodes along the bottom (top) edges. Therefore, our choice B8] for I, is the stationary
uniform vertical ow, n which I, = Ig. on every vertical branch of the circuit (for allt),
and L,: = 0 on every horizontalbond.



The deviation I, from the external ow must be divergence—free since current sources
and sinks have already been incorporated. Therefore, there is a stream function (orm esh
current) at each cell whose discrete curl determm nes Iy, In the x and y directions:

Lo, GG = @3) 3 1) @)
i, d;9) = ( @9 @ 1;3)N: )

(In the rest ofthispaperwe w illnot w rite tin e-dependences explicitly when they are cbvious,
such as here.)

In order to ensure that these relations hold also at the edges of the array, we de ne
arti cial boundary cells which have either the horizontal ndex i = 0 or N * + 1, or the
vertical index j= 0 orN Y + 1. This yields the boundary conditions of the problem :

(=0 ifi=O;N*+ 1 or ifj= O;NY¥+ 1. (6)

This condition is equivalent to \grounding" the value of outside the array.
Combining {){ {), we dbtain the rst two sets of goveming equations

({;3) (C+2 I (7)
e  ( &3) @ 1:;3) @)

N [*@E9)]
N [¥(3)]

whereN wasde ned in ).

T he other source of intrinsic coupling between the jinctions is due to a m acroscopic
quantum constraint: the ux quantization condition around a cell. Each comer ofa cell is
a superconducting island described by a wellde ned phase. Calculating the phase change
around cell (i; j) yields the third and nal set of equations of the system

N W9 .

(7 @+ 1;9 &3y &I+ &G+ 2 . - 2 n@EJj ©)
fori= 1;::4yN*and j= 1;::45NY, where (i; ) is the totalm agnetic eld penetrating
the cell. The winding numbers n (i;j) are a set of Integers that arise because the island
phases are only de ned up tomultiplesof2 . The initial condition setsn (i; j) which rem ain
constant as long as the array is kept superconducting. H owever, w ithout loss of generality,
alln (i; j) can be set to zero. Suppose they are not zero; then we can rede ne the junction
phases as

9 ! Bt
x1
Y3 2 nkil) ! Y d9) (10)

k=1

such that () is unchanged except, now , alln (i; j) 0. C rucially, both currents and voltages
are invariant under this rede nition of the phases sihce adding integer multiples of 2 to
¥ changes neither sin ¥ nor . Thism eans that the dynam ics and m easurem ents rem ain



identical for any com bination of Integers n (i; j), and we do not need to be concemed w ith
their initial values. Sin ilarly, if the m agnetic eld were controllable independently on each
cell, adding an integernum ber of ux quanta o into any cellwould not change them easured
I{V characteristics, at least within thism odel. This is sin ply the array analogue of the 2—
Junction SQ U ID , whose dependence on the penetrating eld isalso periodic. Because of
this perodicity In the m agnetic eld, the topological vortex m ust be de ned di erently in
2D arrays and in continuous superconductors, as we w ill discuss at the end of this section.
The totalm agnetic eld in () can be decom posed Into two parts:

G = ettt na@I): (11)

The rst tem is produced by the extemal eld applied perpendicularly to the plane of
the array, which we assum e to be constant and uniform . It is usually param etrized as a
din ensionless frustration £ nom alized to the ux quantum :

f= = o7 12)

such that, n temm s of £, the period of the external eld is uniy. The second temm , the
Induced eld, can be w ritten generally as the sum of all the contrlbutions from the branch
currents o X X oo

na 7 J) = Ln,-ka 13)

n  k

where k runs through all the branches of the circuit whilk n corresponds to the four edges
of cell (i;3). The branch inductances Lﬁ;k are purely geom etric constants determm ned from
the circuit. @&, 31]

2.2 M atrix—vector notation

T he above equations can be cast into a com pact m atrix-vector notation 31]. ForaN * NY
array, all branch variables (eg. currents I°, volages V, and phases ) can be wrtten
as vectors of dim ension equal to the number of branches, ie. N* + 1)NY + N*(N ¥ + 1).
Thus, for nstance, the vector consists of all the phases * and Y. On the other hand,
variablsde ned at cells eg., themesh current and the induced ux 44) f©om vectorsof
din ension N *N ¥ . T hese tw o groups of vectors are connected via a brandh-to-cell connectivity
matrix 39]1M which takes a directed sum aswe Joop around a cell:

M &3 = [YdE+ 1)) Y (;9)]
[* &3+ 1) BT R)E (14)
M ore m athem atically, this operator takes the discrete curl of around every cell (i; 7).
C onversly, the discrete curl of the cell variables is obtained by applying the transpose celk-

tobranch matrix M * .
U sing this notation, the total ux (1) can be w ritten as

= Lf+ M LPT°: 15)



where LP is the branch thductance m atrix, and f is a constant vector.
M oreover, ),{) can now be w ritten sin ply as

Liw=M" ; (16)

and (1),@) becom e
N []=L.+M"T (17)

where N is operated com ponent-w ise and the vector I has com ponents that are zero on
the horizontaledges and Iy, on the verticaledges, asde ned by our choice ofuniform vertical
ow .
Finally, we can use {14) and (I5) to recast the ux quantization condition @) as

1
M +2 f+ —@C" +ML1PL,)=0 18)

?

where com ponents of L® are nom alized to op, p is the lattice constant, , = =2 I. op
is the din ensionless penetration depth, the m esh inductance m atrix is de ned as

I =MLMT; 19)

and we have st n (i; J) 0.

To summ arize, the goveming equations {{7) and @8) form a closed di erentialalgebraic
system or and ,with parametersf, ,I4., »,and the coe cientm atrix L ©. This om
ofthe system is com pact and intuitive. It can be seen asa coupled-oscillator system in which
the \oscillators"  are driven by the \coupling eld" i (@7). I retum, the oscillators
collectively feed back onto the eld n (@8). This picture suggests the llow ing integration
steps B2, 18]: rst, given at some time t, solve @8) or L™ ; then, ivert the m atrix
L™, together w ith the boundary conditions @), to detemm ine the eld . This gives us the
\drive" on the right hand side of f17), which is used to update the oscillators i tim e.

W e conclude the general form ulation by pointing out that the equations {7), {18) possess
two sinple symmetries P9]. Ifwe nd a solution ( (3Y; G Jv)) Por £ and Iy, then
( ;3,05 (i;3;,0)) is a solution of the system for £ and 4d, the other param eters
being the same. Sim ilarly, ( ( & F9; ( 1, 7J9) is alo a solution for £ and 4. I
(sihce M is changed to M due to the rweversal of the spatial coordinates). T herefore, we
only have to study the quadrant £ 0 and Ic 0. Together w ith the unit perodicity in
f, the frustration can be further restricted to 0 £ < 1=2 w ithout loss of generality. In the
rest of this article, expressions such as \large £" and \an all £ " are used w ithin this interval.

2.3 N o-inductance approxim ation

Com puting the full equations {17),{8) quickly becom es a heavy task as the system size
Increases. In previous num erical studies, these com putational lim itations have been circum —
vented either by using acceleration schem es 4,31 ]when the iInductance e ects are of interest

10



per se, or by \truncating" the m atrix L™ (ie. neglecting som e of its com ponents). Three
truncations 4, 31, 32, 18] are often used: no, self, and nearest-neighbor-nductances. Self-
Inductance neglcts the intercellm agnetic coupling by kesping only the diagonalcom ponents
of L™ Which then becom es trivially invertible). N earest-neighbor-inductance includes, In
addition, m agnetic coupling betw een neighboring cells. An in portant rem ark isthat not only
them esh inductance L™ but also the vector M LPIL,. must be provided in order to com plete
the system , and the choice of I, may a ect the results when LP is truncated #,18]. (In
contrast, the choice of L+ is unrestricted if the fiill inductance m atrix isused.) Truncating
the system In a physically consistent m anner is a subtle issue, and, for sim plicity, we shall
assum e no Inductance in this article.

In contrast to what one m ight guess from its nam e, the no-inductance approxin ation
doesnotelin nate the inter-cell coupling. C ounterintuiively, i leadsto an even longer+range
coupling than the self-and nearest-neighbor-truncations. T he no-inductance approxin ation
setsLP = 0, thusL™ = 0. The ux quantization condition (8) isthen just

M +2 £=0: (20)

T he sam e equation can also be obtained inthelm i , = 1 Prany LP, which allow sthe no—
Inductance 1im it to be approached from the nductive system continuously. It is in portant
to note that the condition Q) isnow a constrainton , which mustbe satis ed at alltin es.
The discrepancies between M and 2 f cannot be lled by locally adjusting the induced

eld, which was possbl when the inductive tem s were present. This lads to a glbal
coupling of the junctions over the whole dom ain. To see the coupling m echanisn provided
by @0), operate the Joop-sum M on (17). From the keft hand side we cbtain

MN ()EH=M + M —+M [n ]

but the rsttwo tem svanish since 20) must hold ddentically. From the right hand side, we
cbtain

M Toe t M T )=M I+ MMT =M Iy
w here we have iIntroduced the discrete Laplacian

({;3) ( i+ DL+ &I D
+ @+ L;p+ @ 1;3) 4 ) @1)

For the stationary uniform ow I, the tetm M I = 0. Thus, we arrive at a discrete
Poisson equation
= M [sn ] @2)
In which the distrbution of the m esh current is dependent on all the junctions in the array.
Equations {17 and 2) constitute the govemning equations for the no-inductance case,
and can be integrated in the sam e m anner as before. P rovided that the initial condition
satis es the constraint @0) and its tin e derivative M —= 0, (@) is satis ed forallt. An
In m ediate advantage of the no-inductance approxin ation isthat the swesp of the param eter
Soace is greatly sin pli ed since the num ber of param eters has been reduced to three: £, ,
and Ii..

11



24 Vorticities in 2D arrays

B efore closing this section, we consider now the conospt of vorticity in these arrays. Analo—
gously to incom pressble plnar uid ows, we can de ne a vorticity by taking the curl (py

applyingM ) ofthe \velocity" eld which, in our case, corresponds B9] to the branch current
I°. This current vorticity

=MI°=M (Lu+M7T )=M L. 3)

m easureshow currentswhir], and can take any realvalues. (Forthe unifom verticalextemal
ow the contribution M I, vanishes.)

In contrast, the notion of a topolgical vortex (or charge) is comm only used In Jossphson
arrays In analogy to continous superconductors. In T ype-Il superconductors, the vortices
would correspoond to the Integer w nding numbers n (i;j) In the ux quantization condi-
tion @) . But, aswe showed above, the n (i; j) are irelevant in the amays. Therefore, an
alterative, Jess physical de nition for the topolgical vorticity hasbeen used: R, 4, 32, 18]

1
=—M (® : 24
5 ( ) 24)
Here, b Jenotes restriction ofthe com ponents ofthe phase vector within [ ; ). Thevalue

of at eadh cell takes only Integer values (typically 0 or 1) and jum ps discontinuously as
the system evolves In tin e. In e ect, thisde nition detectswhen one ofthe four junctions in
a cell rotates and crosses = mod 2 ), shceM P changes discontinuously by 2 at that
Instant. Thisisthe 2D analog ofm arking the location ofa 1D kink at thepontwhere =

m od 2 ) regardless ofwhether the kink really hasa localized structure ornot. T hisparticke—
like picture is frequently ussfulbut, by neglecting spatial distrlbbutions, there is a potential
loss of inform ation about the true dynam ical state of the system . On the other hand, the
current vorticity would revealm ore accurately how localized vortices are. H owever, our
sim ulations show that the topological vorticity  m oves together w ith a peak of the current
vorticity  (Sec. 42). Thus, we use both de nitions interchangeably at our convenience.
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3 Analysis

In this section we present a perturbative analysis of the goveming equations {7),€0). A -
though the analysis ism ade system atic so that it ispossble to proceed to higher orders, we
show that m ost of the fiindam ental features of the row —sw itched states can be explained by
the leading order of the expansion.

Before writing down the RS solutions, it is usefiil to think of the array w ith uncoupled
jinctions. This lin ting case corresponds to mposing = 0 in (1), thus reducing the
array to a ocollection of unocoupled pendula, Independently responding to a constant drive.
T he junctions on the horizontalbranches 4), whose drive is zero, converge asym ptotically to

* = 0 due to the dam ping. O n the other hand, the uncoupled vertical jinctions ), driven
by I, have a di erent dynam icalbehavior. For am all , they can converge asym ptotically
to one of two distinct stable states [3g]: the superconducting (static) state, which exists
only when Iy, < 1, in which the drive is balanced by the shusoidal nonlinearity, ie. ¥ =
arcsin Iy.); or the ohm ic (whirling) solution, where the st tin e derivative balances the
drive, and Increases at a nearly uniform rate ! = Iy.= ({e. thependulim \whirls"). The
two attractorsm ay coexist for the sam e drive, and hysteresis m ay occur.

W hen the jinctions are coupled, the sin ple dynam ics of the independent Junctions is
altered, and com plex spatio-tem poral solutions, which do not have an analogue In the un—
coupled array, m ay em erge. Nevertheless, in the case of the RS solutions the two states of
the driven single jinction m entioned above (static and whirling) are still valuable \building
blocks" for the analysis of the whole system . Speci cally, the RS states are characterized
by alemating regions In which the vertical jinctions are either stationary Q regions) or
whirling (S regions). There are, however, som e signi cant di erences w ith the uncoupled
case. For instance, the tin e-averaged current distribbution in the coupled array deviates from
the uniform ow . Hence, the phases of the stationary junctions can have other values than
0 or arcsin Iy.. In addition, the rotations of the vertical whirling jinctions induce AC os-
cillations on the stationary jinctions, and phase-Jodking am ong the whirling jinctions. O ur
analysis in this section is capable of explaining m ost of these e ects.

W e note that our analysis is restricted to solutions w ith no (static) vortices trapped in
any of the Q regions. The \no—vortex" state is expected to be m ost relevant to determ ine
the param eter regin e In which RS states appear. Sin ilarly, the vertical junctions In the S
regions are assum ed to be whirling at aln ost constant frequency neglecting m ore nonlinear
rotation, which is certainly possble, as we discuss in Sec. .

3.1 Perturbative analysis

In previous perturbative analyses of junctions and arrays, it has been custom ary to treat
Iy as a large param eter 1, 40]. However, partially RS states can exist only when I is
su clently amall, as we will show below . Therefore, we use the rotation frequency of the
pendulim ! = Iy.= asthe large param eter In our perturbation. That is, we w ill consider
the high—frequency lim it 35] ! 1, which can be satis ed fora nite I4. if the dam ping
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is an allenough.
Hence, we assum e that the variables in the RS states can be expanded in powersof ! ! .
T he phases of the horizontal junctions are then approxin ated by

_ b
Gyv= FEGI+ PR 2@ ) @5)
p=2
while the m esh current is given by
GF= oG+ ol )+ PP T ) 26)
p=1
w here we have Introduced the nom alized tin e
=lt= =)t
T he notation (_ ) expresses tin e-independent (O C) quantities, whﬂ& ) are for the tine—

dependent A C) parts whose tine average is zero. Note that the correction of O (! 1y
in @€5) tums out to be zero, so we neglect that tem from start. The form for the vertical
Junctionsm ust be di erent in the sw itched and the quiescent row s. In the sw itched row s, all
the jinctions are whirling and their phases grow , to the lowest order, constantly in tin e:

_ R
YEEOD =+ TEHE LT LEE ) 32 st e
p=2
M eanw hile, In the quiescent row s the junctions are lbrating and, thus, the leading order is
stationary: .
Y= fwGH+ YR YEE ) J20: (28)
p=2
W e inpose £y and the higher order tem s to be periodic in tin e. In general, the period has
to be m odulated and, thus, expanded in ! ! (strained coordinate). However, since in the
follow Ing we w i1l focus on the kading order system , we set the period to be exactly 2 1n
for sin plicity.

T he perturbative calculation proceeds in the usualway by substituting 25){ £8) ito
@7, @0); Taylorexpanding the sine in {); and equating tem s of the same order in ! . In
principle, this procedure can be carred out to higher orders if secular tem s are elin inated
by satisfying solvability conditions when they arise.

Balancing the leading order temm s, we obtain two sets of equations since the tin e-
Independent O C) and tin edependent @A C) tem s must cancel ssparately. First, the DC
tem s yield the llow Ing equations for both types of row s:

sn 23 = o@d) oG 1) 29)
EEi+ ) E@d) o= 2 f
+  TA+ 13 §d9) 30)
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and one m ore equation which depends on the type of row (sw itched or quiescent):
0 = o) ol L;9); 328 (31)
e shg@3) = oI oE 1;3)7 J20Q: (32)

T hese equations constitute the ullD C system .
Sin ilarly, from the AC tem swe obtain forboth rows

@Gy = Sy ) T3 1; ) (33)
T@I+ 1) 49 ) =
YA+ L% ) 23 ) (34)

where ® denotes di erentiation twice with respect to . M oreover, for each type of row we
obtain a di erent equation:

P65 ) = sn( + LE9)
S5 )+ fed 1;9 ) 328 (35)
and .
Y &)= ok )+ Tod ;9 ) 32035 (36)

which com pletes the fullAC system .
T hese systam s of equations are to be solved w ith boundary conditions

o=Ty=0 37)

at the boundary cells.
A sinple but in portant cbservation can be m ade at this point. Using (1) and @7) at
i= 0and N *+ 1 (ie., at the rght and lkft edges), it ©ollow s that

o) =0 8i,ifj2s. (38)

T herefore, the leading orderD C m esh current vanishes in a switched row {43], Just as it does
In the top and bottom boundary cellsat = 0 and N ¥ + 1. In otherwords, the sw itched row
is equivalent to having another boundary row , which solits the array into two. Thus, to the
leading order, a partially row-sw itched array w ith m any sw itched row s can be described as
a oollection of dispint quiescent regions, coupled only weakly through the AC com ponent.
This usefiil picture is exploited later.

T he solution of the lading order system s is otherw ise non-trivial since the D C equations
©9){ 32) constitute a nonlinear algebraic system , and the DC solution is in tum needed
to solve the AC system (33){ 36). Thus, in general, they have to be solved num erically |
although we show below that usefill approxin ations can be obtained under certain assum p—
tions.
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O nce the kading order solutions are found, the calculation could be carried out to higher
orders. T he next order correction leads to a particularly sim ple sst of equations:

PEGp+ PG = G @G 39)
Phn+ PEG = G+ 1@ 159 (40)
THI+ D &= Yd+v L9 T (41)

for all and regardless of whether the row j is switched or quiescent. Tem s from the
sinusoidal nonlinearity do not com e Into play at this order, but fiirther expansions would
certainly involre m ore com plications.

Tt is In portant to note, however, that the salient features of the solutions observed In
the num erics can be explained from the lading order equations. T herefore, we restrict our
analysis to the DC and AC equations In the follow ing sections. On the other hand, we will
also point out a rem aining problem which is lkely to be resolved only by considering the
higher order corrections.

32 Analysisofthe DC equations

The DC equations @9){ 32) constitute a nonlinear algebraic system which must be solved
num erically in general. H ow ever, to gain insight Into the system , we w illnow cbtain approx—
In ate solutions to the system when there is a Jarge asym m etry between is two dim ensions.
W e w ill then ocom e back to the full system and discuss its solutions.

32.1 Large aspect-ratio approxin ation

Consider the case when all quiescent regions in the array are longer horizontally than verti-
cally. This happens, of course, when the array itself satis esN * N Y. M ore In portantly,
arrays whose din ensions do not fiil 1l this condition are also broken into an aller, laterally—
Jong, alm ost dispint quiescent regions after several row -sw itching events. T hus, this \large
aspect-ratio" approxin ation is in portant to characterize the RS states which appear in the
course of the row -sw tching process. Ream em ber we also assum e that none of the Q regions
contains static vortices, which could be trapped for largeN ¥ and £, and forsn all I, . In Sec-
tion § we w illgive an estin ate ofthe values of £ and N ¥ forwhich we expect this assum ption
to be vald.

In such a situation we expect a nearly \uniform " solution in the buk of the array w ith
som e edge corrections near the right and left boundaries. Hence, far from the boundaries,
we assum e the vertical jJunctions In the quiescent row s to becom e independent of i,

Y@= I3 orizo.

On the other hand, we assum e a whirling solution 1] for the sw itched row s in which waves
w ith wellkde ned wavenum bers k (j) propagate:

19 k@i+ @ Hrj2s. 42)
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N ote that the wavenum ber k (j) and the phase constant (j) may di er from one sw itched

row to another. The otherDC variables §,and  are also assum ed to be i-independent.
T hus, the D C equations reduce to

sn i) = o6 oG 1) 43)
E(+ 1) f()=2 f k() Hri2s, 44)
E(G+ 1) 59 =2f driz2o, (45)
L,6)=0 ®rij2s; (46)
7)) = arsinI,, ©ri2Q. @7)

This sin pli ed set of equations is still nonlinear but solvable. W e begin by analyzing all
the quiescent regions in the array (if any), delim ited by sw itched regions or by the physical
boundaries. Consider a quiescent region spanning from row 3 to  ( 3j). Such a rgion
containsn= 3} i+ 2 rowsofhorizontal junctions Including the top and bottom borders,
andn 1 quiescent row s of vertical juinctions. W e em phasize that these vertical phases are
allgiven by {@7), thus, L. < 1 isnecessary for the existence of partially RS states, where Q
row s are present. From (43) the horizontal phases m ust satisfy a telescope sum

3(+1
s 5O = oGkt oG 1)=0; 48)
=0
where we have used the fact that both rows j, + 1 and 37 1 must be either sw itched or in
the boundary cells, and thus o = 0 from (46) or (37). Now, (45) can be solved with @8) to
obtain: @Z]

— . . . o n+1
o0+ L=21f 3] > (49)
wih j= 1;:::;n. This gives the timn eaveraged phases of the horizontal jinctions in the

bulk oftheQ region. T hen, from @-3),themesh current In the sam e region can be com puted
as '
— . X sin( £3) :
o0+ 3 1= sin ()= ———7snl[f£G n)] 0)
- sin ( f)
for 9= 1;:::5n 1. This procedure allow s us to solve for each Q region in the array
Independently.
The ram aining varables are easy to nd. Recallthat , vanishes everywhere in the S

region. T he rest of the horizontal juinctions § lie ettherbetween two S row s, or between an
S row and a boundary cell. In either case, i follow s from (@3) that

(3) = 0; Insidea S region:

F inally, the wavenumbers k (j) for the switched rows (j 2 S) can be calculated from
#4). O ne notices that k (j) can change from a row to another, depending on the adpcent
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horizontal junctions 5. On the otherhand, ifthere isan S region w ith three orm ore row s,
the wavenumber k (j) = 2 f forallthe row s except for the two row s at the top and bottom
borders of the region; this jsbecause_é = 0 inside the region. In this sense, kg = 2 f isthe
\natural" wavenum ber for S rows.

T his concludes the solution ofthe sin pli ed equations @3){ @7).W e now exem plify this
procedure with four RS states of an array with NY = 7 rows, as depicted in Fig.Z. In
Section 4 we w ill com pare the predictions w ith our num erics.

T his is the totally row -sw itched state In which there isno Q region. Thus, the horizontal
Phases are
o = (0;0;0;0;0;0;0;0):

(T he j-th com ponent ofthe vector is § (j) . Note this j runs through 1;:::;8 forthe 7-row
array.) In addition, ()= 0,andk(j)= 2 f£= kg forallrows j= 1;:::;7.

Pattem 2:S = £2;4;69, (@nd so,Q = £1;3;5;79).
In this symm etric pattem there are our Q regions, each consisting of only one row, and
three onerow S regions. By solving each Q region Independently, we nd

5= £ 1;1; 1;1; 1;1; 1;1):

Then, orthe S rows j= 2;4;6, we have ,(j) = sn( f) andk(j) = 4 f£. That is, the
three S row s have an identical wavenum ber but di erent from the naturalk,.

Pattem 3:S = f4q.

In this case the two symm etric Q regions, rows 1{3 and 5{7, are ssparated by the central
S row . W e obtain:

X= f( 3; 1;1;3; 3; 1;1;3):
The wavenum ber ofthe S row isk @)= 8 f.

Pattem 4:S = £2;3;4;79g.
In this highly asymm etric sw itching pattem there are two Q regions. W e cbtain:

CX= f( 1;1;0;0; 2;0;2;0):

The S row s have the Pllow ng wavenumbers: k@)= 3 £,k3)= 2 f,andk @)= k(@) =
4 f . Note that the row s 2{4 are contiguous but all have di erent wavenum bers. T he row
3 is surrounded by other S row s, hence has the naturalwavenum ber. M eanw hile, the row s
2 and 4, which are contiguous to Q regions have di erent wavenum bers.

A sin ilarbulk approxin ation can be cbtained for the other lin it of the aspectratio. W e
present this sm allaspectratio case In A ppendix A!.

One m ght wonder what has happened to the phase constants (j) of the switched
rows (2). Indeed, the (j) have dissppeared In the sinpli ed system {43){ @71), m aking
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them arbitrary. However, sinulations show that the switched row s are weakly coupled, so
that the ’sdrft to som e particular values (if £ 6 0). T his phase-Jdocking has been noticed
in the com pletely sw itched state and keft unexplained §,'§,10]. Aswe show in the num erics
of Section 4, i is also a feature of the partially RS states. The indetem fnacy of i our
analysis is not m erely due to the assum ption of the whirling solution (2). Rather, i is
already inherent in the DC equations £9){ 32) for which the addition of a constant to all
the _36 (1) within any switched row leaves the system unchanged. Since the drift occurs in a
much slower tin e scale than the basic oscillation frequencies [4], we congcture that the ()
could be determ ined from solvability (or secularity) conditions that m ight arise from higher
orders of the expansion. That was the case In one-din ensional series arrays KQ] where a
sim ilar slow phase drift and eventual locking was explained In that m anner. However, i is
beyond the scope of this paper to develop a sin ilar calculation for the 2D array, and, In the
follow ing, we w illuse the values of (j) cbtained from the num erical sim ulations.

322 Solving the fullD C equations

W enow considerhow to solre the ullD C systam beyond thebulk approxin ation | a problm
which requires, iIn general, num erical solution. It is im portant, however, to note that the
decoupling of the equations introduced by the switched rows is still present so that the
problem reduces to calculating static solutions of am aller arrays.

The in portant point to recall is given by 3§): the mesh current is still zero in all S
row s. This breaks the array into dispint Q regions, as far as the lading order DC part
is concemed. M athem atically, this means that equations £9),(30), and 32) are closed
within each Q region, and can be solved Independently. This system is identical to the
superconducting (static) equations for an isolated 2D array ofthe sam e size asthe Q region.
W hen this subproblm of nding the static solutions for the ndependent Q regions is solved,
the rem aining unknowns, § in the S regions, can be detem ined from {30). T his tw o-step
procedure is com pletely analogous to the one used In the lJarge aspect—+atio approxin ation,
except that_%; in theQ rowsnow dependson i, and, thus, _g (i; 3) In the S row s cannot have
the orm given in 42).

How do we obtain the static con gurations? Since a Q region can take any size in the
j-direction (Up to NY), we need, In short, a general calculation schem e of static states for
an arbitrary rectangular array. An analytical form ula is not known even for the no-vortex
solutions (one ofthem any possible superconducting states) we are prin arily concemed w ith.
T hus, they must be found num erically @3,46]. A rare exogption is the ladder array, of size
N* 1, orwhich an accurate analytical approxin ation hasbeen obtained i[d7]. T show sthat
the full static solution di ers from thebulk approxin ation in the existence of skin layers near
the left and right edges. C rucially, resolving the phases in the skin layers is central to the
existence and stability of the static solution. T he Jadder case is specialbut in portant since
it is the m ost persistent in the param eter space am ong Q regions of a given w idth P2, 44].
In Section § we w ill connect the stability of the RS pattems w ith the stability of the static
states.
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3.3 Analysisofthe AC equations

W e now study the AC system (33){ 86). W e only nesd to note that this is a linear system
which is forced by the shusoidaldrive sin( + ). Therefore, ifthe DC solution is known,
the AC system is simple to analyze.

A ssum Ing that the hom ogeneous part sin ply decays, the solution locks to the forcing and
the tin edependence can be factored out as:

2 X3 2 3
6 27 6A7 I
3 5@ )=4B 5 (i) eml( 1) + cc. (1)
f C
0

where \c.c." denotes com plex conjigate. T hen, the spatially-dependent com plex am plitudes
m ust satisfy

AGH=CE) CcEI 1 52)
BEi= CwH+CcE L;n+ £&EI 43)
AEJi+l) A@FGI=BGE+1;3) B EI 54)
w ith
£ = ew Ty’ 1 £12s 55)
0 ifj2 Q.
Elm inating A and B from the equations, we obtain a discrete P oisson equation for C :
C = (56)
w ith the source tem
i) =£GEG3 £d4+ 1;J) o7)

and, from (37), boundary conditions
C = 0 In theboundary cells. (58)

In the rectangular dom ain thisproblm can be solved via the double discrete Fourier-sine
series

L m i nj
C (i;3) = Cpmsin — sin (59)
Meine1 N*+ 1 NY+ 1
w ith
1 ®*EY im In
Cnm= (i;9) sin sin (60)
m =191 N*+ 1 NY+ 1
where
Gp = NTEDETHD 5
. 2 m ) . 2 n )
sh® —— + sn® ——— : (61)
2N+ 1) 2NY + 1)

Finally, A and B are determ ined from (2) and $3). This com plktes the analysis of the
leading-order equations.
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4 N um erics

4.1 Finding RS states in sim ulations

To test the validity of the analysis developed in the previous section we now com pare is
predictions with num erical results. The fiill goveming equations (17) and €0), together
w ith the boundary conditions @), are integrated using the standard fourth and fth order
RungeXK utta Integrator with adaptive tine step. Ours is an elem entary non-optin ized
version of the previous m esh-form ulated code [32, 18] which enables us to switch between
no-inductance and sin ple inductance m odels. The resuls presented here are all cbtained
neglecting lnductances.

A s stated above, we also neglkct the e ects of tam perature and disorder. Since m ost
of the analysis have assum ed the large aspect—tatio approxin ation, we study an array w ith
N*=3landN?Y = 7, wih snalldamping = 02 and a m oderate external eld £ = 0.
W e use as Iniial conditions the predicted large aspect+atio D C approxin ations ? (@and
the corresponding rst tim e derivatives). T hey are expected to be close enough to the true
R S states to facilitate convergence, but we leave the AC part to be adjusted by the systam .
W e choose a value for Iy, between 0 and 1, and m onitorw hether the ensuing dynam ical state
is Indeed the attem pted R S pattem.

The system , of course, does not always converge to the row-sw itched state we have
targeted; the chosen initial condition m ay be out of the basin of attraction of the target
state, or the state m ay not exist, or it m ay be unstablk for the chosen param eters. The
outcom e from ushg \w rong" param eters is, as far as we have tested, as follow s: If Iy, is too
large, then vortices start to enter in som e of the row s we have nitially set quiescent; if Ty
is too amn all, then the row s we have st sw itched cannot m aintain the whirling m otion, and
exhbi retrapping, becom e quasiperiodic, or show highly nonlinear oscillations. In those
cases, we then adjist Iy, untilwe nd the clean periodic RS solutions which we aim ed at.

N ot only m ust we tune I, but the dam ping param eter must be an allenough in order
to nd clkan RS states. If istoo large, i isdi cult to nd any partially RS states at all.
For interm ediate values, such as = 04, som e RS pattems are observed, but som e others
cannot be found. For the underdam ped case = 02 studied here, i becom es easy to nd
an appropriate range of Iy, In which the system converges to the expected RS pattem. T his
dependence on the dam ping is in qualitative agreem ent w ith experim ental ndings fl7]. &t is
also consistent w ith our assum ption of the high-frequency lin it sihce a an aller fora given
Iy corresponds to a larger ! .

G enerally, pattems w ith Jarge quiescent regions arem ore di cul to obtain; forexam pl,
the RS state S = flg Wit one Q region of 6 rows) has a an aller interval of suitable Iy
than the symm etric Pattemm 3 S = f4g wih two Q regions of 3 rows), even though both
states have only one S row . These observations and the above param eter dependences w ill
be discussed in m ore detail in Sec.§.

Before presenting detailed com parisons between num erics and analysis for Pattems 1{4,
we rst illustrate convergence in Fig.3. There we show the tin e evolution of two variables
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Figure 3: Tine evolution in the central (sw tched) row ofPattem 3: (a) horizontal phase

*(16;4;t) and () mesh current (16;4;t). A fter a short transient, the solution converges
onto a periodic attractorw ith D C values and AC am plitudes (shown together as the bands
delim ited by the dotted lines) well predicted by the analytical formulas in Sec. 3.
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Figure 4: Tine evolution of the vorticities In the m iddk of the array of Pattem 3. The
solid curve depicts the current vorticity (16;4;t), whilke the topological vorticity (16;4;t)
sw itches discontinuously between 0 (o vortex) and 1 (one vortex in the cell). This dis-
continuous \tagging" of the position of the vortex is clari ed by the dotted curve, which
corresoonds to cos ¥ (16;4;t) . Tngoection of that m agniude indicates that everytin e it be—
comes 1 (ie. the phase isequalto ) one topological vortex enters the cell (@and  is
Increased by one).

In the array for Pattern 3, using Iy = 05. Since the initial condition (taken as the bulk
approxin ation) isnot a solution ofthe fiilll system , there isa short transient (£ < 50) untilthe
system settles onto a periodic attractor. Recall that only row 4 is switched in this pattem.
Figure ::3 @) show s the phase * (16;4) of a horizontal jinction ad-poent to the sw itched row
and in the m iddle ofthe row , where the Jarge aspectratio (puk) approxin ation is expected
to be valid. T he approxin ated average value is3 £ 0:94, aspredicted in Seci 3. Sin ilarly,
the m esh current In the centralcell (16;4), shown in Fjg.i?:(b), is = 0 on average w ith
som e oscillations, as expected in any sw itched row . N ot only the average values but the AC
am plitudes are also well estim ated from the AC lading order equations, as dem onstrated in
Fig.3.

4.2 Vortex m otion

W e illustrate now the two vorticities de ned in Section 2. Th Fig.4 we show the current
vorticity and the topological vorticity both at the central cell (15,4) of Pattem 3 after
convergence. They disply sim ilar periodic behavior though  is continuous whereas
sw itches discontinuously between 0 and 1. becom es unity when a charge enters the cell,
which occurs in thiscasewhen Y (16;4), the keft junction, crosses modulo 2 ). Therefore,

becom esuniy when cos ¥ (16;4) = 1, asshown In the gure. Sim ilarly, when the right
Junction Y (17;4) (ot shown) tums and crosses , the charge  is reset to zero.

A s a com plam ent to the tin e evolution of the vorticities in one cell, we now show snap-—

shots oftheir spatialdistributions forallPattems 1{4 in F ig.§. Each cell is shaded according
to thevalue ofthe current vorticity (i; j) : dark regions indicate positive large , whikbright
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Figure 5: Snapshots of Pattems 1{4 show .ng spatial distrlbbutions of the current vorticity

as density plots. D ark regions correspond to large positive . Com pare them wih Fig. 4},
w here the sam e spatial pattems are shown in tem s of the topological charge . W e observe
that the topological vortices are generally located on peaks of , and propagate locked to
the underlying wave.
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parts corresoond to negative . The sam e snapshots, but show ing the topological charges
are given in Fig.2. Even though represents the spatial structure m ore clearly, we observe
that a charge In a cell corresoonds to a peak of , and that the charges propagate through
the array on top of the underlying wave.

Thus, we can use to visualize the wavelength and the propagation soeed In each row .
In allPattems 1{4, the charges m ove across the array at a nearly constant soeed, as seen
in the spacetine plots of i Fig.'6. They propagate only through the S rows, and are
apparently inphase n all rows for Pattems 1 and 2. However, In Pattem 4 the S rows
are not in-phase, and the propagation velocities vary from row to row . T hus, the sin plistic
picture that vortices carry all the ux and move wih the same speed in allthe S rows
within a pattem [32] Jeads to estin ated speeds in disagreem ent w ith our sinulations. This
further proves that the underlying assum ption that the topological vortices are particle-
like obfcts which concentrate the ux is not accurate. Instead, the RS solutions are not
Jocalized states and the ux is spatially distributed, as suggested by previous work P, 10]
and dem onstrated In our analysis. T herefore, in these states, the topologicalvorticesm erely
m ark where the rotating junctions cross mod 2 ) (see Sec.2.4), and they travel at the
phase velocities of the underlying (hon-localized) waves. O ur analysis correctly estin ates
the spatial wavenum bers (thus, the propagation speeds) as shown below .

4.3 Spatial structures after convergence

W enow present a quantitatively com parison ofthe analysis of Sec.3 to num erical sin ulations.
T he analytical predictions corresgpond to the large aspecttatio pulk) approxin ation both
forthe DC and the AC com ponents. For the num erics, we smulate a 31 7 array, and the
system is allowed to converge to periodic solutions for Pattems 1{4 using = 02, f = 0i1
and T4 = 06 (except forPattem 3, n which Iy. = 035 had to be used).

W e rst chedk the predicted spatialwavenum bersk (j) in the S row s jast discussed above.
In Fjg.:? we show a \snapshot" ofthe Y inthe S rows 2,3,4,7) ofthe non-trivial P attem 4.
To ease the digplay and com parison of the num erical results, we have jixtaposed the row s
one after the other. W ithin each row, the spatialdependence is clearly linear, thus justifying
the whirling m ode assum ption 42). The predicted wavenumbers k, = 3 f, ks = 2 f, and
ky = k; = 4 £ (dashed lnes) are alm ost indistinguishable from the num erics (solid lines)
exoept for an all deviations close to the edges.

Recall that In our analysis of the D C equations the interrow phase di erences (j) are
predicted to be arbitrary n (42). Hence, only the slope of the spatial dependence is known
and the dashed lines are adjusted to m atch at the center of each row . Converssly, this is
a way to detem Ine the (j) from the num erical sinulations. For the four Pattems, we
obtain:

Pattem 1: 1)= (7)=0, @)= (6)= 005,
@)= @)= ©)=041.
Pattem 2: (2)= @)= (6)= 0.
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Figure 6: Space-tin e plots of the propagation of topological vortices for Pattems 1{4. The
vertical (space) axis is the cell index: the cell (i;j) is Ihdexed one-dim ensionally by i+
NY (G 1) by jaxtaposing row after row . W ithin each of the sym m etric Pattems (1{3), the
vortices In the sw itched row s have the sam e wavelength and are in-phase. However, in the
asym m etric Pattem 4, the spatial wavenum bers di er from row to row .
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Figure7: A snapshot oftheverticalphases Y In the switched rowsS = £2;3;4;7g ofPattem
4inaN*= 31by NY = 7 array. Each solid line connects the num erical phases of the 32
Junctions in each switched row . The dashed lnes (@lm ost overlapping w ith the solid ones)
are the analytical approxin ation in Section 3 w hich predict the cbserved spatialw avenum ber
very well. T he horizontal axis denotes the \vertical edge Index," which num bers the vertical
Junctions consecutively as i+ W *+ 1)(§ 1) fori= 1;::N*+ land j= 1;:::5;N Y. This
enables us to disply the 2D amay in a sihgk axis by jixtaposing one row after the other.
A s a guide to the eye, vertical dotted lines are added to separate the row s.

Pattem 3: (4)= 0.

Pattem 4: (2)= 18, Q@)= 47, @)= 02,
(7)= 0.

N ote that in each case one (j) is set to zero and taken as the reference, which is equivalent
to choosing the origin of t. In the follow ing, we w ill use these num erical values of when
needed m ost In portantly, for the analytical values of the AC com ponents).

N ext, we com pare the predicted D C values w ith the num erical m ean values after conver—
gence in Figures'§ and 9. Aswe showed In Fig.3(a), each horizontal junction * lbrates
around som e D C value after convergence. T hese average values are plotted (solid lines) and
com pared to the large agpectatio approxin ation (dotted lines) in Fig.§. The prediction
isuniform within each row because edge e ectswere neg]ecl:ed| consequently, it works well
everyw here exoept close to the right and kft ends. In Fig.'9 we show the DC values of the
vertical jinctions Y (i;j). Note that the phases of whirling junctions are unbounded, thus
not shown. In particular, Pattem 1 is keft out from this gure shoe all ¥ are switched.
A galn, n thebulk ofthe array the approxin ation ( ¥ = arcsin I.) holds, but near the edges
there is a signi cant deviation.

In a sim ilarm anner, we show in Figs.1( and 1], the AC am plitudes ofthe horizontaland
vertical jinctions, respectively; that is, the A (4;j)jand B (i j) jcalculated in Section 33. A s
seen In both gures, symm etric Pattems 1{3 have rather constant am plitudes throughout
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Figure 8: The DC values of * for Pattems 1{4, show ing the spatial distrioution of the
average horizontal phases. The horizontal axis is the \horizontal edge index," de ned as
i+ N*(F 1) for *({;]j). ThereareN ¥ + 1= 8 horizontaledges so that j runs from 1 to 8.
Foreach j, the N * = 31 phases in the sam e row are connected. The dotted lnes are from
the large aspect—ratio approxin ation which accurately estin ates the num erical results in the
buk of the array. The D C values are predicted to be multiples of f. The approxin ation
neglects the e ects ofthe keft and right edges, and, thus, nevitably m isses the skin layers at
both lateral boundaries. Vertical dashed lnesm ark the ssparation between j’s.
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vertical edge index

Figure 9: TheDC valuesof Y forPattems 2{4. Sw itched Jjunctions are unbounded, thus
not shown. Therefore, Pattem 1 is absent in this gure since all the jinctions are sw itched.
T he horizontal axis is the vertical edge index, de ned in F igure 7. For each quiescent row
tsN * + 1 = 32 phases are connected. T he large agpecttatio approxin ation, dashed lines
at ¥ = arcsin Iy, is a good approxin ation i the bulk, but m isses the lateral skin layers.
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Figure10: D inensionlessAC voltage am plitudes £ forP attems1{4, plotted versus the hor-

izontal edge ndex. T he large aspect—+atio approxin ation is shown as dashed curves. T here

are som e quantitative discrepancies, but the approxin ation captures the soatial distribution
of the am plitudes.
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Figure 11: D Inensionlss AC volage am plitudes X for Pattems 1{4, plotted against the
vertical edge index. A galn, the large aspect—ratio approxin ation, shown as dashed curves,
can describe the spatial distrbution airly well.
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each row, exoept near the keft and right edges. The asymm etric Pattem 4 shows spatial

uctuations. Our estin ates, shown as dotted lines, reproduce the spatial structure fairly
well. Tt is quite rem arkable that our approxin ation roughly captures the behavior at the
right and Jeft boundaries, when we have used the buk approxin ation § (togetherw ith the
num erical (j)) to solve the AC system .

Since them esh current is determ ned from the phase con gurations *#, it also com pares
well with the lJarge aspectratio approxin ation. Thus, we do not disply the quantitative
com parison of , and instead present m ore descriptive 2D contour plots of the num erical
on the 31 7 array geom etry. T he contour curves ofthe DC com ponent of are shown in
Fig.17. Ifthe 2D array were continuous, the nduced currentswould ow along these curves
on average. Since the array is discrete, the ow is restricted to the brandhes, but the level
curves still describe roughly the way the currents circulate. Furthem ore, the D C values in
the S row s are nearly zero, asexpected. In the Q regions, currents circulate In the clock-w ise
direction ( 4 < 0) on average. This would induce a m agnetic el through the Q regions in
the opposite direction to the extemal eld f. A though it is Interesting to ask whether the
Induced eld cancels the extemal one to produce a M eissner-like region, that question only
m akes sense when all inductances are lncluded. N ote also that all contour plots are aln ost
eftright symm etric, but show a slight asymm etry. This is presum ably due to the presence
ofedges and the preferred direction R) ofpropagation ofthe waves across the S row s. Such
details are not captured by the bulk approxin ation and the full solution ofthe D C equations
becom es necessary.

F inally, the am plitudes of the AC oscillations of are shown In another set of contour
plotsin Fig.l3. T he observed nodalstructures (typicalin linear foroed system s In a bounded
dom ain) show the spatial distrbution of the m odes locked to the driving D C solution. The
m agnitude of these AC am plitudes is com parable to the D C values in Fig.13, even though
the oscillating com ponents of the phases are much snaller, of O (! ), than their DC
values. This is consistent w ith our analysis which assum es that the m esh current hasDC
and AC ocom ponents both ofO (1).
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In posed at a half cell outside of the array borders; this explains why som e of the contour

curves intersect the array edges.
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0 and no curves appear. In the other pattems, the

Level curves of the DC mesh current

ow and the incted uniform current ow . Contour kevelsat 0:;
on the 2D grid ofthe N * = 31 by NY = 7 amray. Pattem 1 show s little deviation from the

uniform current ow on average, thus
DC valuesof In the switched row s are zero, while the values are negative in the quiescent

Induced circulating currents ow . The totalcurrent ow is the superposition of the Induced
row s. T herefore, currents circulate In the clockw ise direction In each quiescent region \along"
the level curves shown. Strictly, the currents are restricted to the grid, but the level curves

provide an intuitive description of the ow . Note that the boundary condition

Figure 12:



forPattems 1 (top)
;15 are shown.

7 cells. Contour velsat 01;02;::
34

are not purely superconducting. O ur lading-order analysis In

Level curves of the AC am plitudes of the m esh current

Figure 13:

to 4 (oottom ), on the 2D grid of 31

The m agniudes are generally Jarge in the switched rows, but even quiescent row s have

som e oscillations and, thus,

Sec.33

predicts that these AC oscillations ocbey the discrete P oisson equation w ith forcing
orighhating from the D C com ponents. The gure show s nodal structures typical In solutions

to such a problam .



5 Param eter region for R S states

In this section we determm ine where In the param eter space we expect RS solutions. This is
a di aulk task, partly because the param eter space is large. Even after neglecting induced

eds (ie. » = 1 ) we are keft wih three param eters: £, , and I4.. In addition, there can
be multiple attractors coexisting for a given param eter set. Recall, or exam ple, how in the
previous section Pattems 1, 2 and 4 were obtalned using an identical param eter set, and
Pattem 3 also used a sim ilar Iy, value. A thorough determm ination of the param eter regin e
would then require a rigorous study ofthe bifircations ofthe branches of all the attractors |
an exploration which exceeds the scope of this article, and is perhaps too detailed to jastify
the necessary e ort. Here, we take a m ore heuristic approach, and m ake several assum ptions
to estin ate the current interval [[® #;I™%*] .n which a given RS state is an attractor, as a
function of £ and . W e base our assum ptions on the resuls of previous sections, and we
dem onstrate their validity by additional calculations In the follow ing.

5.1 Upper current lim it

W e rst estim ate the upper current I™ #* at which a given R S state ceases to be an attractor.
Our st assum ption states that this upper lin it is reached when vortices enter any of the
Q regions from the edge. The entrance of ux m Ight produce further sw itching of rows
(resulting in another R S state where the originalQ region has been subdivided), or a m ore
com plicated state where the ux rem ains static orm oves through the origihalQ region in a
highly nonlnear m otion. In either case, the orighalR S state is no longerm alntained. As
discussed in Sec.3, each Q region is decoupled up to the D C lading order and is equivalent
to an isolated superconducting array of the sam e dim ensions. If, as we assum €, no vortex
hasbeen trapped beforehand in the Q regions, arraysw ith m ore row s depin at an aller values
of Iy., as can be shown num erically @4]. T herefore, our second assum ption is that, as I is
raised in an RS state, a vortex rst enters the larmgest of the rem aining Q regions, causing
further break-up of the array.

T hus, once the depinning current values for no-vortex superconducting state ofany num —
ber of row s is known, these two assum ptions enable us to estin ate the upper I"** Im i for
any given pattem. For exam ple, Pattem 3 (S = f4g) hastwo Q regions ofthe sam e size (3
row S) . W e expect then that this state is not sustainabl beyond the depinning current ofa
31 3 amay. At zero tem perature and w ithout disorder, the lkely scenario isthat ux enters
the center row of each ofthe two regions, so that a new RS state, Pattem 2 (S = £2;4;69),
ensues. This state hasnow four Q regions, each consisting of one row . T he upper 1. value
for this state should coincide w ith the depinning current ofthe 31 1 \ladder" array. Be-
yond this value all row s switch and Pattem 1 is obtained. W e have indeed observed such
a ssquence of row —sw itching events when we gradually increase I, from zero, using a clean
Initial condition: = —= 0 everywhere. Sim ilarly, the Jargest Q region In Pattem 4 has
2 row s. Therefore, Iy, should coincide w ith the depinning current of a superconducting no—
vortex 31 2 amay. In Tabk'l we summ arize the excellent quantitative agreem ent betw een
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S Fig.2)| ™" 1= | ' N* NY)|
fl;:::;7g @ 1) [ 0335 | |
£2;4;69 #2) | 0335 0945|0947 (31 1)
fag #3) | 0315 0815|0825 (31 3)
£2;3;4;7g @ 4) | 0328 0912|0912 (31 2)

flg 0305 0:625 | 0.622 31 o)
f2g 0305 0:685 | 0.681 31 5)
£3g 0315 0:776 | 0.778 B1 4
f4g @ 3) 0315 0.815| 0.825 GB1  3)

Table 1: Stabiliy intervals [[™ ;1™ %*] (wo m iddle colum ns) freight RS pattems (wo of
them identical) nthe31l 7armayusingf = 005and = 02.ThesetS denotesthe switched
row num bers, and Pattems from F ig.% are labekd. T he intervals are caloulated num erically
by gradually changing Iy, and Pollow ng the corresponding branch of the RS state until
Instabilities appear. For exam pl, Pattem 2 is found in the Interval [0.335, 0.945], for this
st of param eters (f = 0:05; = 02). The upper lin it I™** can be predicted accurately by
the depinning current I9% ofthe Jargest Q region ofeach pattem @ ith din ensionsN * NV,
shown in parentheses). The Iower lin it I™ ¥ isharder to estin ate, but the retrapping current
I™* of a singke junction serves as a rough estimate: for = 02, the value is I™ = 0252,
which is an aller than the cbserved I™ ™ = 0:305{0:335. The rst four rows show Pattems
1{4 from FigureZ. T he next urpattemsallhave a single S row , but its ocation isdi erent.
Am ong these four, Pattem 3 has the w idest stability interval because its largest Q region
(31  3) hasthe sn allest num ber of row s.

the num erically observed I"** values of several R S pattems, and the depinning currents of
superconducting arrays w ith the sam e din ensions as their largest Q region.

W e have also tested our assum ptions w ith four additional pattems, all with only one
switched row : S = f4g (the symm etric Pattem 3), S = £3g9, S = f2g,and S = flg (the
m ost asym m etric pattem). This illustrates the dependence of the upper I"** not on the
num ber of sw itched row s, as above, but on their location. Forgiven £ and , I™* becom es
an aller as the sw tched row is shiffed from the m iddle of the array to the bottom because
the largest Q region Increases its size from 31 3 to 31 6. Excellent agreem ent is again
obtained between our criterion and the num erical cbservations (Tablk ).

W e now m ake the third assum ption that enables us to estin ate I" #* analytically In som e
cases. W e propose that, as the drive increases, just before the entrance of a vortex into a Q
region, a junction barely holds itself at a critical angle

= =2 (62)

36



W hen it is forced to tum beyond that value, depinning takes place, just as it would if the
Junction were uncoupled. Recall that the sihglke uncoupled Jjunction under an increasing
drive becom es unstable through a saddlenode bifurcation at Iyo. = 1,with = =2 asthe
bifurcation angle. A though the criterion for globaldepinning isdi erent in a coupled array,
this sin ple heuristic criterion hasbeen used to predict the depinning current in lJadder arrays
w ith rem arkable accuracy [47].

Take, for Instance, an array at zero tem perature with snallN Y In a ground state w ith
no pretrapped vortices. Then, the rst janction to cross <t = =2 is, for £ > 0 and
Tgc > 0, the vertical junction who sits in the center row at the kft edge. Thus, the ux
would penetrate the array through that jinction and destroy the RS state. This is readily
deduced from the circulating current shown in Sec.’4 which reinforces the drive near the left
boundary. Such a current is due to the presence of the kft and right boundaries, which our
large aspectratio approxin ation neglected. A fiilllanalysis ofthe skin Jayerswould be needed
for a general analytical prediction, but there are two tractabl lin iting cases of interest.

The rstcaseisa \an allagpectratio" superconducting region, ie.w ith m any m ore row s
than colmns (N Y N *) . A s discussed In Appendix Ay, a buk approxin ation can then
be usad, which approxin ates accurately the phases near the keft and right edges | because,
In this case, the skin layers are located near the top and bottom boundaries. Should such
a region be present n a RS state asa Q region, it would be very easily broken even w ih a
an all value of Iy.. In fact, I" #* can be quickly estin ated as the drive for which the central
leftm ost vertical junction crosses the critical angle (62). As shown In (68), this junction
has Indeed the largest angk. The depinning value for such a sn all aspectratio region is
estin ated to be ( )

m ax 1 sn[ £@N*+ 1)]

mA . 4 , : (63)

200 =+ 1) sin( £)

From (63), the region rem ains stationary when Iy, < I3 and £ < 1=2N*. Iff > 1=2N*,
a vortex enters the N Y N * region for any Iy > 0. W e have tested these conclusions
num erically w ith good agreem ent. M oreover, note that other physical argum ents 3] predict
that the edge barrier for the penetration of ux in this lm it would be roughly given by
f. 1= N*. The condition (63) results from the instability ofa static state, and it does not
depend on , the dam ping coe cient.

The second case is the \ladder array", with N * colmns and a single row H48]. Its
superconducting states, including states w ith trapped vortices, and their bifurcations have
been studied com prehensively K7]. One of the results of that work is the curve of the
depinning current as a function of f, shown as a solid line n Fig.14(@) and (). This
m onotonically decreasing curve is again independent of , and becom es Insensitive toN *, as
soon as N * is greater than about 5. For £ up to about 046, the depinning is caused by the
disappearance of the novortex solution. T his part of the curve is well approxin ated by the
solution of the Hllow ing in plicit nonlinear equation 7] which com es from inposing $62) to
the Jeftm ost jinction:

. ax r l m ax —
arcsin (1 ap) T arccos(I;,p) = £ (64)
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(b) F=0.2
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Figure 14: (@) Stability region forPattem 2 with = 04.Forf = 005;0:1;02, we sweep
I to detem ine num erically the stability interval [I™ ¥ ; I™ 2 ]. denoted by the verticalarrow s
with endpoints at T ( ) and T* ( ). The solid line is our estin ate or T3 (f), given
by the depinning current I9® of a ladder array. The dashed line is an estin ate for I,
given by the retrapping current IL ofthe single jinction at = 0#4. Therefore, the shaded
section is the estin ated region of the Iy . {f plane where Pattem 2 exists, for = 0#4. Note
that the region does not extend beyond a critical £ = fzr5(04). () Same as (@) but for

= 02. A though the upper estin ate 19 is unchanged, the Iower estin ate 1™t Gecreases
wih . Conssquently, Pattem 2 is expected to be cbserved In a larger param eter region for
an aller , asshown by the ve ntervals (arrow s) obtained num erically. T he region does not
extend for £ larger than fzs (02). () Phase diagram for the existence 0of RS states in the
f{ parameter plane. The curve £ = fi5( ) sgparates the regions n which no RS states
m ay orm ay not appear. For 12, et - 1, thus, no R S states are expected for any
f. Thisdiagram explains the previous (qualitative) ocbservation that RS states occur only
when jinctions are underdam ped and the applied m agnetic eld is sm all.

38



p d—
withr= + 2 land =1+ 1 2%x’=cos f. After a crossover at f 046, the

static checkerboard pattem becom es m ore robust, and this form ula ceases to be valid. W e
w illnot discuss R S states in thishigh range of £ . If our assum ptions are correct, this critical
curve should predict the I"** of Pattem 2. In addition to the single com parison presented
in Table forthis pattem, we test it for = 02 and 0#4 and severalvalues of £ in Fig. 14,
A s shown there, the num erical I ** values of Pattem 2 from sin ulations are predicted very
accurately by the analysis of the lJadder depinning point.

Up to now, we have assum ed that the m agnetic ux penetrates the Q regions from the
left edge of the array. However, the ux can also enter the array from the top or bottom
boundaries ofa Q region in certain situations. Consider a Q region w ith a large agpectratio
and no trapped vortices, but when the number of rows, say N ¥, is arge. In this case, the
bulk approxin ation obtained i Sec.32J, can stillbe used. From {49) them aximum angle
forthe horizontal jainctionsis * = N Y f attained at the top and bottom edges ofthe region.
Tt is clear that this value becom es larger than the criticalangle (62) when £ > 1=2N Y. Thus,
fora xed NY whilke f is increased, the ux would enter the Q region roughly above that
value ofthe frustration. T he entrance of ux In thism annerputsa lin it on the applicability
of our analysis. The assum ed no-vortex Q region is expected to exist only when the num ber
of row s is an aller than about 1=2f . T hus, our analysis does not apply for the initial stages
of the row -sw itching cascade In Jarge arrays, when there are stillQ regionsw ith m any row s.
However, even In such arrays, later steps of the cascade When the Q regions have been
subdivided) can be describbed by assum ing no-vortex Q regions. In addition, our prelin inary
sim ulations Indicate that kesping a vortex trapped n a Q region becom esm ore di cul both
In the presence of Iy, (which tendsto expelthe uxoids from the Q regions), and of self- elds
(which tend to shield the Q regions from the entrance of vortices).

52 Lower current lim it

T he param eter regin e forthe existence ofR S states isalso a ected by the dam ping param eter
,as shown in experin ents and sin ulations where R S states appearonly when the jinctions
are underdam ped. H owever, all the critical currents calculated untilnow are independent of
. W eclain that the explanation ofthe dependence ofthe RS states requires an estin ate
ofthe Iower lin it I™ . U nlke the upper lin it, in which the superconducting solution ofa Q
region ceases to exist, our num erical cbservations suggest that the lower lim it is caused by
an Instability m echanian in an S region. A s the bias current is decreased from the values in
which a clean periodic RS state is cbserved, S regions start to have troubl in m aintaining
fast whirling oscillations. T ypically, the system begins to show am plitude m odulations In a
slow tim e-scale, becom es highly nonlinear, or gets retrapped altogether.
T he variety of possible scenarios m akes an accurate estin ate m uch harder than for I™ #.
In order to m ake progress, we have to rely on a rather rough estim ate, based on the dynam ics
of a sihgk Jjunction. Recall that the vertical jinctions In an S row are In the resistive
(whirling) state. For a singl underdam ped Jjunction, its inertia is enough to m aintain a
w hirling solution until very close to the retrapping current I*™*, when it jim ps back to the
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stationary state. O nly near that value does a strong nonlinearity com e into play. Ignoring
the Inter—-janction coupling, we use this current as our estin ate rthe lower lin it I ofan
RS state. Because of collective e ects, the state m ay not be Inm ediately retrapped into a
stationary state, or, on the contrary, be retrapped earlier. H ow ever, we expect that, as Iy, is
Jowered toward the I™" value, som e nonlinear e ects start to becom e apparent, so that the
sin ple periodic R S state is altered.

The estin ate of I*" is standard B-_é] For the underdam ped case, (ie. < 12),
the retrapping is produced through a hom oclinic bifurcation at I*™* < 1, and the I{V ofthe
single juinction is hysteretic. Forall > , I™'= 1, and there is no hysteresis. In general,
I*™* is calculated num erically, but an asym ptotic expression, I™* 4 = can be used as

! 0.

From the de nition of I™%, our estin ate or I is thus independent of £, N *, N ¥, and
the particular R S pattem, but depends on the damping . The estinates for = 02 and
04 are shown as dashed Iines in Fig.d4 (@) and (), respectively. The com parison w ith the
num erical values of I (the point when the RS states lose their whirling character) is not
S0 good, as expected. H owever, our estin ate seam s to serve as a reasonable st guess.

53 f{ param eter region for R S states

In the usual experim ental setup, the I{V characteristic of an array ism easured by swesping
theD C current undera constant applied m agnetic eld ata xed tem perature (which controls
the penetration depth -, and damping ). For som e combinations of the experm ental
variables (m agnetic eld and tem perature) and, thus, of the underlying param eters £, ,
and -, the I{V shows RS steps. For others, it does not. W e will now summ arize the
preceding sections and com bine their resuls to estin ate the ( ,£) param eter region, in the
Imi , =1 ,In which RS states appear.

F irst, in Sec.5. we showed two lin iting cases in which I™ ** can be obtained analytically,
ie. when NY = 1 (ladder) and when N¥ N *. Num erical sinulations P2, 47, '46] show
that I"* changes m onotonically between these two Iim its, as N Y is varded. (This resul is
also expected from physical grounds: for xed N ¥, the m agnetic ux penetrates the amray
m ore easily asN ¥ is increased.) An cbvious consequence of this is that the ladder array has
the largest param eter dom ain for the novortex superconducting state. T herefore, recalling
our link between depinning and row -sw itching, RS states whose Q regions are all lJadders,
eg.Pattem 2, are thought to be the m ost stable in the sam e sense. In other words, when
an isolated ladder of length N * cannot m aintain superconductivity, the 2D array of size
N* NY cannot show row-switched behavior. Consequently, the solid curve  Fig.14 @)
not only gives the upper lim it I"** for Pattem 2, but also establishes the critical 1., for
each £, above which no RS states can be cbsarved.

Second, we concluded in Section 52 that the I" ™ of allR S states w ith dampihg can
be estin ated by the retrapping current of a single jinction with the same . These are the
dashed straight lines in Fig. 14 @), b).

Hence, the RS states can only exist n the region contained between these upper and
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lower lim its, shown as the shaded area in Fig.14 (@) . Those lim its intersect at a value fzs ()

beyond which no RS state ispossble. (See Fig.14(@){ b) for the procedure.) For janctions
ofm oderate to large dam ping ( > 12), the dashed line is above the curve, m eaning
that R S states are In possble forany f. On the other hand, for highly underdam ped arrays
( < 02), the line always ram ains below the curve; hence, RS states are possbl for any

f (although the region of f near 1/2 would need m ore carefiil consideration). Between

these two extrem es of dam ping, the lne intersects the curve at the critical value frs (),

which constitutes a phase boundary in the £{ plane. In other words, the param eter plane

is divided into two regions RS and noRS) by the curve frs () in Fig. 14(c). This is in

qualitative agreem ent w ith previous cbservations, and awaism ore system atic experin ental
testing.
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6 Summ ary and open problem s

In this article we have used a weakly-nonlinear perturbative analysis to study the row-
sw itching phenom enon and to approxin ate the RS solutions. For the buk of the array, we
have obtained analytical expressions for the phase and current variables. In addition, we
have estin ated the param eter regin e for their existence. For this, the consideration of the
lateral edges has played an in portant rolk. T he predicted spatial current distributions and
the param eter regin e could serve as a guide for m ore systam atic experim ental studies. In
the rest of this section we brie y state open problem s and possibl future directions.

T he leading-order solutions show good agreem ent w ith the num erics, but lave one phase
per row undetem ined. Thisis (j) in the large aspectratio approxin ation (42) and such
an arbitrary phase is still present in the unapproxin ated lading order D C equations, as
discussed In Sec. :_3 However, the fiill num erics show that there is a slow drift towards a
seci ¢ set of  (J) for each pattem. Several authors [7,18,110] have studied this nterrow
phase lodking In Pattem 1, but a satisfying answer is yet to be developed. The zero— eld
Iin it (£ = 0) isan exosption In that exact neutral stability and a fam ily ofperiodic solutions
can be und [, 33], in plying that there is no interrow locking. O n the other hand, a slow
drift starts to occuras £ is perturbed away from zero [4]. W e confcture that the arbitrary
phases should be constrained by a solvability condition In the higher-order expansions of our
analysis, which is autom atically satis ed when £ = 0. Finding that condition, however, is
likely to be an elaborate task.

O ur analysis is based on such sin pli cations as zero tem perature, no disorder, and no
slf- elds. Clearly, the e ect of relaxing these assum ptions should be also investigated.
Them al noise, s=lf- elds and Inhom ogeneities alter the sw itching sequence In sin ulations
of the row -sw itching cascade P2, 32, 18]. This m ight explain the irreqularity of the row -
sw itching order cbserved experin entally by Tr as'[L8] and Lachenm ann et al. '20]. On the
other hand, the directed use of disorder (eg., by rem oving som e of the edges in the array)
m ight prove a valuable strategy to enhance the locking property ofthe arrays 9]. Including
inductances would also change the current distrbutions {4, 31, 32]. P revious work {32, 18],
and our own prelin inary calculations including self-inductances, show that RS states persist
at Jeast or an all inductances. O ur expansion could be extended to nclude nductances and
then proceed to describe the m odi ed solutions. H owever, qualitatively new phenom ena can
also arise. For exam ple, it is known {18,119, 26] that, if any inductance is included in the
m odel, a ocoherent state (dynam ical checkerboard pattem) em erges near £ = 1=2 when the
R S states cease to exist.

In this article, we have only considered \clan" RS states, form ed by whirling and no—
vortex superconducting regions. T hus, we have assum ed that the Q row s do not contain any
static vortices. Tt is generally expected that the depinning ofa Q region would becom e easier
when it contains a pretrapped vortex. T herefore, the existence of states w ith static vortices
probably does not a ect the critical curve in Fig. 14(c) . However, the question of how the
depinning ofa static 2D array depends on variousparam eters ( , £,N * and N ¥) isnot fully
understood, exocept in the case of the ladder B7], and requires fiarther scrutiy. Sin ilarly,
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Figure 15: Dimensionlss AC volage ampliudes =¥ for Pattem 1 In a large array of
size N* = 63 and NY = 31. The other param eters are the ones used in Pattem 1 in
Fig.dl. The amplitudes decay quickly from the boundaries, and nearly vanish inside the
array. The tendency was already present in Fig.i1] for the 31 7 array, but i is clearer
here. C onsequently, were it to be used as an oscillator, the total AC output volage for this
pattem would not scale favorably with increasing size.

the S rows In the R S states were assum ed to be In the whirling (hom alresistive) state. O ur
sin ulations som etin es show \generalized" R S stateswhich contain one orm ore row s that are
neither sw itched nor quiescent, but \active". The states could be bom, for instance, when
T4 Is Increased so that vortices start to entera Q region but not strongly enough to sw itch it.
Junctions In the active row s undergo highly nonlinear oscillations, and propagating vortices
are localized. T hese states create additional steps In the I{V characteristicsbetween two R S
steps, and are detectable. Thus, they should be considered for a com prehensive treatm ent
of row -sw tching.

Apart from Investigating the RS states, we have introduced in this articlke a system atic
approach to the analysis of the dynam ics 0of 2D Jossphson arrays. Unlke 1D arrays, which
have already led to a great am ount of Insight Into In portant phencm ena (such as soliton
propagation and interaction in the parallelconnected arrays @1, 50], or synchronization,
clustering, and m agnet-lke phase transitions in the seriesconnected arrays (16, 40]), 2D
arrays have been much harder to analyze. This is partly due to their network equations
beingm ore com plicated, and also to theirhaving a w ider variety of solutions. A sourweakly—
nonlinear analysis show s, the di culy regarding the form ulation is reduced by the com pact
mesh form alism introduced in the previous num erical studies P71, 29, 4, 31, 32, 18]. W e
feel that the transparent form of the m esh equations has the potential to provide analtical
Inform ation in the strongly nonlnear regin e.

O fthese strongly nonlinear solutions, tw o are ofparticular interest. F irst, coherent states,
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such asPattem 1 in Fig. 2, m ight be suitable for oscillator applications, if £ is kept snall
o that the whole array operates nearly in-phase. H owever, for the com pltely row -sw itched
state to be usefil], overdam ped junctions, which rotate lss sn oothly and, thus, produce
larger AC am plitudes, should be em ployed [4]. The extension of our analysis for this case
(conceming only Pattem 1) appears to be straightforward. H owever, we can already point
out a com plication due to the spatial distrbution of the AC am plitudes. Recall how the
¥ am pliudes in Pattem 1 (Fig.11) decay from the boundaries into interior of the array.
Thise ect ism ore clkarly illustrated in Fig. 15 where the AC am plitudes are com puted for
Pattem 1 in a largerarray N * = 63 and N ¥ = 31), the other param eters being identical.
T he am plitudes decay quickly, and nearly vanish inside the array. Consequently, the total
AC volage does not increase signi cantly even when m ore jinctions are inter-connected.

Finally, ux ow [87, 82, 18] is also a highly nonlinear but disordered regin e in which
Jocalized vortices propagate \di usively". T heoretical studies so far have been bassed on
phenom enological pictures of vortices and their nteractions 1. A m ore form altreatm ent of
these solutions and a detailed prediction of, for Instance, the ux ow resistance is strongly
aw aited both from the theoretical and experin ental points of view .
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A Sm all aspect—ratio approxim ation

Follow ing the large agpect-ratio approxin ation presented in Section 321, we calculate now
a buk approxin ation to the DC equations £9){(32) n a Q region wih a anall aspect-
ratio, ie. when its vertical size N Y ismuch larger than N *. Far from the top and bottom
boundaries, the solution is expected to be Independent of j (assum ing there are no trapped
vortices). Then, the DC equations £9),(30) sim plify to:

sh §@=0 thus $@®=0 (65)

TE+ 1) Y@= 2 f (66)

From (@2) and the boundary conditions (37) we can construct the follow ing telescope sum

which must be satis ed
N+l
sin g @)= N*+ 1) Iy: ©7)
=1
From these two equations (66),(67) we can then solve for the vertical phases in the buk of
the Q region:

X

s N :
O(l)=2f7+l i+ (68)

where (
N*+ 1)sin( £)

sn[N*+ 1) £] °°

C om pare thisw ith the large aspect—ratio case {47) in which ! = arcsin I is independent of
iin thebuk ofa Q region. In contrast, in the present an all aspecttatio case, the extemal
eld f is absorbed now by the vertical junctions in order to ensure the ux quantization
restriction (30). Note also how, in this case, consideration of the top and bottom edges,
neglkcted from thebulk Q region, becom es crucial to Introduce m atching across the sw itched
regions or to the array boundaries. W ithout the correction from the edges, phase relations
acrossthe S row sarenot wellde ned. H owever, the an all agoect—ratio approxin ation is still
signi cant because it provides a clue to an In portant question: what is the Iower bound for
a Q region to ram ain unbroken? T hus, we use this calculation when we discuss the existence
and stability of RS pattems in Sec.§. In this context, the an all aspect-ratio approxin ation

is the lim iting case forwhich a Q region ism ost easily broken by raising either £ or Iy..
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