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Abstract—Josephson traveling-wave parametric amplifiers
(JTWPAs) are wideband, ultralow-noise amplifiers used to enable
the readout of superconducting qubits. While individual JTWPAs
have achieved high performance, behavior between devices is
inconsistent due to wide manufacturing tolerances. Amplifier de-
signs could be modified to improve resilience towards variations
in amplifier components; however, existing device models often
rely on analytical techniques that typically fail to incorporate
component variations. To begin addressing this issue, a 1D nu-
merical method for modeling JTWPAs is introduced in this work.
The method treats the Josephson junctions and transmission lines
in an amplifier as coupled subsystems and can easily incorporate
arbitrary parameter variations. We discretize the transmission
line subsystem with a finite element time domain method and
the Josephson junction subsystem with a finite difference method,
with leapfrog time marching used to evolve the system in time.
We validate our method by comparing the computed gain to
an analytical model for a traditional JTWPA architecture and
one with resonant phase matching. We then use our method
to demonstrate the impact of variations in Josephson junctions
and phase-matching resonators on amplification. In future work,
the method will be adjusted to incorporate additional amplifier
architectures and extended to a 3D full-wave approach.

Index Terms—Multiphysics modeling, computational electro-
magnetics, Josephson junction, Josephson traveling-wave para-
metric amplifier, resonant phase matching.

I. INTRODUCTION

SUPERCONDUCTING qubits are a leading architecture in
the race towards large-scale quantum computing [1]–[3].

However, performance improvements are still needed in many
of the system components, including those used to measure
the states of qubits. To measure a qubit state, an extremely
low-power microwave pulse is used to measure the scattering
properties of an electromagnetic resonator coupled to the qubit
[4], [5]. To perform high-fidelity measurements of the weak
microwave signals that carry information about the qubit state,
an exceptionally low-noise amplifier (i.e., close to the standard
quantum limit) with high gain is required [6], [7].

Originally investigated in the late 1960’s [8], [9], interest
in Josephson parametric amplifiers has been renewed due to
their potential for meeting these needs of superconducting
qubit technologies [10]. These devices use a superconducting
Josephson junction to facilitate a nonlinear mixing operation
with a strong pump, producing parametric amplification of the
desired signal. To improve the achievable gain, the signal is
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coupled into the nonlinear element through a resonator for
high interaction time; however, this comes at the cost of a
constrained amplifier bandwidth [7]. Josephson traveling-wave
parametric amplifiers (JTWPAs) were proposed as a wideband
alternative, but their lackluster gain combined with challenging
manufacturing requirements made them difficult to implement
[11]. While these devices can achieve long interaction times by
embedding thousands of Josephson junctions in a transmission
line, amplification is inhibited by phase mismatches produced
through pump-induced dispersion [12]. However, modern fab-
rication techniques have enabled the development of resonant
phase matching (RPM), where resonant loads are periodically
embedded into the transmission line to compensate for dele-
terious phase mismatch and obtain significantly higher gain
[12], [13]. Over time, the RPM technique has led JTWPAs
to become a promising technology for enabling qubit readout
due to their wide bandwidth, high gain, and ultra low-noise
operation [11], [14]–[16]. However, alternative techniques for
achieving phase matching have also been developed, such as
periodically varying the transmission line impedance [17] and
modifying the nonlinearity through flux biasing of Josephson
junction-based circuit elements [18].

While modern fabrication technologies and design tech-
niques have allowed high performance JTWPAs to be realized,
their broader application is still limited by manufacturing
variations. Fluctuations between junction properties across a
device can produce impedance mismatches, leading to incon-
sistent performance between JTWPAs [19]–[21]. Additionally,
even small variations in the resonant loads of RPM archi-
tectures can disrupt the delicate phase matching relationship
and significantly reduce gain [22]. Ideally, JTWPA designers
could readily simulate the impact of these variations during
the design process and make adjustments to reduce their
severity. However, most JTWPA models treat the device as
a continuum [17], [23]–[25] to develop analytical solutions,
preventing variations between elements of the circuit from
being modeled.

To combat this issue, previous approaches have accounted
for parameter variations by introducing a position-dependent
wavenumber [12], [22], [26]. In these methods, analytical
expressions are used to describe segments of a JTWPA with a
fixed wavenumber, which are stitched together numerically to
simulate the whole JTWPA. While these approaches can ac-
commodate phase mismatch due to parameter variations, they
do not incorporate impedance mismatches between segments,
which cause reflections that alter performance. As a result,
these methods cannot fully capture the impact that manu-
facturing variability can have on a JTWPA design. Aspects
of these effects can be captured in numerical methods using
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lumped-element circuit simulators such as WRSPICE [27]–
[29]. However, these approaches, along with the others, are
not naturally extensible to a 3D full-wave method, preventing
them from modeling explicit device geometries. Instead, these
methods must estimate circuit parameters from the explicit
geometry, which can often be a user-intensive and potentially
inaccurate procedure that is avoided in a full-wave approach.

In this work, we develop a 1D multiphysics numerical
method which treats the Josephson junctions and transmission
lines in a JTWPA as coupled dynamical systems. The trans-
mission lines are discretized via a finite element time domain
(FETD) approach, while the differential equations describing
junction dynamics are discretized using finite differencing. In-
teraction between the dynamical variables is facilitated through
a leap-frog time-marching procedure. In this treatment, in-
dividual JTWPA elements can easily be varied to model
arbitrary distributions for the properties of those components.
Additionally, this method inherently considers higher-order
nonlinear effects such as the generation and impact of harmon-
ics. As JTWPA designs evolve, understanding these effects is
increasingly important, but they are difficult to characterize
using analytical approaches [27]. Similarly, pump depletion
is naturally accounted for in this formulation, allowing the
dynamic range of a design to easily be determined. The
method can also be extended to a 3D full-wave description
in the future to provide superior accuracy in addition to the
aforementioned benefits.

Preliminary results on this formulation were reported in
[30]. This work significantly expands on [30] by providing
a more detailed formulation of the dynamical equations, as
well as extending the method to incorporate RPM. Further,
complete details on the numerical discretization approach are
also presented. Finally, new numerical results are presented,
including a case-study analyzing the impact of process varia-
tions in resonant loads and Josephson junctions.

This work is structured as follows. In Section II, the
equations of motion and boundary conditions for a unit cell of
a JTWPA are derived, both with and without RPM. Following
that, Section III develops the 1D hybrid method to discretize
a unit cell, and extends the description to a full JTWPA for
each case. Section IV validates the method using analytical
results for each type of architecture, and demonstrates the
effects of variations in the properties of Josephson junctions
and resonant loads on amplification. In Section V, we discuss
the conclusions drawn from these results and the direction for
future development of the method.

II. FORMULATION

In this section, the equations of motion (EoMs) and bound-
ary conditions applicable to a single JTWPA unit cell are
derived using techniques from the Lagrangian mechanics of
continuous systems [31]. In Section II-A, this is done for
the “basic JTWPA unit cell” of Fig. 1, while in Section
II-B the derivation is extended to include a resonant load so
architectures using RPM can be analyzed.

Fig. 1. Schematic of a basic single JTWPA unit cell, consisting of a Josephson
junction with a nonlinear inductance (LJ, denoted by an “X”) in parallel with
a linear capacitance (CJ).

A. Basic JTWPA Unit Cell

Deriving EoMs and boundary conditions for the unit cell
of Fig. 1 using Lagrangian mechanics requires a Lagrangian
for each portion of the system. Starting with the transmission
lines, the Lagrangian for each line can be written as

LTXi
=

1

2

∫ (
CiV

2(z, t)− LiI
2(z, t)

)
dz, (1)

where Ci and Li are the per-unit-length capacitance and
inductance of the transmission line. However, to derive EoMs
the Lagrangian must be expressed in terms of a generalized
coordinate and its derivatives rather than voltage and current.
To accomodate this requirement, we use the node flux ϕ(z, t),
which is related to the voltage and current by ϕ̇(z, t) = V (z, t)
and ϕ′(z, t) = −LI(z, t), where ϕ̇(z, t) ≡ ∂

∂tϕ(z, t) and
ϕ′(z, t) ≡ ∂

∂zϕ(z, t) [32]. The resulting Lagrangian is

LTXi =
1

2

∫ (
Ciϕ̇

2(z, t)− L−1
i ϕ′2(z, t)

)
dz. (2)

The Josephson junction Lagrangian is developed in [33] as

LJJ =
CJ

2
ϕ̇2
J(t) +

ℏIc
2e

cos

(
2e

ℏ
ϕJ(t)

)
, (3)

where e is the elementary charge, ℏ is the reduced Planck’s
constant, and ϕJ(t) ≡ ϕ(z1, t) − ϕ(z2, t) is the junction
flux. The Josephson junction is characterized by the junction
capacitance CJ and critical current Ic, which is related to the
Josephson inductance LJ through Ic = ℏ/(2eLJ).

To derive the EoMs and boundary conditions in Lagrangian
mechanics, we must first introduce the action functional,
S =

∫
L dt. The principle of least action states that a physical

system will always operate such that the action is minimized,
meaning δS = 0 [31]. Typically, the principle of least action
can be satisfied using the Euler-Lagrange equation. However,
for our continuous systems with non-trivial interconnections
as in Fig. 1, the typical Euler-Lagrange equation is no longer
applicable. Hence, here we instead take the variation of
the action functional directly. We simplify this process by
decomposing δS into terms for each subsystem,

δS = δSTX1
+ δSTX2

+ δSJJ. (4)
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Fig. 2. Schematic of a JTWPA unit cell for a RPM design. The added resonant
load and coupling capacitor are outlined in red.

For the first transmission line, δSTX1
is given by

δSTX1
=

∫ (
δϕ̇(z, t)

∂LTX1

∂ϕ̇(z, t)
+ δϕ′(z, t)

∂LTX1

∂ϕ′(z, t)

)
dt.

(5)

By evaluating each derivative using (2), (5) becomes

δSTX1
=

∫ ∫ z1

0

(
C1ϕ̇(z, t)δϕ̇(z, t)

− L−1
1 ϕ′(z, t)δϕ′(z, t)

)
dz dt. (6)

To remove derivatives from the variations, we employ in-
tegration by parts. For the temporal variation δϕ̇(z, t), it is
appropriate to consider “fixed endpoint” variations so that the
boundary terms from the integration by parts can be neglected
[31]. However, for the spatial variation δϕ′(z, t), we need
to consider variations with “variable endpoints” to eventually
derive a spatial boundary condition at z = z1 that accounts
for the effect of the Josephson junction [31]. As a result, (6)
becomes

δSTX1
=

∫ (∫ z1

0

(
−C1ϕ̈(z, t)+L−1

1 ϕ′′(z, t)
)
δϕ(z, t) dz

− L−1
1 ϕ′(z1, t)δϕ(z1, t)

)
dt, (7)

Similarly, for the other transmission line we find δSTX2 is

δSTX2 =

∫ (∫ a

z2

(
−C2ϕ̈(z, t) +L−1

2 ϕ′′(z, t)
)
δϕ(z, t) dz

+ L−1
2 ϕ′(z2, t)δϕ(z2, t)

)
dt. (8)

Moving to the Josephson junction, the change of indepen-
dent variables in (3) leads to the expression

δSJJ =

∫ (
δϕJ(t)

∂L
∂ϕJ(t)

+ δϕ̇J(t)
∂L

∂ϕ̇J(t)

)
dt. (9)

By evaluating the derivatives using (3), we obtain

δSJJ =

∫ [
CJϕ̇J(t)

(
δϕ̇(z1, t)− δϕ̇(z2, t)

)
− Ic sin

(
2e

ℏ
ϕJ(t)

)(
δϕ(z1, t)− δϕ(z2, t)

)]
dt, (10)

where substitutions were made for δϕJ(t) and δϕ̇J(t) using

ϕJ(t) = ϕ(z1, t)− ϕ(z2, t). Integrating by parts produces

δSJJ = −
∫ [

CJϕ̈J(t)
(
δϕ(z1, t)− δϕ(z2, t)

)
+ Ic sin

(
2e

ℏ
ϕJ(t)

)(
δϕ(z1, t)− δϕ(z2, t)

)]
dt, (11)

which is used alongside (7) and (8) to evaluate (4),

δS =

∫ [ ∫ z1

0

(
− C1ϕ̈(z, t) + L−1

1 ϕ′′(z, t)
)
δϕ(z, t) dz

−
(
L−1
1 ϕ′(z1, t) + CJϕ̈J(t) + Ic sin

(2e
ℏ
ϕJ(t)

))
δϕ(z1, t)

+

(
L−1
2 ϕ′(z2, t) + CJϕ̈J(t) + Ic sin

(2e
ℏ
ϕJ(t)

))
δϕ(z2, t)

+

∫ a

z2

(
− C2ϕ̈(z, t) + L−1

2 ϕ′′(z, t)
)
δϕ(z, t) dz

]
dt. (12)

The principle of least action states that δS = 0 for all t. Since
each variation is nonzero by definition, the coefficient of each
variation in (12) must equate to zero. This step produces the
equations of motion and boundary conditions,

ϕ′′(z, t)− L1C1ϕ̈(z, t) = 0, 0 < z < z1, (13)

L−1
1 ϕ′(z1, t) = −CJϕ̈J(t)− Ic sin

(
2e

ℏ
ϕJ(t)

)
, (14)

L−1
2 ϕ′(z2, t) = −CJϕ̈J(t)− Ic sin

(
2e

ℏ
ϕJ(t)

)
, (15)

ϕ′′(z, t)− L2C2ϕ̈(z, t) = 0, z2 < z < a, (16)

Clearly, (13) and (16) describe waves propagating down
each transmission line. The boundary conditions (14) and (15)
introduce nonlinearity through interactions with the Josephson
junction. To move towards allowing this nonlinear set of
equations to be solved with a linear time-marching procedure,
we treat ϕJ(t) as a second dynamical variable with EoM

CJϕ̈J(t) + Ic sin

(
2e

ℏ
ϕJ(t)

)
= − 1

2L1
ϕ′(z1, t)−

1

2L2
ϕ′(z2, t). (17)

This is obtained by summing (14) and (15). A numerical
procedure to enable a linear solution for time-marching the
dynamical variables in (13), (16), and (17) together will be
discussed in Section III.

B. RPM JTWPA Unit Cell

To implement RPM, resonant loads of capacitance Cr and
inductance Lr are periodically coupled into unit cells through
capacitance Cc, as shown in Fig. 2. To determine how this
change impacts the equations of motion, we reconstruct the
Lagrangian for the second transmission line, which becomes

LTX2 =
1

2

∫ a

z2

(
C2ϕ̇

2(z, t)− L−1
2 ϕ′2(z, t)

)
dz

+
1

2
Cc

(
ϕ̇(z3, t)− ϕ̇r(t)

)2
+

1

2

(
Crϕ̇

2
r (t)− L−1

r ϕ2
r (t)

)
, (18)
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where ϕr(t) is the flux stored in the resonator. Therefore, the
variation of the action functional is given by

δSTX2
=

∫ (
δϕr(z, t)

∂L
∂ϕr(z, t)

+ δϕ̇r(z, t)
∂L

∂ϕ̇r(z, t)
+ δϕ′(z, t)

∂L
∂ϕ′(z, t)

+ δϕ̇(z, t)
∂L

∂ϕ̇(z, t)
+ δϕ̇(z3, t)

∂L
∂ϕ̇(z3, t)

)
dt. (19)

Substituting (18) into (19) produces the expression

δSTX2
=

∫ (∫ a

z2

(
C1ϕ̇(z, t)δϕ̇(z, t)

− L−1
1 ϕ′(z, t)δϕ′(z, t)

)
dz

+ Crϕ̇r(t)δϕ̇r(t)− L−1
r ϕr(t)δϕr(t)

+ Cc

(
ϕ̇(z3, t)− ϕ̇r(t)

)(
δϕ̇(z3, t)− δϕ̇r(t)

))
dt, (20)

which after integrating by parts becomes

δSTX2
=

∫ [ ∫ a

z2

(
− C2ϕ̈(z, t) + L−1

2 ϕ′′(z, t)
)
δϕ(z, t) dz

+ L−1
2 ϕ′(z2, t)δϕ(z2, t)

−
(
Crϕ̈r(t)− L−1

r ϕr(t) + Cc

(
ϕ̈(z3, t)− ϕ̈r(t)

))
δϕr(t)

− Cc

(
ϕ̈(z3, t)− ϕ̈r(t)

)
δϕ(z3, t)

]
dt. (21)

This expression can be used in conjunction with (7) and
(11) to determine δS for the whole RPM unit cell,

δS =

∫ [ ∫ z1

0

(
− C1ϕ̈(z, t) + L−1

1 ϕ′′(z, t)
)
δϕ(z, t) dz

+

∫ a

z2

(
− C2ϕ̈(z, t) + L−1

2 ϕ′′(z, t)
)
δϕ(z, t) dz

−
(
L−1
1 ϕ′(z1, t) +

CJ

2
ϕ̈J(t) + Ic sin

(2e
ℏ
ϕJ(t)

))
δϕ(z1, t)

+

(
L−1
2 ϕ′(z2, t) +

CJ

2
ϕ̈J(t) + Ic sin

(2e
ℏ
ϕJ(t)

))
δϕ(z2, t)

−
(
Crϕ̈r(t)− L−1

r ϕr(t) + Cc

(
ϕ̈(z3, t)− ϕ̈r(t)

))
δϕr(t)

− Cc

(
ϕ̈(z3, t)− ϕ̈r(t)

)
δϕ(z3, t)

]
dt. (22)

Applying the principle of least action to (22) leads to

ϕ′′(z, t)− L1C1ϕ̈(z, t) = 0, 0 < z < z1, (23)

L−1
1 ϕ′(z1, t) = −CJϕ̈J(t)− Ic sin

(
2e

ℏ
ϕJ(t)

)
, (24)

L−1
2 ϕ′(z2, t) = −CJϕ̈J(t)− Ic sin

(
2e

ℏ
ϕJ(t)

)
, (25)

ϕ′′(z, t)− L2C2ϕ̈(z, t) = 0, z2 < z < z3, (26)

ϕ′′(z3, t)− L2(C2 + Cc)ϕ̈(z3, t) = −L2Ccϕ̈r(t), (27)

ϕ′′(z, t)− L2C2ϕ̈(z, t) = 0, z3 < z < a, (28)

ϕr(t)− Lr(Cr + Cc)ϕ̈r(t) = −LrCcϕ̈(z3, t). (29)

Since (24) and (25) are unchanged from (14) and (15), (17)
still holds for the RPM unit cell. A numerical procedure
to enable a linear solution for time-marching the dynamical
variables in (17), (23), and (26) to (29) together will be
discussed in Section III.

III. DISCRETIZATION

Here, we detail the development of the hybrid model from
the EoMs for each unit cell. In this method, 1D FETD
is applied to discretize ϕ(z, t) along the transmission lines.
FETD is chosen to simplify the transition to a 3D full-wave
implementation in the future. Temporal discretization of ϕJ(t)
is performed using central differencing, which will be demon-
strated to produce a linear time-marching equation. The direct
relationship between the dynamical variables is eliminated
using leap-frog time-marching, which allows ϕ(z, t) to be
evaluated without the need for a nonlinear solver.

This section is structured as follows. First, the method for
the basic JTWPA unit cell is developed in Section III-A by
deriving time-marching equations for the dynamical variables.
Additionally, we introduce the leap-frog time-stepping pro-
cedure to linearly advance the dynamical variables in time.
In Section III-B, the unit cells are combined and integrated
with driving and terminating components to model a full
JTWPA. Finally, the time-marching equations are adjusted to
accomodate the addition of resonant loads to model a RPM
JTWPA in Section III-C.

A. Basic JTWPA Unit Cell

To begin, we discretize the node flux ϕ(z, t) along the
transmission lines, which is described by (13) to (16). We
follow a standard FETD process outlined in [32], [34] with
first-order (triangular) nodal basis functions Ni(z) such that

ϕ(z, t) =
∑
i

ϕi(t)Ni(z). (30)

This process leads to a matrix equation of the form

[Tu]
d2

dt2
{ϕ(t)}+ [Su]{ϕ(t)} = {fu(t)}, (31)

where {ϕ(t)}i = ϕi(t) and

[Tu]ij = L1C1

∫ z1

0

Ni(z)Nj(z) dz

+ L1CJ

(
δjM − δj(M+1)

)
δiM + L2C2

∫ a

z2

Ni(z)Nj(z) dz

− L2CJ

(
δjM − δj(M+1)

)
δi(M+1), (32)

[Su]ij =

∫ z1

0

N ′
i(z)N

′
j(z) dz +

∫ a

z2

N ′
i(z)N

′
j(z) dz, (33)

{fu(t)}i = Ic
(
L2δi(M+1) − L1δiM

)
sin

(
2e

ℏ
ϕJ(t)

)
, (34)
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Fig. 3. Schematic of a JTWPA. Capacitive loads are introduced at the source
and termination of the JTWPA to aid in filtering out low-frequency spurious
modes that lead to late-time instability.

where δij is a Kronecker delta, and nodes M and M + 1
are positioned at z1 and z2 respectively. For the junction flux,
applying (30) leads (17) to become

CJϕ̈J(t) + Ic sin

(
2e

ℏ
ϕJ(t)

)
=

∑
i

(
− 1

2L1
N ′

i(z1)−
1

2L2
N ′

i(z2)

)
ϕi(t)

= − 1

2L1∆z

(
ϕM (t)− ϕM−1(t)

)
− 1

2L2∆z

(
ϕM+2(t)− ϕM+1(t)

)
, (35)

where the final equality was reached by taking piecewise
derivatives of the triangular basis functions.

At this point, {ϕ(t)} and ϕJ(t) are still directly related
through ϕJ(t) ≡ ϕM (t) − ϕM+1(t), which invalidates the
source treatment of ϕJ(t) in (34). However, leap-frogging
between the dynamical variables in the time discretization
can be exploited to circumvent this issue. More explicitly,
by solving for each dynamical variable at alternating half-
timesteps, the direct relationship between them is no longer
enforced, enabling the “source treatment” for ϕJ(t) in (34).
Applying this method using central differencing yields time-
marching equations for each dynamical variable,

[Tu]{ϕ(n+1)} =
(∆t)2

2

(
{f (n+1/2)

u }+ {f (n−1/2)
u }

)
−
(
(∆t)2[Su]− 2[Tu]

)
{ϕ(n)} − [Tu]{ϕ(n−1)} (36)

and

ϕ
(n+3/2)
J = 2ϕ

(n+1/2)
J − Ic(∆t)2

CJ
sin

(
2e

ℏ
ϕ
(n+1/2)
J

)
− ϕ

(n−1/2)
J − (∆t)2

4L1CJ∆z

(
ϕ
(n+1)
M + ϕ

(n)
M − ϕ

(n+1)
M−1 − ϕ

(n)
M−1

)
− (∆t)2

4L2CJ∆z

(
ϕ
(n+1)
M+2 + ϕn

M+2 − ϕ
(n+1)
M+1 − ϕn

M+1

)
, (37)

where ϕ
(n)
M is the flux at node M and timestep n. In for-

mulating (36) and (37), averaging was used to approximate
unknown values, i.e.: ϕ(n+1/2)

M ≈ 1
2

(
ϕ
(n+1)
M + ϕ

(n)
M

)
. Notably,

using central differencing to discretize (35) led to a time-
marching equation for ϕJ(t) that can be solved linearly, despite
the nonlinearity of (35). As a result, both dynamical variables
can be evolved in time without the need for a nonlinear solver.

B. Full JTWPA Simulation

The method is extended from a single unit cell to a JTWPA
by connecting N unit cells with per-unit-length inductance
Lun

and capacitance Cun
together at their endpoints, as

shown in Fig. 3. To drive the JTWPA, a voltage source
Vs(t) with resistance Rs is connected to the the input side
through a transmission line with per-unit-length inductance
Lin and capacitance Cin. On the output side, a load Rl is
connected through another transmission line characterized by
per-unit-length parameters Lout and Cout to terminate the
simulation region. The source and load capacitors Cs and Cl

are introduced to aid in filtering out low-frequency spurious
modes that lead to late-time instability, which will be discussed
in more detail in Section IV. The boundary conditions for the
source and load are introduced in [32] as

ϕ′(zs, t) = −Lin

Rs
[Vs(t)− ϕ̇(zs, t)], (38)

ϕ′(zl, t) = −Lout

Rl
ϕ̇(zl, t), (39)

where zs and zl are the positions of the source and load.
Since these terms contain a first derivative in time, the matrix
equation of (31) needs to be modified to the form

[T ]
d2

dt2
{ϕ(t)}+ [R]

d

dt
{ϕ(t)}+ [S]{ϕ(t)} = {f(t)}. (40)

The matrices for the full JTWPA in this expression become

[T ] = [Tin] +
∑
n

[Tun
] + [Tout], (41)

[R]ij =
Lin

Rs
δi1δj1 +

Lout

Rl
δiNe

δiNe
, (42)

[S] = [Sin] +
∑
n

[Sun
] + [Sout], (43)

{f(t)}i =
Lin

Rs
Vs(t)δi1 +

∑
n

{fun(t)}, (44)

where node 1 occurs at the source, and node Ne is positioned
at the load. Further, [Tun ], [Sun ], and {fun(t)} refer to (32),
(33), and (34) for unit cell n. The input matrices have the form

[Tin]ij = LinCin

∫ z0

zs

Ni(z)Nj(z) dz

+ LinCs

(
δ11 − δ12 − δ21 + δ22

)
, (45)

[Sin]ij =

∫ z0

zs

N ′
i(z)N

′
j(z) dz, (46)

where z0 is the starting position of the first unit cell. The
output matrices can be expressed as

[Tout]ij = LoutCout

∫ zl

ze

Ni(z)Nj(z) dz

+ LoutCl

(
δ(Ne−1)(Ne−1) − δ(Ne−1)Ne

− δNe(Ne−1) + δNeNe

)
, (47)

[Sout]ij =

∫ zl

ze

N ′
i(z)N

′
j(z) dz, (48)
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where ze is the end position of the final unit cell.
With the matrices in (40) constructed, central differencing

can be applied to produce a time-marching equation,(
[T ] +

∆t

2
[R]

)
{ϕ(n+1)} = (∆t)2{f (n)}

+
(∆t)2

2

(
{f (n+1/2)}+ {f (n−1/2)}

)
−
(
(∆t)2[S]− 2[T ]

)
{ϕ(n)} −

(
[T ]− ∆t

2
[R]

)
{ϕ(n−1)}.

(49)

The time marching equation for ϕJ(t) in (37) is unchanged
for the full JTWPA, but now must be independently solved
for each Josephson junction in the circuit.

C. RPM JTWPA

The inclusion of resonant loads introduces the resonator
flux ϕr(t) as a third dynamical variable for an RPM JTWPA.
However, since (29) is linear, there is no need to incorporate
leap-frogging to evolve ϕr(t) in time. Instead, the resonator
flux ϕr(t) can be solved simultaneously with ϕ(z, t). To
accomodate this change, we modify (40) to the form[

Tℓℓ Tℓr

Trℓ Trr

]
d2

dt2

{
ϕ(t)
ϕr(t)

}
+

[
Rℓℓ 0
0 0

]
d

dt

{
ϕ(t)
ϕr(t)

}
+

[
Sℓℓ 0
0 Srr

]{
ϕ(t)
ϕr(t)

}
=

{
f(t)
0

}
, (50)

where {ϕr(t)}i = ϕr,i(t), or the flux in the resonant load of
the ith unit cell. Further, [R]ℓℓ, [S]ℓℓ, and {f(t)} are equivalent
to their counterparts in (42) to (44) for the full JTWPA
without RPM. From (23) to (29), the remaining matrices can
be expressed as

[Tℓℓ]ij = [T ]ij +
∑
n

LunCcnδiRnδjRn (51)

[Tℓr]ij =
∑
n

−LunCcnδiRnδjn, (52)

[Trℓ]ij =
∑
n

−LrnCcnδinδjRn , (53)

[Trr]ij =
∑
n

Lrn(Ccn + Crn)δinδjn, (54)

[Srr] =
∑
n

δinδjn, (55)

where each node Rn is where the resonant load is located in
the nth unit cell, and Lrn , Ccn , and Crn are Lr, Cc, and Cr

for that unit cell.
The time-marching expression for the RPM JTWPA is the

same as the equation for the basic JTWPA in (49), but with the
matrices and vectors modified to the block form of (50). The
time-marching equation for each ϕJ(t) in (37) is unchanged
by the addition of resonant loads.

IV. RESULTS

Here, we present results to validate the numerical method
and exhibit its utility. In Section IV-A, the gain of a basic
JTWPA design is calculated from the results of the numerical

Fig. 4. Gain of the architecture of Table I calculated using the analytical
method of [25] and the numerical method of this work. Points between
5.3GHz and 6.6GHz are interpolated using a quadratic fit.

method and compared to analytical results. This procedure is
extended to a JTWPA architecture using RPM in Section IV-B,
which also includes a discussion of the strategy used to inhibit
late-time instability. In Section IV-C, the method is applied to
simulate the effect of variations in Josephson junction area
across a JTWPA. Further, the resonant loads are varied in
Section IV-D to demonstrate another potential application.

A. Basic JTWPA Gain Curve

The method is initially validated by comparing to the ana-
lytical results from [25] for the basic JTWPA design presented
in [12]. The specifications for this JTWPA are detailed in
Table I. Notably, the inductance of each unit cell in this design
is assumed to be dominated by LJ, meaning Lu ≈ 0. This
assumption is not suitable for our numerical method, so a small
per-unit-length inductance of Lu = 1µH/m is added to the
transmission lines. This small Lu was found to have a minimal
impact on the numerical results, while also not modifying the
FETD stability constraint to a problematic extent. To match
the input and output transmission lines to the JTWPA, the
contributions of the Josephson junctions need to be accounted
for, so Lin = Lout = Lu + LJ/a.

TABLE I
PARAMETERS FOR THE BASIC JTWPA ARCHITECTURE FROM [12]

Parameter Value

Junction critical current (Ic) 3.29µA

Josephson capacitance (CJ) 329 fF

Per-unit-length capacitance (Cu) 3.9 nF/m

Unit cell length (a) 10µm

Number of unit cells (N ) 2000

Pump current magnitude (Ip) 1.645µA

Pump frequency (fp) 5.970GHz
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The JTWPA is driven with a voltage source

Vs(t) = 2IpZ0W (t)
(
sin(ωpt) + α sin(ωst)

)
, (56)

where ωs is the signal frequency, ωp is the pump frequency,
and Z0 = (aLu + LJ)/aCu is the intrinsic impedance of
the transmission line. The ratio between the signal and pump
amplitudes is determined by α, which is set to α = 1/20
to prevent pump depletion from compressing gain. Further,
W (t) is an exponential tapering function with a total width
of 50 ns. While analytical models typically assume the pump
and signal are monochromatic, due to our method operating
in the time domain a finite bandwidth is necessary to keep the
total simulation duration at a reasonable level.

The gain G is calculated from simulation results via

G = 10 log

(∫ fH
fL

|ϕo(f)|2 df∫ fH
fL

|ϕi(f)|2 df

)
, (57)

where ϕi(f) and ϕo(f) are the Fourier transform of the
node flux at the input and output respectively. The integration
bandwidth is determined by fL and fH, which are set to fL =
fs − 0.5GHz and fH = fs + 0.5GHz. Wideband integration
is necessary due to self-mixing of the signal, which spreads
energy from its center frequency over a wider frequency range.
In an experimental setting, the signal is typically several orders
of magnitude smaller than the critical current, which limits
this self-mixing process. In the numerical method, this process
becomes relevant due to the relatively large signal-to-pump
ratio, which was chosen to allow an increased pump bandwidth
that helps reduce the total simulation duration to keep the
method more efficient.

Using (57), the gain is extracted from numerical simulations
for the architecture of Table I and compared to the analytical
result of [25] in Fig. 4. At signal frequencies between 5.3GHz
and 6.6GHz, the integration bandwidth overlaps with the
pump and induces error in the gain calculation. To allow the
gain to be extracted in this region, a quadratic fit is used to
interpolate it from surrounding points. While interpolation is
necessary for this topology, alternative JTWPA designs using
three-wave mixing remove the pump from the operating band-
width, allowing this process to be avoided. These architectures
will be discussed in more detail in Section V and considered
in future work.

B. RPM JTWPA Gain Curve

The method is also validated using the RPM JTWPA design
in [12], for which the relevant parameter values are listed in
Table II. For this architecture, some additional changes to the
voltage source described in (56) must be made. First of all,
the addition of the resonant loads shifts the average intrinsic
impedance of the JTWPA to Z0 = (aLu + LJ)/(aCu + Cc).
To compensate for this, the per-unit-length capacitance of the
input and output transmission lines must also be adjusted to
Cin = Cout = Cu +Cc/a. Additionally, the increased gain of
this design requires that the signal-to-pump ratio is reduced to
α = 1/50 to minimize the effect of pump depletion. Finally,
the pump bandwidth must be reduced for this architecture

Fig. 5. Gain of the architecture of Table II calculated using the analytical
method of [25] and the numerical method of this work. Points between
5.3GHz and 6.6GHz are interpolated using a fourth-order polynomial fit.

due to the addition of the resonant loads. To correct for
mismatch between the signal and pump phases, the resonant
loads introduce a pole at 6GHz, where its proximity to the
pump leads to a phase shift. However, if the pump is too
wideband, this proximity means the sidebands of the pump
will overlap with the pole, resulting in deformation. In an
experimental setting, the pump is typically narrowband enough
that this is not an issue. However, the shortened envelope
used in the numerical method increases the pump bandwidth,
causing it to extend into the pole. To minimize this issue, the
width of the tapering function W (t) was increased to 250 ns.

While the narrowband pump is necessary in this architec-
ture, increasing the duration of W (t) requires an equivalent
increase in total simulation time. As a result, low-frequency
spurious solutions are given time to grow and eventually
produce instability. To address this issue, we applied the
correction method detailed in [35]. This method periodically
isolates and removes the electrostatic portion of the solution
to prevent buildup of spurious solutions. To separate this

TABLE II
PARAMETERS FOR THE RPM JTWPA ARCHITECTURE FROM [12]

Parameter Value

Junction critical current (Ic) 3.29µA

Josephson capacitance (CJ) 329 fF

Per-unit-length capacitance (Cu) 3.9 nF/m

Unit cell length (a) 10µm

Resonant load coupling capacitance (Cc) 10 fF

Resonant load capacitance (Cr) 7.036 pF

Resonant load inductance (Lr) 100 pH

Number of unit cells (N ) 2000

Pump current magnitude (Ip) 1.645µA

Pump frequency (fp) 5.970GHz



IEEE JOURNAL ON MULTISCALE AND MULTIPHYSICS COMPUTATIONAL TECHNIQUES 8

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Fig. 6. Gain of the Table I JTWPA with variations in Josephson junction area. Each curve is shaded between the minimum and maximum outcomes of
50 simulations. The area of each junction in the JTWPA is independently selected on a normal distribution with standard deviation σA. The mean of the
distribution is (a) constant, or linearly varied by (b) 0.05A, (c) 0.10A, or (d) 0.15A across the JTWPA.

electrostatic component, a basis for the nullspace of [S] must
be known. For the 1D system, each vector in the basis is
constant over a single segment of transmission line terminated
by Josephson junctions or capacitors, and zero elsewhere.

Importantly, the correction method of [35] is designed to
be performed on lossless systems. While the JTWPA itself
is lossless, Rs and Rl introduce loss which can produce
inaccuracy in the correction process. To avoid needing to
apply the method in these regions, capacitors Cs and Cl are
introduced. These capacitors separate the source and load from
the input and output transmission lines, which removes them
from the corresponding nullspace vectors. As a result, the
correction method can be applied to the input and output
transmission lines without also applying it to the source and
load. To prevent instability from building up in the uncorrected
regions and spreading to the JTWPA, the capacitors are
sized at Cs = Cl = 100 pF. At this value, they present a

high impedance to spurious solutions to inhibit their growth.
However, the impedance at the operating frequency range is
small enough that the capacitors do not have a significant
impact on the accuracy of the method.

The gain extrapolated from numerical results for the Ta-
ble II JTWPA using (57) is compared against the analytical
result from [25] in Fig. 4. For this architecture, a fourth-
order polynomial interpolating function was found to provide
good agreement with the analytical results in the vicinity of
the pump. At 6GHz, the pole introduced by the resonant
loads produces a large decrease in gain. Due to the use of
interpolation in this region, this effect is not modeled by the
numerical method.

C. Josephson Junction Area Variations
To demonstrate a potential application of the numerical

method, we investigated the effect of variations in Josephson
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Fig. 7. Gain of the Table II JTWPA with variations in Josephson junction
area. Each curve is shaded between the minimum and maximum outcomes
of 30 simulations. The area of the Josephson junctions are selected from a
normal distribution with standard deviation σA, and with its mean linearly
varied by 0.05A across the JTWPA.

junction area on JTWPA gain. The junction area A is related
to the Josephson inductance and capacitance by LJ ∝ A
and CJ ∝ 1/A [36]. Fig. 6(a) demonstrates the result of
independently varying the area of each Josephson junction
in the Table I JTWPA on a normal distribution with mean
A and standard deviation σA. For σA = 0.03A, the impact
is relatively minor, and gain remains close to the analytical
result. The differences are more pronounced for σA = 0.06A
and σA = 0.09A, especially at signal frequencies greater than
the pump frequency, where substantial gain ripples occur.

In addition to entirely random variations, significant gradi-
ents in Josephson junction area across a JTWPA have been
observed during device manufacturing [37]. To model these
gradients, we varied the mean of the normal distribution as a
linear function of position along the JTWPA. In Fig. 6(b), the
gradient is set so that the mean area of the final Josephson
junction in the JTWPA is 0.05A higher than the first junction.
In Fig. 6(c) and Fig. 6(d), this procedure was repeated with
total gradients of 0.10A and 0.15A respectively. These results
indicate that increasing the gradient reduces gain across the
bandwidth of the device.

The impact of junction area fluctuations was also tested for
the JTWPA with RPM in Fig. 7, where a gradient of 0.05A
was used. In this case, the presence of the resonant loads leads
to additional gain ripples near the pump frequency.

D. Resonant Load Variations

In addition to the Josephson junction area, the method was
applied to investigate how small variations in the values of
the resonant load components can affect JTWPA gain. While
these components do not suffer from the same manufacturing
inconsistencies as Josephson junctions, the delicate nature
of the phase matching condition means small changes can
severely impact performance. To demonstrate this, we var-
ied Lr and Cr for each load on normal distributions with
standard deviations σLr

and σCr
. The mean value for each

Fig. 8. Gain of the Table II JTWPA with variations in the resonant loads.
Each curve is shaded between the minimum and maximum outcomes of
30 simulations. For each load, Lr and Cr are independently chosen from
normal distributions with standard deviations σLr and σCr , and mean values
matching those in Table II.

distribution matches the component value used in Table II. The
result of applying these variations are displayed in Fig. 8 for
several values of σLr

and σCr
. For σLr(Cr) = 0.0010Lr(Cr)

and σLr(Cr) = 0.0015Lr(Cr), the effect of these variations
is mostly negligible, indicating that changes in the pump
phase due to the shifting resonance roughly cancel across the
JTWPA. However, the impact at σLr(Cr) = 0.0020Lr(Cr),
is clearly much more significant. At this value, the standard
deviation is large enough that the pole may be shifted so that
it overlaps with the pump bandwidth. As a result, the pump
is partially absorbed by the resonant load, leading to the gain
drop-off observed in the plot.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, a numerical method for modeling JTPWAs was
developed to overcome the limitations of analytical models.
Rather than using a continuum approximation as typically
done in analytical approaches, the Josephson junctions and
transmission lines were treated as coupled subsystems. As
a result, components can easily be individually varied to
examine the impact of manufacturing tolerances on device
performance. To linearize the time-marching equations for the
dynamical variables, we employed a leap-frog time-marching
procedure. Gain was extracted from simulations of JTWPA
designs with and without RPM and compared to analytical
results to validate the method. Further, the impact of variations
in Josephson junctions and resonant load components was
investigated using the method.

Future work will expand the method to support additional
JTWPA architectures and explore other effects not captured by
analytical models. Modern JTWPA designs integrate Joseph-
son junction-based circuit elements such as superconducting
quantum interference devices (SQUIDs) [17] and supercon-
ducting nonlinear asymmetric inductive elements (SNAILs)
[18] to leverage their additional degrees of freedom. These
components can also be used to develop three-wave mixing
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JTWPAs which are inherently phase matched [24], and can
use a flux-driven topology to achieve high dynamic range [37],
[38]. However, the performance of these JTWPAs is heavily
impacted by the generation of harmonics, an effect which is
not captured by analytical models [27]. By incorporating com-
ponents such as SQUIDs and SNAILs into our multiphysics
method, this issue can be explored in greater detail.

In addition to supporting more JTWPA architectures, future
work will extend the numerical method to a 3D full-wave
description. While analytical device models are inherently
limited to 1D, the need to extract circuit parameters of JTWPA
geometries limits the accuracy of those methods and adds a
significant pre-processing step. Meanwhile, a 3D numerical
method would be capable of modeling the intended and non-
ideal behavior of JTWPAs with unprecedented accuracy.
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Y. Salathé, M. Pechal, M. Mondal, M. Oppliger, C. Eichler, and
A. Wallraff, “Rapid high-fidelity single-shot dispersive readout of su-
perconducting qubits,” Phys. Rev. Appl., vol. 7, p. 054020, May 2017.

[7] J. Aumentado, “Superconducting parametric amplifiers: The state of the
art in Josephson parametric amplifiers,” IEEE Microwave Magazine,
vol. 21, no. 8, pp. 45–59, Jul 2020.

[8] H. Zimmer, “Parametric amplification of microwaves in superconducting
Josephson tunnel junctions,” Applied Physics Letters, vol. 10, no. 7, pp.
193–195, 04 1967.

[9] P. Russer, “Parametric amplification with Josephson junctions,” AEÜ
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C. Naud, O. Buisson, W. Hasch-Guichard, D. M. Basko, and N. Roch,
“Photonic-crystal Josephson traveling-wave parametric amplifier,” Phys.
Rev. X, vol. 10, p. 021021, Apr 2020.

[18] A. Ranadive, M. Esposito, L. Planat, E. Bonet, C. Naud, O. Buisson,
W. Guichard, and N. Roch, “Kerr reversal in Josephson meta-material
and traveling wave parametric amplification,” Scientific Reports, vol. 13,
Apr 2022.

[19] A. Osman, J. Simon, A. Bengtsson, S. Kosen, P. Krantz, D. P. Lozano,
M. Scigliuzzo, P. Delsing, J. Bylander, and A. Fadavi Roudsari, “Sim-
plified Josephson-junction fabrication process for reproducibly high-
performance superconducting qubits,” Applied Physics Letters, vol. 118,
no. 6, p. 064002, Feb 2021.

[20] A. Pishchimova, N. Smirnov, D. Ezenkova, E. Krivko, E. Zikiy,
D. Moskalev, A. Ivanov, N. Korshakov, and I. Rodionov, “Improving
Josephson junction reproducibility for superconducting quantum cir-
cuits: Junction area fluctuation,” Scientific Reports, vol. 13, Apr 2023.

[21] J. Bylander, “Reproducible Josephson junctions are important for scal-
able quantum technologies,” Superconductor Science and Technology,
vol. 33, no. 11, p. 110501, Sep 2020.

[22] D. C. Feng, M. Vahidpour, Y. Mohan, N. Sharac, T. Whyland, S. Stan-
wyck, G. Ramachandran, and M. Selvanayagam, “Design and measure-
ment of a Josephson traveling wave parametric amplifier fabricated in
a superconducting qubit process,” in 2020 IEEE/MTT-S International
Microwave Symposium (IMS), 2020, pp. 940–943.

[23] O. Yaakobi, L. Friedland, C. Macklin, and I. Siddiqi, “Parametric
amplification in Josephson junction embedded transmission lines,” Phys.
Rev. B, vol. 87, p. 144301, Apr 2013.

[24] A. B. Zorin, “Josephson traveling-wave parametric amplifier with three-
wave mixing,” Phys. Rev. Appl., vol. 6, p. 034006, Sep 2016.

[25] Y. Yuan, M. Haider, J. A. Russer, P. Russer, and C. Jirauschek, “Cir-
cuit quantum electrodynamic model of dissipative-dispersive Josephson
traveling-wave parametric amplifiers,” Phys. Rev. A, vol. 107, p. 022612,
Feb 2023.

[26] M. T. Bell and A. Samolov, “Traveling-wave parametric amplifier based
on a chain of coupled asymmetric squids,” Phys. Rev. Appl., vol. 4, p.
024014, Aug 2015.

[27] T. Dixon, J. Dunstan, G. Long, J. Williams, P. Meeson, and C. Shelly,
“Capturing complex behavior in Josephson traveling-wave parametric
amplifiers,” Phys. Rev. Appl., vol. 14, p. 034058, Sep 2020.
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