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By using analytical and Worldline Monte Carlo approaches, we investigate the effects induced by
quantum phase fluctuations combined with quasiparticle subgap and shunt resistances on a small-
capacitance Josephson junction. By using the linear response theory in the presence of two biasing
schemes, we prove that the ideal conduction, foreseen in the pioneering papers on this topic, is not
robust against either quantum phase fluctuations or dissipative effects. By including both of them in
the Hamiltonian, we prove that an increase of the Ohmic dissipation strength induces a Berezinskii-
Kosterlitz-Thouless quantum phase transition in thermodynamic equilibrium. Then we study charge
and phase fluctuations at the thermodynamic equilibrium within the linear response theory. We find
that the phase particle motion, in a quantum Josephson junction, does not change from diffusive
to localized, resulting in an insulator-superconductor transition, as is commonly believed. At the
transition, we prove that: i) the motion of the phase particle changes from ballistic to localized;
ii) by turning on the coupling with the environment, a long-lived excitation at finite frequency
emerges in the charge response function: it evolves first into a resonance and then disappears
at the transition. Consequences beyond the linear response regime are investigated, leading to an
alternative comprehensive physical picture for this system: we predict a transition from a dissipative
quasiparticle current to a polaronic Cooper pair current.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of open quantum systems is crucial in many
research fields, ranging from condensed matter theory
and quantum transport [1–3] to quantum chemistry [2, 4],
quantum information [5] and quantum metrology [6]. In
general, the interaction of an open quantum system with
the degrees of freedom of the environment induces de-
coherence, dissipation, relaxation towards the thermody-
namic equilibrium states, i.e. a loss of the character-
istic quantum features [7, 8]. However, there are cases
where memory effects play a key role, allowing the study
of important quantum features, such as coherence, res-
onances, and entanglement [9–11]. The interaction with
the environment can also induce equilibrium and dynam-
ical quantum phase transitions. The well-known spin-
boson [1, 3] and quantum Rabi [12, 13] models have at-
tracted considerable interest during recent decades be-
cause of their simple experimental setups and relevance
in different research fields, in particular within quantum
optics [14–16]. In these cases, characterized by a two-
level system, the existence of dissipation-driven quan-
tum phase transitions has been extensively clarified [17–
20]. On the other hand, the occurrence of a quantum
phase transition in a Josephson junction and its capaci-
tor, analogous to a massive particle in a periodic poten-
tial, coupled to a bath of harmonic oscillators, has caused
a long-standing controversy [21–23]. In fact, in pioneer-
ing papers on this subject, the so-called dissipative phase
transition has been predicted [24, 25].

The underlying principle is the behavior of macro-

scopic quantum tunneling of the phase as a function
of the strength of the interaction with a dissipative
quantum-mechanical environment, described by one or
two bosonic fields: at weak coupling, macroscopic quan-
tum tunneling takes place, destroying superconductivity
of a junction, whereas suppression of tunneling, occur-
ring at high couplings with the environment, restores the
Josephson current. Different experimental attempts [26–
28] have been made to observe the theoretically predicted
dissipation-driven phase transition in a small Josephson
junction. On the other hand, interpretation of these re-
sults is still debated. Indeed, recently, even the absence
of this quantum phase transition in the predicted param-
eter regime has been reported [21]. Despite many years
of research, an outright understanding of this quantum
phase transition, driven by the coupling with environ-
mental degrees of freedom, has yet to be achieved.

In pioneering works on this issue [29–32], the phase
variable of a single Josephson junction has been treated
as a classical variable. The well-known Josephson equa-

tions, I(t) = Ic(t) sin(φ(t)) and ∂φ(t)
∂t = 2e

ℏ V (t), I(t)
and V (t) being the current and the voltage through the
junction, admit, for I < Ic (Ic is the critical current),
a stationary solution with φ independent of t, corre-
sponding to the superconducting state. Taking into ac-
count the quantum phase fluctuations and the effects
of the interaction with the dissipative environment was
the next step. To this end, two different Hamiltoni-
ans have been proposed in the literature [33–36]. The
main prediction is that, by varying the strength of the
coupling with the environmental degrees of freedom, an
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insulator-superconductor transition takes place, where
the motion of the phase particle changes from diffusive
to localized[24, 25].

Here, first of all, we discuss the two models known
in the literature (Section II). Later (Section III), by us-
ing the linear response theory and taking into account
two biasing schemes, we derive two Kubo-Mori formu-
las relating current and voltage across the junction. In
Sections IV and V, by using analytical and numerically
exact approaches, we prove that the ideal conduction,
foreseen in the pioneering papers on this topic, is not
robust against either quantum phase fluctuations or dis-
sipative effects. In section VI, by including both of them
in the Hamiltonian and using worldline Monte Carlo ap-
proaches, we find that an increase of the Ohmic dissi-
pation strength induces localization of the phase parti-
cle, resulting in a Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless (BKT)
quantum phase transition at the thermodynamic equilib-
rium in both the considered models. In Section VII, we
investigate phase and charge fluctuations at the thermo-
dynamic equilibrium within the linear response theory
through a current bias. We prove that differently from
the previous predictions: i) at the transition the parti-
cle phase motion changes from ballistic to localized; ii)
a gap opens in the charge and current response function
spectra for any value of the coupling with the environ-
ment; iii) by turning on the interaction with the bosonic
degrees of freedom, a long-lived excitation emerges at fi-
nite frequency: it evolves first into a resonance and then
disappears at the transition. Finally, we discuss conse-
quences of all these findings beyond the linear response
regime: we predict a transition from dissipative quasi-
particle current to polaronic Cooper pair current.

II. THE MODEL

The Josephson effect takes place in the presence of a
weak electrical contact of two superconducting samples,
i.e. a thin layer of a non-superconducting material be-
tween two layers of superconducting material. It is a
typical example of macroscopic quantum phenomenon.
Within pioneering works [29, 30, 37], this system has
been represented as a nonlinear inductor with phase dif-
ference φ between superconductors treated as a classical
variable. Later, the effects that arise from phase fluctua-
tions across the junction, quasiparticle subgap, and shunt
resistances in Josephson tunneling have been taken into
account, leading to two different models.

A microscopic model, accounting for phase fluctuations
and quasiparticle (QP) tunneling due to the existence of
a subgap resistance RQP [35, 36], leads to an effective
action for the phase difference between the two super-

conductors:

SQP [φ(τ)] =
ℏ2

4EC

∫ βℏ

0

dτ

(
dφ

dτ

)2

− EJ

∫ βℏ

0

dτ cosφ(τ)

+

∫ βℏ

0

dτ

∫ βℏ

0

dτ ′ K(τ − τ ′) sin2
(
φ(τ)− φ(τ ′)

4

)
. (1)

Here EC describes the capacitive Coulomb interaction of
charges accumulating in the vicinity of the oxide barrier
(it depends on the geometry and properties of the insu-
lator), EJ is the Josephson coupling energy (EJ = ℏIc

2e )
and the kernel K(τ), representing a retarded potential,
is given by:

K(τ) =
(
2ℏ/π2

) ∫ +∞

0

dω J(ω)Dω(τ).

The spectral function J(ω) encompasses the whole
physics of the system and the function

Dω(τ) = cosh
[
ω(βℏ/2− |τ |)

]
/ sinh(βℏω/2)

represents the propagator of a harmonic oscillator with
frequency ω. We emphasize that the trigonometric de-
pendence on the phase difference in the action reflects
the discreteness of charge that tunnels across the thin
insulating barrier: it describes the tunneling of single
electrons.
The presence of Ohmic shunt resistance RS is taken

into account in a phenomenological model a lá Caldeira-
Leggett (CL) [38]. In this case, the trigonometric func-
tion in the action is replaced by its quadratic expansion,
allowing a continuous change of the charge. In both mod-
els, J(ω) depends linearly on frequency up to a cut-off
frequency ωD: J(ω) = αωΘ(ωD − ω), α being the ratio
between the quantum resistance h/4e2 and the intrinsic
subgap resistance RQP (RS) in the QP (CL) model:

α =
h

4e2RI
, I = QP,S.

It can be shown that QP action and CL action can be
derived respectively from the following Hamiltonians:

HQP =
Q2

2C
− EJ cos

(
ϕ

ϕ0
2π

)
+

N∑
i=1

[
q2i,1
2Ci,1

+
ϕ2
i,1

2Li,1

]

+

N∑
i=1

[
q2i,2
2Ci,2

+
ϕ2
i,2

2Li,2

]
+

N∑
i=1

cos

(
ϕ

ϕ0

2π

2

)
Si,1ϕi,1

+

N∑
i=1

sin

(
ϕ

ϕ0

2π

2

)
Si,2ϕi,2, (2)

HCL =
Q2

2C
−EJ cos

(
ϕ

ϕ0
2π

)
+

N∑
i=1

[
q2i
2Ci

+
1

2Li

(
ϕi−ϕ

)2]
,

(3)
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FIG. 1. Sketch of the model a lá Caldeira-Leggett: circuit
consisting of a nonlinear inductor EJ , a capacitor C (the
quantum junction depicted in red), and a shunt resistance
RS in parallel (depicted in blue). Here, RS is represented as
an infinite set of LC oscillators. In contrast, such representa-
tion is not possible for the subgap resistance RQP in the QP
model, where the discrete charge flow is instead described by
a nonlinear coupling between the nonlinear inductor and two
bosonic baths.

where C = 2e2/EC represents the capacitance of the

junction. The flux ϕ = ϕ0

2πφ (ϕ0 = h/2e is the mag-
netic flux quantum) and the charge Q on the junction
electrodes are conjugate variables, i.e. [ϕ,Q] = iℏ. Dissi-
pation is included in these Hamiltonians through cou-
pling of the junction’s degrees of freedom to a single
bosonic bath (CL) or two bosonic baths (QP), with cou-
pling strengths given by Si,j in the latter case. We
emphasize that ϕi,j and qi,j are conjugate variables in
these ensembles of charged harmonic oscillators, each
of them describing a LC circuit. In the mechanic
analog, the flux plays the role of the position coordi-
nate and the charge the role of the momentum coor-
dinate. The spectral function of the QP model is de-

fined as 2ℏ2

π2 J(ω) =
∑N

i=1 S
2
i,j

ℏ
2Ci,jωi,j

δ(ω − ωi,j) where

ω2
i,j = 1

Li,jCi,j
for j = 1, 2 (note that J(ω) is indepen-

dent of j). Equivalently, for the CL model, we define

J(ω) = π
2

∑N
i=1

ωi

Li

h
4e2 δ(ω − ωi) where ω2

i = 1
LiCi

. These
equations point out the physical meaning of the dimen-
sionless parameter α: it measures the strength of the
interaction with the environment.

The classical motion equation for the variable Q, in the
presence of current bias, proves that the CL and QP mod-
els describe a parallel of a nonlinear inductor, a capaci-
tor and a resistor. In particular, within the QP model,
the junction-resistor coupling is non-linear. We also em-
phasize that the cutoff frequency ωD is associated with
the highest energy scale in the problem. Within the QP
model, ωD is related to the Fermi energy of the two su-
perconductors. On the other hand, within the CL model
it ensures that the conductance of the shunt resistance,
given by a set of infinite LC oscillators in parallel[39] (see
Fig.1), is independent of the frequency up to ωD, i.e. it is
governed by the Ohmic I − V relation. In the following,
we will fix ℏωD = 50EC . Finally, it is worth mentioning
that the phase variable φ must be interpreted within the

”extended picture” [31]. Indeed, if the superconducting
tunnel junction is biased by an external current, we have
to add an additional potential contribution -Iφ in the
Hamiltonian. This allows for distinguishing states where
the phase difference is a multiple of 2π. Consequently,
the Hilbert space of the system must retain the same
structure even in equilibrium, as the current approaches
zero.

III. LINEAR TRANSPORT

The linear response theory provides the main cri-
terion to discriminate between insulators, metals, and
superconductors[40]. Due to the lack, in the literature
on this subject, of a precise description of transport fea-
tures, in the following we will derive the two principal
Kubo-Mori formulas relating voltage, V , and current, I,
across the junction (more details are given in Appendix
A).
First, we define I and V in the Heisenberg picture:

I(t) = −Q̇ and V (t) = ϕ̇ = Q/C. Then we describe
two biasing schemes. The first one is induced by a volt-
age δV (t) across the junction for t > 0, i.e. we add
a small perturbation Iδϕ(t) to the Hamiltonian of the
system where δV (t) = d

dtδϕ(t) and δϕ(t) is a classical
function of time. We assume that for t < 0 the system is
in thermodynamic equilibrium. At first order in the per-
turbation, the total induced current across the junction
is Itot(t) = I(t) + ∂I

∂ϕδϕ(t). From linear response theory

it follows that variation of the total current is [41]:

δ⟨Itot⟩(t) =
∫ +∞

−∞
dt′ ΠI(t− t′)δϕ(t′)+

〈
∂I

∂ϕ

〉
δϕ(t), (4)

where ΠI(t − t′) is the current-current correlation func-
tion: ΠI(t − t′) = − i

ℏθ(t − t′)
〈
[I(t), I(t′)]

〉
, θ(t) being

the Heaviside function. Defining the Fourier transform

of the linear admittance as Y (z) =
∫ +∞
0

dt Y (t)eizt =
δ⟨Itot⟩(z)/δV (z), from (4) it is straightforward to prove
that:

Y (z) =
i

z

[
ΠI(z) +

〈
∂I

∂ϕ

〉]
, (5)

where z lies in the complex upper half plane, i.e. z =
ω + iϵ, with ϵ > 0.
This equation for the admittance can be generalized,

within the Kubo-Mori formalism, to any response func-
tion, ΨA(z), involving a generic observable A (see Ap-
pendix A). In the case A = I, the response function
is the admittance: ΨI(z) = Y (z). By taking the limit
ϵ → 0 , the real part of the response function turns out
to be[42, 43]:

ℜ
[
ΨI(ω)

]
= DIδ(ω) + ΨI,reg(ω). (6)

Here, even function ΨI,reg(ω) is the regular part of the
conductivity and DI , the strength of the delta function,
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is the Drude weight or charge stiffness. By introducing
the Matsubara Green function associated with the ob-
servable I, ΠI(τ) = − 1

ℏ
〈
I(τ)I(0)

〉
(τ is imaginary time

in the range −ℏβ < τ < ℏβ and Tτ is the time order-
ing operator), and the corresponding Fourier coefficients

ΠI(iωn) = − 1
ℏ
∫ βℏ
0

dτ
〈
I(τ)I(0)

〉
eiωnτ , ωn being the Mat-

subara frequencies, it is possible to prove[42, 43]:

DI =

〈
∂I

∂ϕ

〉
+ΠI(iωn → 0). (7)

A property closely related to the Drude weight is the
Meissner stiffness, defined by:

DI,M =

〈
∂I

∂ϕ

〉
+ΠI(iωn = 0). (8)

The difference between the two stiffnesses is a sum over
all degenerate manifolds:

DI,M −DI = −β
∑

En=Em

pn|
〈
n|I|m

〉
|2, (9)

pn being the Boltzmann weight of the eigenstate |n⟩. The
values of DI and DI,M allow to discriminate insulators,
metals and superconductors: DI and DI,M are both van-
ishing in insulators at any temperature; DI,M = 0 and
DI ̸= 0 in metals at zero temperature (at finite temper-
ature DI = 0 and the regular part of the conductivity
exhibits, in the limit ω → 0, a non vanishing value that
decreases by increasing the temperature), and DI,M ̸= 0
andDI ̸= 0 in superconductors below the critical temper-
ature. Furthermore an ideal conductor is characterized
by a vanishing DI,M but DI ̸= 0 at finite temperature.
It should be mentioned that there is an important re-

lationship between the response function ΨI(z) and the
relaxation function ΣI(z) introduced by Mori (see Ap-
pendix A). It describes the response of the system, in
thermal equilibrium at t = −∞, to a small classical field
h (which couples to the observable I) applied adiabati-
cally from t = −∞ and cut off at t = 0.
Furthermore, we point out that the dynamical spectra

ΨI,reg(ω), the experimentally measurable quantity, can
be calculated once the function ⟨I(τ)I(0)⟩ is known (τ ≥
0). Indeed, it is possible to show (see Appendix A) that
there is an exact relation between the function ΨI,reg(ω)
and ⟨I(τ)I(0)⟩:∫ +∞

−∞
dω

ℏω
2π

ΨI,reg(ω)Dω(τ) = ⟨I(τ)I(0)⟩ − DI −DI,M

β
.

(10)
Then, by performing the analytic continuation, for
example by using the maximum entropy method[44],
one can extract real frequency, dynamical information
from imaginary-time correlation functions computed in
quantum Monte Carlo simulations. In fact, we em-
phasize that, when τ ≥ 0, ⟨I(τ)I(0)⟩ coincides with
−ℏΠI(τ), and, furthermore, the function ΠI(τ) allows

one to get also DI and DI,M by using Eq.7 and Eq.8,
respectively[43].
Once the physical quantities ΨI,reg(ω), DI and DI,M

are known, one can determine quantum fluctuations of
the Q operator at real times:

d

dt

〈(
Q(t)−Q(0)

)2〉
=

2(DI −DI,M )t

β

+

∫ +∞

0

dω
2ℏΨI,reg(ω) sin(ωt)

π tanh(βℏω/2)
,

(11)

i.e. the instantaneous charge diffusivity.
Now we introduce the second biasing scheme that in-

volves another response function: ΨQ(z), i.e the observ-
able A is the charge operator Q. Let us start by adding
a small current bias term −I(t)ϕ into the Hamiltonian,
so that Htot = H− I(t)ϕ, where I(t) is an assigned func-
tion of the time (t > 0, as above for t < 0 the sys-
tem is in thermodynamic equilibrium). The next step
is to perform a gauge transformation. If χ(t) is the so-

lution of iℏ∂χ
∂t = Htotχ(t), letting χ(t) = e−Sχ′, where

S = −iϕℏf(t) and f(t) =
∫
I(t)dt, χ′(t) is the solution

of the following Schrödinger equation: iℏ∂χ′

∂t = H ′
totχ(t),

where H ′
tot is obtained by replacing the charging term

Q2

2C in H with (Q+f(t))2

2C . In other words, after the gauge
transformation, the contribution −I(t)ϕ is missing and
the charge operator Q is now represented by the oper-
ator Q̃ = Q + f(t). Now, following standard textbook
procedure[40, 41], we apply the linear response theory to
the transformed charge operator getting for the Fourier
transforms:

Q̃(z) =
I(z)

C

i

z

(
C +ΠQ(z)

)
, (12)

i.e Q̃(z) = I(z)
C ΨQ(z). This important relation shows

that ΨQ(z) allows us to determine the voltage across the

junction Q̃(z)
C when a small current bias term is included

in the Hamiltonian. Then it provides another way of
characterizing the transport properties of the junction.
In the mechanic analog, I(z) plays the role of the elec-

tric field, Q̃
C represents the total current, and

ΠQ(z)
C2 is the

current-current correlation function. The corresponding
response function provides the well-known Kubo formula
for the conductivity of electrons in the continuum ap-

proximation: σ(z) = i
z

(
ne2

m +Π(z)
)
, n being the density

of the charge carriers. Then the quantities DQ and DQ,M

allow us to discriminate between insulators, superconduc-
tors, ideal conductors, and conductors. For this reason,
in many papers on this topic, the main objective has
been the calculation of the mobility of the phase parti-
cle. On the other hand, it is worth emphasizing that in
this second biasing scheme, the presence of a delta func-
tion centered at ω = 0, i.e. a nonvanishing value of DQ,
indicates that the system is an insulator. In fact, the mo-
bility of the phase particle corresponds to the resistance
of the junction.
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Once the physical quantities ΨQ,reg(ω), DQ and DQ,M

are known, one can determine quantum fluctuations of
the Φ operator at real times:

d

dt

〈(
ϕ(t)− ϕ(0)

)2〉
=

2(DQ −DQ,M )t

βC2

+

∫ +∞

0

dω
2ℏΨQ,reg(ω) sin(ωt)

πC2 tanh(βℏω/2)
,

(13)

i.e. the instantaneous flux diffusivity.
In the following, we will show that, within the linear

response theory, physics dramatically changes depending
on whether the phase fluctuations are included or not in
the Hamiltonian.

IV. CLASSICAL DISSIPATIVE JUNCTION

We first analyze the transport properties of the classi-
cal dissipative Josephson junction, i.e. C → ∞, within
both the QP and CL models. In other terms, the phase is
locked as in the pioneering works on this subject; on the
other hand, we retain the effects introduced by subgap
and shunt resistances. This simplified model is exactly
solvable.

Let us start our discussion with the QP Hamil-
tonian. It can be easily diagonalized by perform-
ing a unitary transformation, H̄ = eS̄HQP e

−S̄ , where

S̄ =
∑N

i=1

∑2
j=1

Si,j

ℏωi,j

√
ℏ

2Ci,jωi,j
(a†i,j −ai,j)fj(

ϕ
ϕ0

2π
2 ), and

ai,j and a†i,j are the annihilation and creation oper-

ators associated with the two bosonic baths (ϕi,j =√
ℏ

2Ci,jωi,j
(a†i,j + ai,j)) and f1(x) = cos(x), f2(x) =

sin(x). The transformed Hamiltonian, H̄ = eS̄HQP e
−S̄ ,

now consists of three non-interacting fields:

H̄ = −EJ cos

(
ϕ

ϕ0
2π

)
+

N∑
i=1

2∑
j=1

ℏωi,ja
†
i,jai,j + c, (14)

where the constant c is given by c = − 2ℏ2

π2

∫
dω J(ω)

ℏω . In
particular, the phase ϕ is a constant of motion. The
ground state is degenerate and corresponds to the phase
particle located in one of the minima of the potential

−EJ cos

(
ϕ
ϕ0
2π

)
. By performing the same unitary trans-

formation on the current operator, it is straightforward to
prove that: DI = EJ(2e/ℏ)2⟨cos(2πϕ/ϕ0)⟩ and DI,M =

EJ(2e/ℏ)2
[
⟨cos(2πϕ/ϕ0)⟩ − βEJ⟨sin2(2πϕ/ϕ0)⟩

]
, where

⟨A⟩ =
∫
dϕ eβEJ cos(2πϕ/ϕ0)A(ϕ)/

∫
dϕ eβEJ cos(2πϕ/ϕ0).

The integrations can be exactly performed: the calcu-

lation yields DI,M = 0 and DI = EJ(2e/ℏ)2 I1(βEJ )
I0(βEJ )

,

where In(x) is the modified Bessel of the first kind: DI

turns out to be independent of α and decreases with
increasing temperature. Finally, Yreg(ω) = 1/RQP for
−ωD < ω < ωD, i.e. Yreg(ω) is constant as a function of
ω.

These results are exact and deserve particular atten-
tion. Being DI,M = 0 and DI ̸= 0, one is tempted to
conclude that the classical Josephson junction is an ideal
conductor, that is the result found by Josephson. On the
other hand, the regular part of the conductivity does not
exhibit any gap. In general, in a BCS superconductor,
the optical absorption shows a delta function centered
at ω = 0 and a gap 2∆, ∆ being the energy gap in
the density of states. The absence of a gap in the ex-
citation spectra of the current-current correlation func-
tion has significant consequences for the motion of the
charges. Indeed, by using Eq.11, it is straightforward to
show that at long times, t ≫ βℏ, the charge fluctuations
in thermal equilibrium, in addition to a dissipationless
motion stemming from a non-vanishing DI , exhibit also

a diffusive contribution: ⟨(Q(t)−Q(0))2⟩
e2 = DIt

2

e2β + 4α
π

t
βℏ .

It implies that, in the presence of non-vanishing subgap
conductance, GQP = 1/RQP , no matter how small, the
classical Josephson junction beside ideal conduction (be-
ing DI ̸= 0) exhibits also a typical dissipative term (dif-
fusive motion of the charges), i.e. the ideal conduction
is not protected due to a finite value of the regular part
when ω → 0. It resembles the behavior of an ideal bose
gas where the critical velocity is zero: as soon as par-
ticles flow along a capillary at finite velocity, no matter
how small, viscosity sets in.
In the following, we will show that the quantum phase

fluctuations completely modify this scenario: a gap opens
in the spectra and, at the same time, the weight of the
Drude term vanishes, making the junction insulator in
the linear response regime. In other words, EC = 0 is
different from EC → 0, i.e. a non-analytic behavior oc-
curs as a function of EC . Then the main message is that
the ideal conduction, foreseen in the pioneering papers on
this topic, is not robust against neither quantum phase
fluctuations nor the dissipative effects.
We emphasize that the above achieved conclusions

are independent of the details of the model. In fact,
the same results can be obtained within the CL model.
By defining S̄ =

∑N
i=1

gi
ℏωi

(ai − a†i )ϕ, where gi =

1
Li

√
ℏ

2Ciωi
and ai (a†i ) represents the annihilation (cre-

ation) operator for the bosonic bath, the unitary trans-

formation, H̄ = eS̄HCLe
−S̄ , leads to DI,C = 0,

DI = EJ(2e/ℏ)2⟨cos(2πϕ/ϕ0)⟩, and Yreg(ω) = 1/RS for
−ωD < ω < ωD. Then, we emphasize that both the QP
and CL models for the classical Josephson junction yield
identical results at the level of linear transport. Notably,
in the QP model, the subgap resistance plays the same
role as the shunt resistance in the CL model.

V. THE COOPER PAIR BOX

Here we clarify the effects induced by the quantum
phase fluctuations when the subgap resistance does not
play any role in the parallel (RQP → ∞, i.e. GQP = 0)
and the junction is not shunted, i.e. the so-called Cooper
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pair box. In this specific case, the Hamiltonian turns out

to be: HJJ = Q2

2C − EJ cos[ ϕ
ϕ0
2π].

The calculations can be performed on a very large sys-
tem with periodic boundary conditions by using an exact
diagonalization approach. In the mechanic analog, this
Hamiltonian describes the motion of a fictitious parti-
cle in a periodic potential where the lattice parameter is
ϕ0. We use the basis states: eiQϕ/

√
Nϕ0. Here N (even)

represents the number of cells adopted, each of them of
length ϕ0 and Q = 2π

ϕ0
( n
N + r), where n and r are two

integers, n ranging from −N/2 + 1 to N/2. These wave-
functions are the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian in the
absence of the periodic potential. On the other hand,
when EJ ̸= 0, these basis states are coupled, but it is
straightforward to prove that n is again a good quan-
tum number. In this case, the eigenstates are the Bloch
wavefunctions: Ψk,s(ϕ), where k = 2π

ϕ0

n
N lies within the

first Brillouin zone and s is the band index. One obtains
the well-known band structure of the solid state theory.
The number of cells N and the number of bands used in
numerical calculations are increased to obtain the con-
vergence for the specific physical quantity investigated.

Once the exact eigenstates of the Hamiltonian are
known, one can determine ΨA,reg(ω), DA, and DA,M for
A = I and A = Q. In particular, we get DI,M = DI =
DQ,M = 0, while DQ ̸= 0. These results clearly show
that the ideal unshunted quantum Josephson junction is
an insulator in the linear response theory, a result that is
very different from that obtained in the absence of phase
quantum fluctuations.

In Fig.2a we plot the regular part of the charge relax-
ation function: ΨQ,reg(ω). The main peak is centered
at the frequency ω̃ that, at T = 0, goes from EC , for
EJ → 0, to the plasma frequency ωpl, when EJ → ∞.
Here, ωpl =

√
2EJEC corresponds to the oscillation fre-

quency of the phase particle at the bottom of one of the
minima of the potential. This main peak stems from a
vertical transition, i.e. the value of k does not change
during the transition between the first two lowest energy
bands. Indeed, the charge operator does not allow intra-
band transitions (see inset Fig.2a). Since it is possible to
prove that Yreg(ω) = ω2ΨQ,reg(ω), the same conclusions
hold for the regular part of the admittance Yreg(ω).

We emphasize the presence of a gap in both spectra
Yreg(ω) and ΨQ,reg(ω), so that the phase and charge mo-
bilities, i.e. Yreg(ω → 0) and ΨQ,reg(ω → 0), are both
vanishing. This implies the absence of diffusive behavior
in both phases and charge fluctuations. In particular,
phase fluctuations in the thermodynamic equilibrium,
⟨(ϕ(t)−ϕ(0))2⟩

(ϕ0/2π)2
, turn out to be the sum of two different

terms: the first one is ballistic, being DQ ̸= 0, whereas
the other one, stemming from ΨQ,reg(ω), is subdiffusive:
in Fig. 2b we plot the time derivative, i.e. the instan-

taneous phase diffusivity: ∆φ(t) = d⟨(φ(t)−φ(0))2⟩
dt , that

turns out to be the sum of a term that increases linearly
with time and an oscillating contribution (see inset) with
period 2π

ω̃ and amplitude decreasing over time depending
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FIG. 2. The Cooper pair box: (a) the regular part of the
charge response function (in units of e2ℏ/E2

c ) as function of
ℏω
Ec

at βEc = 100 and EJ/EC = 0.5; in the inset the first

two energy bands (in units of EC): vertical dashed green line
indicates the allowed transition at α = 0 (corresponding to
the frequency ω̃), horizontal green dotted line represents the
umklapp process in the Bloch oscillations; (b) instantaneous
phase diffusivity (in units of ℏ/EC) as function of the time;
in the inset the sub-diffusive term of ∆φ(t).

on the temperature: the higher temperature, the more
rapidly the amplitude decreases over time. On the other
hand, charge fluctuations, ⟨(Q(t)−Q(0))2⟩, display only
subdiffusive behavior, being DI = 0. We emphasize that
all these results are either analytically or numerically ex-
act.

Let us briefly pause to summarize what we have done.
We found that, in the ideal unshunted case (GQP = 0),
the classical junction is an ideal conductor, whereas the
presence of phase quantum fluctuations prevents ideal
conduction in the current channel (DI = 0 and subdiffu-
sive current behavior) and allows dissipationless behavior
in the phase channel: presence of delta function centered
at ω = 0 with strength DQ ̸= 0 and gap in the spectra
ΨQ,reg(ω). Is then not possible to observe the ideal con-
duction of the junction, effect predicted by Josephson in
1962?

The answer has to be sought by investigating beyond
the linear response regime: the Bloch oscillations. In-
deed, in the presence of current bias I (in the Hamil-
tonian a term −Iϕ appears), a very good approximation
can be obtained by solving the semiclassical motion equa-
tion for the variable k: ℏk̇ = I. It is well known, from the
solid state theory, that this equation is valid under the
assumption that the current bias is too weak to induce
transitions from one band to another one, i.e. Zener tun-
neling is neglected (in the mechanic analog, current plays
the role of electric field). In this case, the wave packet ac-
celerates until it reaches the Brillouin zone boundary and
jumps to the opposite border of the Brillouin zone. Ev-
ery time such umklapp event takes place, a Cooper pair
tunnels through the junction. Indeed, from k = 2π

ϕ0

n
N , it

follows ℏk = 2e n
N and then, at the edges of the Brillouin

zone (n = N/2 and n = −N/2 + 1), the quasimomen-
tum assumes the values +e and −e (N → ∞). At the
same time, the group velocity of the wavepacket is given
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by 1
ℏ
∂Ek,0

∂k , i.e. the voltage across the junction oscillates
around zero, whereas the average value of the Cooper pair
current is different from zero. In other terms, the junc-
tion shows ideal conductivity as a response to a weak dc
current bias in the non-linear response regime: an applied
dc current causes voltage oscillations across the junction,
with frequency I

2e .
Then, the next and more relevant question is: how

is this physics modified when either QP resistance RQP

or shunt resistance RS are taken into account? To this
aim, we will study the full Hamiltonians HQP and HCL.
First, we will study the thermodynamic equilibrium by
using a Monte Carlo technique: we will prove the ex-
istence of quantum phase transitions induced by vary-
ing the strength of the coupling with the bosonic baths.
Second, we will investigate the linear response regime
and the related consequences on the semiclassical motion
equations beyond the linear response regime.

VI. THE DISSIPATIVE QUANTUM
JOSEPHSON JUNCTION:

THERMODYNAMICAL PROPERTIES

Here we investigate the equilibrium effects induced by
both quantum phase fluctuations and dissipation by us-
ing a worldline Monte Carlo approach (for details on the
method, see Appendix C). In this context, the resistance
of the subgap RQP and the resistance of the shunt RS

play a key role in the QP and CL models, respectively.
We first focus our attention on the QP model, where

dissipation gives rise to a long-range interaction in (1),

given by SR(τ, τ
′) ∝ sin2

(φ(τ)−φ(τ ′)
4

)
. It should be em-

phasized that this interaction is characterized by a pe-
riod of 4π. This implies that, if we start from a constant
path φ(τ), shifting a segment by an integer multiple of
4π leaves the dissipative contribution to the total action
unchanged, whereas shifting it by a half period results in
maximizing its contribution. As a consequence, when α
is sufficiently large, at zero temperature, we expect the
phase particle to be localized in the even or odd min-
ima of the Josephson potential. On the other hand, in
the absence of dissipation, i.e. α = 0, the ground state
predicts a delocalized state. This suggests that the sys-
tem undergoes a quantum phase transition (QPT) as α
is tuned. Moreover, because of the ohmic nature of the
dissipation, i.e. J(ω) ∝ ω up to the cutoff frequency,
the kernel of the retarded interaction K(τ) decays as an
inverse square power law in τ at long imaginary times.
Then we foresee the QPT transition to be in the BKT
universality class [17–20].

In order to accurately characterize QPT, it is
useful to introduce the order parameter m2 =
1
βℏ

∫ βℏ
0

dτ ⟨cos(φ(τ)/2) cos(φ(0)/2)⟩. This parameter

vanishes in the delocalized phase, whereas it becomes
non-zero as soon as the symmetry between even and odd
minima is broken. Moreover, it continuously increases
and saturates to 1 when the system is fully localized in

even or odd minima.
In Fig.3a we plot the order parameter m2 at EJ/EC =

0.5 as a function of α for different temperatures ranging
from kBT = 10−2EC to kBT = 10−4EC . As expected,
the curves increase and become progressively steeper as
β = 1

KBT grows. This behavior is one of the signatures
of the BKT transition, since BKT theory predicts that
m2 exhibits a jump discontinuity at a critical value αc

at zero temperature. To clarify the universality class of
the QPT, we analyze the scaling properties of the order
parameter. Defining αeff = 4ℏα

π2 , the action takes the
form:

S[φ(τ)] = SJJ [φ(τ)]

+
1

2

∫ βℏ

0

dτ

∫ βℏ

0

dτ ′ cos
(
φ(τ)/2

)
Keff(τ − τ ′) cos

(
φ(τ ′)/2

)
+
1

2

∫ βℏ

0

dτ

∫ βℏ

0

dτ ′ sin
(
φ(τ)/2

)
Keff(τ − τ ′) sin

(
φ(τ ′)/2

)
,

where the effective kernel has an asymptotic behavior
Keff(τ) = αeff

2τ2 and SJJ [φ(τ)] is the action of the ideal
quantum junction. It is worth highlighting that the sec-
ond term in S[φ(τ)] is solely responsible for the QPT,
since, for EJ/EC ̸= 0, the system is expected to be local-
ized around the minima of the Josephson potential rather
than the maxima.
The order parameter and the term driving the QPT

closely resemble those governing the BKT transition in
the spin-boson model, where the spin variable is replaced
by cos(φ/2), which assumes values ±1 in the minima
of the potential. For this reason, we adopt the same
scaling argument proposed for spin-boson [17, 18, 20].
We introduce the scaling function ΨQP (α, β) = αeffm

2,
which, for large β, follows the asymptotical behavior
ΨQP (αc,β)

ΨQP,c
= 1 + 1

2(ln β−ln β0)
in the BKT framework,

where ΨQP,c = ΨQP (αc, β → ∞) = 1 is the universal
jump of the scaling function and β0 a fitting parame-
ter [45–47]. The value of the jump is expected because of
the analogy with the spin-boson model, where the same
universal jump occurs at criticality. As a consequence,
the function GQP (α, β) =

1
ΨQP (α,β)−1 − 2 lnβ should be

independent of β at very low temperatures at critical-
ity. By employing this criterion, we estimate αc ≈ 3.19,
as GQP (α, β) appears to become independent of β (see
Fig.3b).
We emphasize that, above αc, there is no complete lo-

calization: the phase particle is smeared either for all
even or odd minima of the periodic potential: only the
tunneling to the nearest minimum is completely sup-
pressed. On the other hand, the amplitude of tunnel-
ing between two nearest even or odd minima is finite.
Korshunov[48] has explicitly calculated the bandwidth
at large couplings and T = 0, finding that it goes expo-
nentially to zero as a function of the strength of the inter-
action with the baths. At EJ/EC = 0.5 and αc = 3.19,
the bandwidth turns out to be of the order of 10−8EC .
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FIG. 3. Dissipative Josephson junction: (a) order parameter
m2 as a function of α for the QP model (EJ/EC = 0.5), with
β ranging from βminEc = 100 to βmaxEc = 10000; (b) scaling
function GQP (α, β) as a function of β for values of α near
the candidate critical point αc; (c) order parameter m2 as a
function of α for the CL model, with β ranging from βminEc =
100 to βmaxEc = 10000; (d) scaling function GCL(α, β) as a
function of β for values of α near the candidate critical point
αc. We set ΨCL,c = 1 in our analysis.

Due to this very small value of the effective bandwidth,
at T ̸= 0, physical effects described by the QP Hamil-
tonian will be very similar to those corresponding to a
complete localization, as will be shown below.

On the other hand, within the CL model the localiza-
tion is expected to be complete even at T = 0[24, 25, 49]:
the phase particle, above a critical value of the coupling
with the bath αc, is localized in one of the minima of
potential −EJ cos(φ). The critical value of α, αc, is ex-
pected to be 1, independent of the value of the ratio EJ

EC
,

in the limit ωD → ∞. Our calculations, performed at
EJ

EC
= 0.5 and ωD = 50EC , agree with this prediction

and allow us to characterize the nature of this QPT.
First, we partition the real axis into intervals [(2n −

1)π, (2n + 1)π), with n ∈ Z. Each of these intervals
represents a basin of attraction of one of the minima of
the cosine potential. Given a value ϕ(τ) of the phase
in imaginary time τ , the index n of the basin to which

it belongs is given by nint
[
ϕ(τ)
2π

]
, where nint [x] is the

integer nearest to x. Then we define the variable

σ(τ) = (−1)nint[
ϕ(τ)
2π ],

i.e. we map the worldline ϕ(τ) to a step function that is
σ(τ) = 1 if ϕ(τ) belongs to an even minimum, σ(τ) = −1
if it belongs to an odd minimum of the potential. The

order parameter is given by

m2 =
1

βℏ

βℏ∫
0

⟨σ(τ)σ(0)⟩ dτ.

In this way, we have mapped the worldline on a
sequence of instantons and anti-instantons. In other
terms, the function σ(τ) allows us to highlight localiza-
tion effects, disregarding the effects of phase fluctuations
around the minima of potential.
As illustrated in Fig.3c, the order parameter behaves

similarly to that of the QP model. To characterize the
universality class of this phase transition, we introduce
the scaling function ΨCL(α, β) = αm2. As in the QP
case, this function follows the same asymptotic behav-
ior within the BKT framework. In fact, the function
GCL(α, β) =

1
ΨCL(α,β)/ΨCL,c−1 −2 lnβ should exhibit the

same behavior as GQP (α, β) at criticality. Following this
approach, we find αc ≈ 1: αc = 1.12 and ΨCL,c = 1 (see
Fig. 3d), i.e. the jump is universal. The small difference
between the estimated critical value of the coupling and
the value predicted in the literature is due to the finite
value of ωD used in our calculations.

VII. CONSEQUENCES OF QPT ON THE
TRANSPORT PROPERTIES

Here, first of all, we recall the basics of the theory
predicted by Schmid [24] and Bulgadaev [25] in 1983
and 1984, respectively. The bulk of these papers are
devoted to the study of the phase particle dc mobil-
ity µ, mainly in the CL model. The most important
achievement is that the motion is diffusive for α < αc

(µ ̸= 0) and becomes localized for α > αc (µ = 0).
To prove this statement, the behavior of dimensionless
mobility µ(iωn) = − α

2πωnℏΠφ(iωn) has been investi-
gated as a function of iωn for different values of tem-
perature and coupling with bosonic baths. To point out
the physical meaning of this procedure, we notice that,
through a double integration by parts, it is straightfor-
ward to demonstrate that the following relationship, be-
tween phase-phase and charge-charge correlation func-
tions, is fulfilled: Πφ(z) = 1

z2 (
1
C + 1

C2ΠQ(z)) (see Ap-
pendix B) for more details). By merging it with Eq.12, we
find that the dimensionless mobility of the phase particle,
in the upper half-plane of the complex plane z, is given

by: µ(z) = 1
R

V (z)
I(z) = α

2π izℏΠφ(z), being V (z) = Q̃(z)
C

(R indicates the shunt (subgap) resistance within the CL
(microscopic) model). We recall that in the mechanical
analog, I, V , and C, play the roles of the electric field,
velocity, and mass, respectively. Then it is clear that, in
pioneering works on this topic, the dimensionless mobil-
ity of the phase particle has been studied along the imagi-
nary axis (z = iωn = 2nπ

ℏβ ), trying to extrapolate its value

at z → 0 in the limit β → ∞. The prediction of Schmid,
within the CL model, is that µ goes to 1 when α → 0 and
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becomes 0 for α > αc. Our calculations are completely
in agreement with this statement within the CL model.
On the other hand, within the microscopic model of the
junction, the outcomes of the worldline MC indicate that
µ does not approach 1 when α → 0. In any case, what is
the main consequence on the transport properties of the
finding µ → 1 when α → 0? In ref [31, 33, 50] the effect
of the Ohmic resistor on the Bloch oscillations, found in
the Cooper pair box, has been perturbatively introduced
by adding the term −V/R in the motion equation:

ℏk̇ = I − V

R
. (15)

The conclusion is that, being µ(z) = 1
R

V (z)
I(z) , if dimen-

sionless mobility tends to 1 when α → 0, at long times
(ω → 0) the right side of Eq.15 goes to zero, so that
there is a stationary solution with constant quasicharge
and voltage. This implies that the whole bias current
passes through the shunt, and the junction is an ideal
insulator. The authors go beyond and, by taking into ac-
count that the width of the lowest energy bands is finite,
suppose that there is a critical value of the bias current,
above which the Bloch oscillations start again.

Since our calculations prove that µ does not approach 1
in the weak coupling regime within the microscopic model
(see Appendix B), the first question is: why should this
reasoning be true within the CL model and fail in the
other Ohmic channel, i.e. in the case R = RQP ? How-
ever, independently of this remark, the main criticism to
this theory stems from the observation that the dc mobil-
ity, µ(ω → 0), has been evaluated by performing the limit
along the imaginary axis. This procedure is well defined
when there are no singularities at z = 0, the origin of
the complex plane. It is worth noticing that, in the last
four decades, there is no study concerning the presence of
non-vanishing Drude weight in the charge response func-
tion ΨQ(z) (note that the dimensionless mobility of the
phase particle in the complex plane is proportional to

ΨQ(z) (see Appendix B)). So, if DQ ̸= 0, a term i
DQ

z
emerges in the response function ΨQ(z): the presence
of this contribution ensures that the limits z → 0, per-
formed along imaginary and real axes, can lead to two
different results. On the other hand, it is well known
that the correct physical response is obtained by taking
Ψreg,Q(ω → 0), i.e. from the analytic continuation on the
real axis.

Our results, achieved by using the maximum entropy
method, clearly show that mobility vanishes for any value
of coupling α in both models (see Fig.4 and Fig.5). In
other words, along the real axis µ(ω → 0) = 0 for each
value of α, whereas µ(iω → 0) is finite in both the QP
and CL models and, in particular, holds 1 in the weak
coupling limit within the CL model. Notably, a delta
function, centered at ω = 0, is present with weight DQ

(see the insets in panels (a)). It implies that the mo-
tion is not diffusive, but ballistic! At any non-vanishing
temperature, DQ decreases with α, but is always differ-
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ent from zero within our numerical resolution, although
very small even at large values of α. In other terms, at
α ̸= 0, the features occurring in Ψreg,Q(ω) are quite sim-
ilar to those obtained in the Cooper pair box. The first
difference is visible in the weak-coupling regime, where a
well-defined excitation, located at a frequency ωw of the
order of the lowest energy band width within the Cooper
pair box, appears in the spectrum. By increasing the
strength of the coupling with the bosons, this excitation
first becomes a resonance and then is scarcely visible at
α ≥ αc. It corresponds to a phonon-assisted transition
from the minimum (k = 0) to the maximum (ℏk = ±e)
of the lowest energy band, an intraband transition, non-
vertical with respect to the quasicharge ℏk (see Fig.6a).
The transferred ”momentum” is ±e. It gives rise, at long
times, to an oscillating, subdiffusive contribution in the
phase fluctuations at the thermodynamic equilibrium.

Our calculations also show that DI = DI,M = 0 and
Ψreg,I(ω) exhibits a gap, so that, within the linear re-
sponse regime, independently of the biasing scheme, the
junction turns out to be an insulator. Another difference
with respect to the typical spectrum of the Cooper pair
box is the larger width of the one peak structure in the
strong coupling regime: the more α increases, the more
the lifetime of the excitation located at ω ≃ ω̃ reduces
due to scattering with a larger number of bosonic exci-
tations.

Let us briefly pause to highlight the differences be-
tween our findings and scenario present in the literature.
In the mechanical analog, one expects that, at T = 0, a
delta function is present in the spectrum of the conduc-
tivity (the behavior of the displacement fluctuations is
ballistic), whereas, at T ̸= 0, the delta function becomes
a Lorentzian, i.e. a Drude peak appears in the spectrum,
due to the scattering with phonons, so that the behav-
ior of the fluctuations switches to diffusive. This is the
typical scenario of the polaron physics and it is the un-
derlying principle of the theory proposed by Schmidt in
the weak-coupling regime (differently from the polaron,
where the motion is always diffusive, here the localization
takes place in the strong-coupling regime).

Our calculations prove that the proposed scenario has
to be deeply modified. Due to the particular interaction
with the environmental degrees of freedom, the behavior
of the phase particle fluctuations continues to be ballistic
for any coupling, at finite temperature, exactly the same
as α = 0. Furthermore, an energy gap characterizes the
spectra: the first excitation is found at a frequency cor-
responding to the width of the lowest energy band of the
Cooper pair box. Since fluctuations at the thermody-
namic equilibrium are strictly connected to the response
of the system to a weak disturbance, it is natural to won-
der which is the effect of this new excitation on the Bloch
oscillations observed in the Cooper pair box.

To this aim, we point out that, within the microscopic
model, the interaction with bosonic baths induces intra-
band scatterings with transferred quasicharge ℏk = ±e.
Then it is convenient to use a double unit cell with re-

1 0 1
k/e

0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

1.00

E n
(k

)

a

0.5 0.0 0.5
k/e

0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

1.00

1.25

E n
(k

)

b

w

FIG. 6. (a) The first two lowest energy bands of the Cooper
pair box (in units of EC) at EJ/EC = 0.5. The dashed green
line indicates the intraband phonon assisted transition (α ̸=
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a single quasiparticle umklapp event. (b) A sketch of the first
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vertical lines indicate the two energies corresponding to the
two peaks present in Ψreg,Q(ω) in Fig.4 and Fig.5. The grey
background indicates the presence of a continuum of energies,
due to the scattering with phonons of the baths

spect to that used in the Cooper pair box. This doubled
cell has a reciprocal cell half the size of its Brillouin zone.
The quasicharge within this new zone turns out to be a
good quantum number: the allowed transitions are ver-
tical, and a gap opens at the edges of this new Brillouin
zone (see Fig.6b). It occurs because the degeneracy of
the two unperturbed levels with momentum ℏk = ±e/2
is removed by the interaction with the environment.

This causes a relevant change in the description of the
Bloch oscillations. Indeed, in the presence of a weak
current bias, the wave packet accelerates until it reaches
the Brillouin zone boundary and jumps to the opposite
border of the Brillouin zone: every time such umklapp
event takes place, a single electron tunnels through the
junction.

The bias current turns out to be the sum of the current
in the junction and the current in the ohmic resistor: it is
the counterpart of the phonon-assisted transition in the
spectra of the regular part of the charge response func-
tion. By increasing the current bias, the interband tran-
sitions cannot be neglected anymore, so that the Cooper
pair current is restored. This explains the bump in the
effective resistance observed experimentally at small cur-
rent biases [27]. On the other hand, when the coupling
increases, the gap between the first two effective bands
with the lowest energy shrinks because of scattering with
many phonons (the vertex of the interaction grows). At
α > αc, one expects that the gap is absent, and then
the Bloch oscillations of polaronic Cooper pairs are re-
stored. In fact, Cooper pairs are expected to be dressed
by a large number of bare excitations of the baths. In
the CL model, in principle, transfers of any quasicharge
are allowed, so ℏk, in the reduced Brillouin zone, is no
longer a good quantum number. On the other hand, the
plots in Fig.5 point out that the main physical mecha-
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nisms are the same as the microscopic model, i.e. only
the phonon-assisted transitions with ℏk = ±e are acti-
vated, so that we expect that the previous scenario is
not modified by changing the details of the interaction
with the environment.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

We have proved that, in a small capacitance junction,
the classical Josephson effect is not robust against quan-
tum phase fluctuations and dissipative effects. When
both of them are included in the Hamiltonian, a BKT
quantum phase transition takes place, inducing localiza-
tion of the phase particle at zero temperature. Within
linear response theory, by using two different biasing
schemes, the system turns out to be an insulator: the
quantum phase fluctuations at low temperatures are
proved to be ballistic and not diffusive. Consequences
beyond the linear response regime are investigated in the
presence of a current bias: we have predicted a transition
from a dissipative quasiparticle current to a polaronic
Cooper-pair current by increasing the coupling strength
with the bosonic environment.

A comment deserves a very large capacitance junction.
In this case, characterized by EJ/EC ≫ 1, the band-
width goes to zero exponentially, the phase particle mass
can become very large, inducing a significant reduction
of DQ: it indicates that tunneling between two minima
of the potential is a rare event. It is then clear that even
a small temperature value will destroy the coherent mo-
tion of the phase particle, preventing the ballistic motion
to set in and then, since the gap at ℏk = ± e

2 turns out to
be vanishing, the system, in the presence of current bias,
will exhibit only ideal conduction of Cooper pairs.
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Appendix A: The linear transport theory

In this Appendix, we generalize the concept of the re-
sponse function to a generic observable A and prove some
useful relations employed in the main text.
Given an observable A and the operator B so that

dB
dt = 1

iℏ [B,H] = A(t) and by defining k = i
ℏ [A,B], the

response function ΨA(z) associated with the observable
A can be written as [51]:

ΨA(z) =
i

z

[
ΠA(z) + ⟨k⟩

]
, (A1)

where ΠA(z) = − i
ℏ
∫ +∞
0

dt eizt
〈
[A(t), A(0)]

〉
is the

Fourier transform of the correlation function associated
with A. By taking the limit ϵ → 0 , the real part of the
response function turns out to be[42, 43]:

ℜ
[
ΨA(ω)

]
= DAδ(ω) + ΨA,reg(ω). (A2)

Here, in the case A = I, even function ΨA,reg(ω) is the
regular part of the conductivity and DA, the strength of
the delta function, is the Drude weight or charge stiffness.
By introducing the Matsubara Green function associ-

ated with the operator A, ΠA(τ) = − 1
ℏ
〈
TτA(τ)A(0)

〉
(τ is imaginary time in the range −ℏβ < τ <
ℏβ and Tτ is the time ordering operator), and
the corresponding Fourier coefficients ΠA(iωn) =

− 1
ℏ
∫ βℏ
0

dτ
〈
A(τ)A(0)

〉
eiωnτ , ωn being the Matsubara fre-

quencies, it is possible to prove[42, 43]:

DA = ⟨k⟩+ΠA(iωn → 0). (A3)

A property closely related to the Drude weight is the
Meissner stiffness (it measures the superconducting den-
sity when A is the current operator), defined by:

DA,M = ⟨k⟩+ΠA(iωn = 0). (A4)

The difference between the two stiffnesses is a sum over
all degenerate manifolds:

DA,M −DA = −β
∑

En=Em

pn|
〈
n|A|m

〉
|2, (A5)

pn being the Boltzmann weight of the eigenstate |n⟩. In
the case of the admittance (A = I), the values of DI

and DI,M allow to discriminate insulators, metals and
superconductors.

It should be mentioned that there is an important re-
lationship between the response function ΨA(z) and the
relaxation function introduced by Mori. Within the Mori
formalism[51] one defines an inner product between two

operators (A,B) = 1
βℏ

∫ βℏ
0

〈
esHA†e−sHB

〉
ds. Then it

is straightforward to prove that the function ΨA(z) can
be rewritten in terms of the Mori relaxation function
ΣA(z) =

∫ +∞
0

dtΣA(t)e
izt:

ΨA(z) =
i

z
DA,M + βℏ(A,A)ΣA(z), (A6)
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where ΣA(t) =
(A,A(t))
(A,A) . This function describes the re-

sponse of the system, in thermal equilibrium at t = −∞,
to a small classical field h (which couples to the observ-
able A) applied adiabatically from t = −∞ and cut off
at t = 0. We emphasize that the study of the relaxation
function associated with A demands only the time evolu-
tion of A under an equilibrium condition, independently
of the applied field.

Due to the crucial role played by the function ΨA(z)
in determining the response of the system to a small ex-
ternal disturbance, it is natural to ask which method
allows one to obtain the dynamical spectra ΨA,reg(ω),
the experimentally measurable quantity. At the end of
this appendix, we will show that there is an exact re-
lation between the function ΨA,reg(ω) and the function
⟨A(τ)A(0)⟩:∫ +∞

−∞
dω

ℏω
2π

ΨA,reg(ω)Dω(τ) = ⟨A(τ)A(0)⟩−DA −DA,M

β
,

(A7)
where τ ranges between 0 and βℏ. Then, by performing
analytic continuation, for example, by using the maxi-
mum entropy method[44], one can extract real frequency
dynamical information from imaginary-time correlation
functions computed in quantum Monte Carlo simula-

tions. The function ΠA(τ), coinciding with − ⟨A(τ)A(0)⟩
ℏ

when τ ≥ 0, allows us also to get DA and DA,M using
Eq.A3 and Eq.A4, respectively[43]. In the main text,
we applied the above described procedure to the two ob-
servables A = I (in this case B = −Q) and A = Q (here
B = Cϕ).
Once the physical quantities ΨA,reg(ω), DA and DA,M

are known, one can determine quantum fluctuations of
the B operator at real times:

d

dt

〈(
B(t)−B(0)

)2〉
=

2(DA −DA,M )t

β

+

∫ +∞

0

dω
2ℏΨA,reg(ω) sin(ωt)

π tanh(βℏω/2)
,

(A8)

i.e. the instantaneous charge and flux diffusivity for A =
I and A = Q, respectively.

Now we prove Eq. (A7) for τ > 0, starting from its
left-hand side:∫ +∞

−∞
dω

ℏω
2π

ΨA,reg(ω)

[
e−ωτ

1− e−βℏω +
e−ω(βℏ−τ)

1− e−βℏω

]
, (A9)

where we have used the fact thatDω(τ) = cosh
[
ω(βℏ/2−

|τ |)
]
/ sinh(βℏω/2). The integral in Eq. (A9) can be de-

composed into the sum of two integrals:∫ +∞

−∞
dω

ℏω
2π

ΨA,reg(ω)
e−ωτ

1− e−βℏω (A10a)∫ +∞

−∞
dω

ℏω
2π

ΨA,reg(ω)
e−ω(βℏ−τ)

1− e−βℏω , (A10b)

that equally contribute, each yielding exactly half of the
right-hand side of Eq. (A7). In fact, the regular part

of the response function can be expressed as a sum of
delta functions peaked at each nonzero energy difference
between the exact eigenstates of the Hamiltonian[42, 43]:

ΨA,reg(ω) =

π
∑
n,m

En ̸=Em

|Anm|2

Em − En

e−βEn − e−βEm

Zp
δ

(
ω − Em − En

ℏ

)
,

(A11)

where En is the eigenvalue of H associated with the
eigenstate |n⟩ and Anm = ⟨n |A|m⟩ is the (n,m) ma-
trix element of the operator A in the energy eigenstate
basis. By substituting (A11) into (A10a) we obtain:

1

2

∑
n,m

En ̸=Em

|Anm|2 e−βEn

Zp
e−(Em−En)τ/ℏ. (A12)

By adding and subtracting sum over all degenerate man-
ifolds, we obtain:

1

2

∑
n,m

|Anm|2 e−βEn

Zp
e−(Em−En)τ/ℏ

− 1

2

∑
n,m

En=Em

|Anm|2 e
−βEn

Zp
.

(A13)

The first term of Eq. (A13) corresponds to the decompo-

sition of ⟨A(τ)A(0)⟩
2 in the energy eigenstate basis, which

exactly coincides with −ℏΠA(τ)
2 for τ > 0. Using Eq.

(A5), it is straightforward to show that Eq. (A13) re-
sults in half of the right-hand side of (A7). The same
approach can be applied to compute the integral in Eq.
A10b. This procedure shows that we again obtain (A12),
thus proving Eq. (A7) for τ > 0.
Finally, we emphasize that, by merging Eq.(A11) with

Eq.(A3), it is straightforward to demonstrate that the
following sum rule is fulfilled:∫ +∞

−∞
dω

ΨA,reg(ω)

π
= ⟨k⟩ −DA. (A14)

Appendix B: Mobility in the complex plane

In this Appendix, we give more details about the di-
mensionless mobility of the phase particle, defined by:

µ(z) = 1
R

V (z)
I(z) , where R indicates the shunt resistance

within the CL model (R = RS) and the subgap resistance
in the microscopic model (R = RQP ). Within the linear
response theory, in the presence of a small current bias,
the voltage across the junction can be expressed in terms

of Q̃(z), i.e. V (z) = Q̃(z)
C , and the relation between Q̃(z)

and I(z) is given by Eq.12, so the dimensionless mobility
turns out to be:

µ(z) =
1

RC2

i

z

(
C +ΠQ(z)

)
=

1

RC2
ΨQ(z), (B1)
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i.e. µ(z) is proportional to ΨQ(z). Writing ΠQ(z) =
ΠQ(z) + ΠQ(iωn → 0)−ΠQ(iωn → 0), and using Eq.A3
with A = Q and k = C, Eq.B1 can be recast in the
following form:

µ(z) =
1

RC2

i

z
[DQ + (ΠQ(z)−ΠQ(iωn → 0))]. (B2)

On the other hand, it is also possible to express the di-
mensionless mobility in terms of the Fourier transform of
the phase-phase correlation function:

Πφ(z) =

∫ ∞

0

dteiztΠφ(t), (B3)

where Πφ(t) = − i
ℏθ(t)⟨[φ(t), φ(0)]⟩. In fact, by perform-

ing a double integration by parts in Eq.B3, it is straight-
forward to prove that:

Πφ(z) = (
2π

ϕ0z
)2(

1

C
+

1

C2
ΠQ(z)). (B4)

Then, merging Eq.B1 and Eq.B4 yields:

µ(z) =
α

2π
izℏΠφ(z). (B5)

We emphasize that all these relations are exact and rep-
resent different ways of expressing the dimensionless mo-
bility of the phase particle in the complex plane. It is
also clear that the physical quantity is the mobility eval-
uated on the real axis, i.e. µ(ω) = limϵ→0+ µ(ω + iϵ).
Performing this limit in Eq.B2 yields:

µ(ω) =
1

RC2
(πDQδ(ω) + ΨQ,reg(ω)). (B6)

In particular, the dc mobility is given by µdc =
limω→0+ µ(ω), then it is related to the regular part of the
charge response function ΨQ,reg(ω). The dc mobility de-
termines the diffusive motion of the phase fluctuations in
thermodynamic equilibrium, whereas the term contain-
ing DQ in Eq.B6 gives rise to the ballistic contribution.

If DQ = 0, the dc mobility can be evaluated consid-
ering the limit z → 0 in Eq.B5, performed along the
imaginary axis. In fact, in this particular case, the limit
is independent of the direction. On the other hand, if
DQ ̸= 0, the limit, performed along the imaginary axis,
does not provide the dc mobility, since a singularity ap-
pears in the origin of the complex plane: it stems from

the contribution proportional to
DQ

z in Eq.B2. When
DQ ̸= 0, the dc mobility has to be calculated by first
performing the analytic continuation on the real axis of
µ(z), and, only then, carrying out the limit ω → 0.

In Fig.7 we plot µ(iωn), with n = 1, i.e. µ evaluated
at the first Matsubara frequency, as a function of β in
both CL and QP models. As written in the main text, µ
approaches 1 when α → 0 and goes to 0 for α > αc within
the CL model (Fig.7a), as predicted in the literature[24].
In contrast, within the QP model, µ ̸= 1 for α → 0
(Fig.7b). However, we emphasize that, being DQ ̸= 0 in
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FIG. 7. Mobility along the imaginary axis: plot of the di-
mensionless mobility µ(z) at the first Matsubara frequency
z = iω1 = i 2π

βℏ , for the CL model (a) and the QP model (b)

for EJ/EC = 0.5. In (a), the curves tend to 1 for α → 0 as
ω1 approaches 0, while they decay to 0 for α > αc. In (b),
the mobility does not converge to 1 for α → 0.

both models, this limit does not represent the dc mobility
at T = 0. The plots in Fig.4 and Fig.5 point out that
the dc mobility is zero indicating the absence of diffusive
motion. Our results show that the phase particle motion,
in a quantum Josephson junction, does not change from
diffusive to localized, as is commonly believed, but from
ballistic to localized.

Appendix C: The worldline Monte Carlo (WLMC)
method

In this Appendix we explain the proposed worldline
Monte Carlo approach in detail. We will specifically ad-
dress the QP model, but the same Monte Carlo method
can also be applied to the Caldeira-Leggett model. By
using the path integral representation, the partition func-
tion associated with the QP model at T = 1/(KBβ)
temperature is given by a sum over all periodic paths
in imaginary time:

ZQP =

∫
φ(0)=φ(βℏ)

D[φ(τ)] e−SQP [φ(τ)]/ℏ (C1)

Subsequently, any observable A can be represented in this
framework as A[φ(τ)] allowing us to evaluate its thermal
equilibrium average:

⟨A⟩ = 1

ZQP

∫
φ(0)=φ(βℏ)

D[φ(τ)]A[φ(τ)]e−SQP [φ(τ)]/ℏ

(C2)
The WLMC method is a Markov chain Monte Carlo
based technique and it involves the use of the trotteri-
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zation of the action:

Sdis
QP [{φm}] = −EJ∆τ

N−1∑
i=0

cosφi+

∑
i<j

Kdis
ij sin2

(
φi − φj

4

)
+

ℏ2

4EC∆τ

N−1∑
i=0

(
φi − φi+1

)2
(C3)

being N = β
∆τ and Kdis

ij = ∆τ2K
(
∆τ(i − j)

)
. The dis-

cretization process consists of replacing the differential dτ
with a finite difference ∆τ and substituting continuous
paths φ(τ) with discretized paths {φm}. In order to guar-
antee the periodicity of the paths, we define φN = φ0.
The integer m ∈ [0, N − 1] denotes an imaginary time
step 0 ≤ τm = m∆τ < βℏ. In this context, the partition
function becomes:

Zdis
QP =

∑
{φm}

e−Sdis
QP [{φm}]/ℏ

. (C4)

Equivalently, the functional integral (C2) can be rewrit-
ten as:

⟨Adis⟩ = 1

Zdis
QP

∑
{φm}

A({φm})e−Sdis
QP [{φm}]/ℏ

. (C5)

It is worth emphasizing that using (C4) and (C5) instead
of (C1) and (C2) introduces an error of order ∆τ . The
problem is now equivalent to a one-dimensional classical
system of phase variables distributed on a chain of length
β and step ∆τ , interacting with each other. WLMC
technique generate a Markov chain, which, after ther-
malization, samples the system’s configurations {φm},
i.e. the worldlines, with the correct statistical weight,

p({φm}) ∝ e−Sdis
QP [{φm}]/ℏ, simplifying the calculation of

(C5). We adopted an efficient sampling of the paths, a
variant of the cluster algorithm proposed by Werner and
Troyer [49, 52], based on Wolff algorithm [53]. Starting
from a worldline {φold

m }, we randomly select a root j as
the first site of the cluster, along with a symmetry axis
a ∈ [−Lπ,Lπ]. The update move consists of a reflection
move with respect to the axis a of any site l belonging to
the cluster as:

φnew
l = 2a− φold

l . (C6)

We build up the cluster by connecting any site u of the
worldline to an already added site v with Wolff like prob-
ability:

PW (u|v) = max

{
0, 1− e−[SR(φold

u ,φnew
v )−SR(φnew

u ,φnew
v )]/ℏ

}
(C7)

where we have defined the retarded interaction as

SR(φu, φv) = Kdis
ij sin2

(
φu − φv

4

)
+

ℏ2

4EC∆τ
(φu − φv)

2(δv,u+1 + δv,u−1).

(C8)

Then we accept the reflection move of the whole cluster
with a metropolis like probability:

PM

(
{φnew

m } → {φold
m }

)
=

min

{
1, e−[SJ ({φnew

m })−SJ ({φold
m })]/ℏ

}
(C9)

where SJ

(
{φm}

)
= −EJ∆τ

∑N−1
i=0 cosφi is the static

interaction along the worldline. The algorithm we ex-
ploited is made up of two micromoves. The first one re-
quire the axis to be chosen among the symmetry points
of the Josephson potential: a = kπ, where k is an inte-
ger in the range [−L,L] as proposed in the original work
by Werner and Troyer [49, 52]. Such choice of the axis
ensure the acceptance probability (C9) to be 1. A more
efficient option is to choose the axis among the three
multiples of π closest to the root. The use of this mi-
cromove alone does not guarantee the ergodicity of the
algorithm, therefore we perform a second update where
the axis is chosen randomly in the neighbourhood of the
root. Such micromove has a nonzero probability of gen-
erating single-site clusters. Therefore, since the reflection
axes are randomly chosen, it ensures ergodicity, as every
system configuration can be reached within a finite num-
ber of moves. The parameter L should be large enough
to contain the entire worldline, and it can be determined
during the thermalization process. It is worth to stress
that even L being finite it will be sufficiently large that
the boundaries no longer affect the system: this proce-
dure is then equivalent to consider the extended picture
of the phase variable. An important aspect to consider
is that we define a Monte Carlo step as a sequence of
micromoves, both with a random axis and located at po-
tential minima or maxima, that on average attempt to
update N sites, i.e. the entire worldline.. Because of the
nature of the long-range interaction, the time for a com-
plete Monte Carlo step becomes O(N2), thus preventing
an efficient exploration of large values of β. To address
this issue, the algorithm can be further improved by in-
corporating the approach proposed by Luijten and Blöte
[54, 55]. First, we define a function F|u−v| such that

F|u−v| ≥ SR(φ
old
u , φnew

u )− SR(φ
new
u , φnew

u ) (C10)

which depends only on u and v, independently of φu and
φv. The cluster growth process is divided into two stages.
The first stage involves the creation of provisional bonds
with probability given by

P1LB(u|v) = 1− e−F|u−v|/ℏ. (C11)

This procedure can be implemented as follows: starting
from a site u we define the probability of forming no
bonds from site u+1 up to u+k−1 and creating a bond
between u and k as

P (k) = e−(F1+F2+···+Fk−1)/ℏ
(
1− e−Fk/ℏ

)
. (C12)
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The associated cumulative probability is given by:

C(k) =

k∑
k′=1

P (k′) (C13)

No bonds will be formed with probability 1−C(N), while
the first bond between u and u+ k1 will be created with
probability C(k1)−C(k1−1). In the latter case we define
the probability of forming no bonds from u + k1 + 1 up
to u+ k − 1 while creating a bond between u and k as

P2(k) = e−(Fk1+1+Fk1+2+···+Fk−1)/ℏ
(
1− e−Fk/ℏ

)
=

P (k)

1− C(k1)
.

The corresponding cumulative probability is:

C2(k) =

k∑
k′=k1+1

P (k′) =
C(k)− C(k1)

1− C(k1)
. (C14)

No further bonds will be formed with probability 1 −
C2(N), while the second bond between u and u+ k2 will
be created with probability C2(k2) − C2(k2 − 1). This
process continues, iteratively connecting sites to u, until
no more bonds are created. The same scheme is then re-
peated for each site added to the provisional cluster. The
primary advantage of this approach is that, by employing
a bisection algorithm, the bond selection per site can be
performed in O(logN) time instead of O(N) since F|u−v|
is independent of the specific configurations of u and v.
In the second stage, each provisional bond is confirmed
with probability

P2LB(u|v) =

max

{
0, 1− e−[SR(φold

u ,φnew
v )−SR(φnew

u ,φnew
v )]/ℏ

}
1− e−F|u−v|/ℏ

.
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