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Half-integer Shapiro-steps in superconducting qubit with a π-Josephson junction
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A superconducting quantum interference device (SQUID) comprising 0- and π-Josephson junctions (JJs), called π-SQUID, is studied
by the resistively shunted junction model. The π-SQUID shows half-integer Shapiro-steps (SS) under microwave irradiation at the
voltage V = (~/2e)Ω(n/2), with angular frequency Ω and half-integer n/2 in addition to integer n. We show that the π-SQUID can be
a π-qubit with spontaneous loop currents by which the half-integer SS are induced. Making the 0- and π-JJs equivalent is a key for
the half-integer SS and realizing the π-qubit.

A superconducting quantum interference device (SQUID)
shows steps in the current-voltage (I−V) curve under mi-
crowave irradiation. This feature called Shapiro-steps (SS)
appears at the voltage V = n(~/2e)Ω with an angular frequency
of microwave Ω, integer n, the Planck constant h = 2π~ and
the elementary charge e.1–3) Because the frequency of the mi-
crowave and the fundamental constants are precisely deter-
mined, the voltage can be defined in the order of 10−9 ac-
curacy.4, 5) The magnetic flux through the SQUID is quan-
tized using Φ0 ≡ h/(2e). When a magnetic field with the
magnitude of Φ0/2, which is equivalent to the π-shift, is ex-
ternally applied, the SS appear at half-integer multiples of
V=(n/2)(h/2e)Ω in addition to the integer multiples.13)

In a Josephson junction (JJ) separated by a ferromagnet,
i.e., superconductor/ferromagnet/superconductor (SFS) junc-
tion, the current-phase relation is shifted by π compared with
the conventional JJ, and it is called π-JJ.6–9) In an SFS junc-
tion, SS can be induced by ferromagnetic resonance,10) and it
is sensitive to a domain wall motion in the ferromagnet.11, 12)

Half-integer SS are also observed in the SFS junction with a
thickness modulation14–17) and in the grain boundary of high-
TC cuprates.18) This phenomenon originates from the induc-
tive coupling between a 0-JJ and a π-JJ.19–21) Such a SQUID,
including the π-JJ, is called π-SQUID, which is realized using
a high-Tc cuprate as well.22, 23)

A solid-state qubit is a key to realize quantum comput-
ers,24–27) and decoupling from the environment is essential.28)

The π-SQUID is a potential candidate for a “quiet” qubit not
using an external field;29–31) it is called π-qubit. There are
some proposals, such as two JJs with a 0-JJ and a metal-
lic π-JJ,30) and three JJs with two 0-JJs and one π-JJ.31) The
Rabi-oscillation in a π-qubit comprising a SFS junction is ob-
served.32) Because of the π-JJ, the π-qubit can form a quantum
two-level system without an external magnetic field.

In this letter, we show that the π-qubit using the π-SQUID is
characterized by the half-integer SS, which are optimized by
making the 0- and π-JJs equivalent in terms of critical current
and resistivity. Making two JJs in π-SQUID equivalent yields
a π-qubit.

A schematic of the π-SQUID comprising 0- and π-JJs is
shown in Fig. 1. It can be studied using the resistively shunted
junction (RSJ) model composed of two parallel circuits of

Fig. 1. Schematic of π-SQUID (upper) and the RSJ (lower) models.

JJs.13)

I j =
V j

R j
+ J j sin φ j, (1)

dφ j

dt
=

2π
Φ0

V j, (2)

φa − φb =
2π
Φ0

(Φ − Φπ) , (3)

Φ = Φex +
L
2

(Ib − Ia) , (4)

Ia + Ib = I + Iac cos Ωt ≡ IB, (5)

where j = a, b. Each junction comprises a resistor R j and a
Josephson current J j sin φ j, with current I j, voltage V j, and a
phase difference φ j at the j-JJ. In Eq. (4), the total flux through
the SQUID is denoted by Φ = n Φ0, which is the sum of an ex-
ternally applied flux Φex and the flux induced by a screening
current. The additional flux Φπ = Φ0/2 is due to the π-JJ in π-
SQUID and Φπ = 0 in the conventional one. Notably, we con-
sider the overdamped case, i.e., with negligible capacitance.
Considering the Josephson relation, Eq. (2), the equation of
motion for phase differences φa and φb are given by,

dφa

dτ
+ sin φa +

1
β

(φa − φb) =
1
2

[
iB −

4π
β

Φπ − Φex

Φ0

]
, (6)
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dφb

dτ
+ sin φb −

1
αβ

(φa − φb) =
1

2α

[
iB +

4π
β

Φπ − Φex

Φ0

]
. (7)

where RaJa = RbJb ≡ RJ, ω0 ≡ 2πRJ/Φ0, τ ≡ ω0t, β ≡
2πLJa/Φ0, i ≡ I/Ja, iac ≡ Iac/Ja, and iB ≡ IB/Ja. As we will
discuss later, one of the key parameters is α ≡ Jb/Ja, which
indicates the asymmetry of two JJs.

By numerically solving Eqs. (6) and (7) for Φex = 0, I−V
curves with step structures are obtained as shown in Figs. 2
(a) and (b). In Fig. 2 (a) for β = 1.0 and iac = 0.5, I−V curves

Fig. 2. (a) I−V curves with Ω/ω0 = 0.1, β = 1.0, and iac = 0.5, for
α = 1.0 (red upper triangles), α = 0.8 (blue lower triangles), and α = 0.6
(purple circles). For clarity, the latter two curves are vertically shifted by iac
= 0.2 and 0.4, respectively. (b) I−V curves with Ω/ω0 = 0.1 and α = 1.0,
for iac = 0.2 and β = 1.0 (green circles), iac = 0.2 and β = 1.0 (red upper
triangles), iac = 0.5 , and β = 0.2 (black crosses). The first curve (green
circles) is s vertically shifted by iac = 0.2 for clarity.

are plotted for α = 1.0 (red upper triangles), α = 0.8 (blue
lower triangles), and α = 0.6 (purple circles). For clarity, the
latter two curves are vertically shifted by iac = 0.2 and 0.4, re-
spectively. The half-integer SS are suppressed by decreasing
α, which is controlled by changing the ratio of junction areas,
Wa and Wb. Making both Josephson coupling and resistance
of two JJs equivalent is a key to observe the half-integer SS.
In Fig. 2 (b) for α = 1, I−V curves are plotted for iac = 0.2 and
β = 1.0 (green circles), iac = 0.5 and β = 1.0 (red upper tri-
angles), and iac = 0.5 and β = 0.2 (black crosses). The height

of half-integer SS is enhanced by increasing iac, whereas it
is suppressed by decreasing β. When β is small by decreas-
ing the SQUID loop, the half-integer Shapiro steps can be
observed by increasing the iac. β is estimated as β ∼ 1 for
2.5×2.5 µm2 loop and Ja ∼70 µA,13) meaning L ∼ 4.7 pH.
It satisfies the criteria to overcome the thermal noise, i.e., L
must be less than about 20 nH at 4.2 K.3)

The half-integer SS can be understood using the following
approximation. In the first order of β, iB is given by,

iB ∼ 4
α

1 + α

cos
(
π

Φex − Φπ

Φ0

)
sin φ +

β

2
α

1 + α
sin

(
π

Φex − Φπ

Φ0

)2

sin 2φ

 ,
(8)

where φ ≡ (φa + φb)/2.21) Notably, the second term in Eq.(8)
including “ sin 2φ” is the origin of the half-integer SS. By ap-
plying a voltage Ṽ(t) = V + V1 cos Ωt, φ = φ(0) + at + b sin Ωt
with a = 2πV/Φ0 and b = 2πV1/(Φ0Ω), iB becomes,

iB ∼ 4
α

1 + α
Im

Aeiφ(0)
∑

k

Jk(b)ei(a+kΩ)t

+
β

2
α

1 + α
B2e2iφ(0)

∑
k′

Jk′ (2b)ei(2a+k′Ω)t

 , (9)

where A ≡ cos
(
πΦex+Φπ

Φ0

)
, B ≡ sin

(
πΦex+Φπ

Φ0

)
, and the kth or-

der Bessel function Jk(b). For the π-SQUID with Φex = 0,
the first term in Eq. (9) is zero because Φπ/Φ0 = 1/2. When
V satisfies V/(ΩΦ0/2π) = k′/2, the SS with a half-integer
k′/2 and an integer q (k′ = 2q) appear with a DC-component,
2β[α/(1 +α)]2Jk′ (2b), for φ(0) = π/4. Meanwhile, in the con-
ventional SQUID with Φex = 0, the second term in Eq. (9)
is zero because Φπ/Φ0 = 0. Only integer SS appear at volt-
ages of integer multiples of V/(ΩΦ0/2π) = k with a DC-
component, 4[α/(1 + α)]Jk(b), for φ(0) = π/2.

The half-integer SS are explained by the onset of sponta-
neous current, leading to a flip-flop between two fluxoid states
of the π-SQUID synchronized to the alternating field.13, 14) It
suggests that the present system can become a qubit. Equation
(8) shows that the two potentials with φ and 2φ are convoluted
similar to the sds-wave JJ.22, 23, 28) The half-integer SS and π-
qubit are the two sides of the same coin. The potential energy
of the π-SQUID U(φa, φb) with Eq. (3) is given by,

U(φa, φb) =
Φ0

2π
[
−Ja cos φa − Jb cos(φb)

]
+

1
2L

Φ2, (10)

≡

(
Ja

Φ0

2π

)
f (x, y), (11)

f (x, y) = − sin(x + y) + α sin(x − y) +
2
β

y2, (12)

where x ≡ φ, and y ≡ (π/Φ0)Φ. The ground state is obtained
by minimizing f (x, y) with respect to y for a fixed x.

∂ f (x, y)
∂y

∣∣∣∣∣
y=y0

= − cos (x + y0) − α cos (x − y0) +
4
β

y0 = 0,

(13)

by which y0 is determined as a function of x, i.e., y0 = y0(x).
Equation (13) means that f (x, y) is minimized with respect to
Φex, since we study the π-SQUID with two JJs shown in Fig.
1. To avoid Φex, the minimization with respect to Φex can be
substituted by another Josephson phase including one more
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JJ in the π-SQUID, as discussed in the previous studies.28, 31)

Numerically solving Eq. (13), we find that f (x, y0(x)) has the
double minimum with respect to x as shown in Fig. 3. The

Fig. 3. The potential energy for β = 1.0 with α = 1.0 (red upper
triangles), α = 0.8 (blue lower triangles), and α = 0.6 (black circles).

right minimum corresponds to the current circulating state,
whereas the left one has no circulating current. Similar to the
previous case,30) the barrier height is suppressed by decreas-
ing α, which coincides with the suppression of the half-integer
SS. When the barrier height was zero, the stable state is x =

π/2, which may be realized by setting the phase-lock to φa =

φb using Eqs. (3) and (4). In this case, the spontaneous loop
current Ia − Ib = 0. Then, the SS appear at voltages with in-
teger multiples. The two minima correspond to the clockwise
and anticlockwise loop currents in addition to the π-shift be-
cause of the π-JJ, meaning that the spontaneous loop current
is induced. Then, φa and φb are not synchronized as discussed
in Refs.13) and,14) because the loop current means the time-
evolution of the phase difference in each junction.

It is useful to compare the present model with the previous
one, in which a metallic transport is assumed in the π-JJ.30)

The Josephson current of the metallic junction assigned to the
junction-b is given by,

Jb
sin φb√

1 − T sin2(φb/2))
, (14)

with transmittance T (0 ≤ T ≤ 1).33–35) This case also shows
the half-integer SS as shown in Fig. 4, although its magnitude
becomes small when T approaches 1, where the magnitude
of the metallic junction becomes large and dominates the cur-
rent. Even in such a metallic case, the half-integer SS can be
observed by increasing the iac.

The potential energy corresponding to Eq. (12) is given by,

g(x, y) = − sin(x + y) +
4α
T

√
1 −

T
2

[
1 + sin (x − y)

]
+

2
β

y2.

(15)

The ground state is obtained by minimizing g(x, y) with re-

Fig. 4. T -dependence of I−V curve with Ω/ω0 = 0.1, α = 1.0, and β =

1.0. Each line is obtained for T = 0.2 and iac = 0.5 (red upper triangles), T =

0.5 and iac = 0.5 (blue lower triangles), and T = 0.5 and iac = 1.0 (black
crosses).

spect to y for a fixed x.

∂g(x, y)
∂y

∣∣∣∣∣
y=y0

= − cos (x + y0) −
α cos (x − y0)√

1 + T
2
[
1 + sin (x − y0)

] +
4
β

y0 = 0.

(16)

Numerically solving Eq. (16), we find that g(x, y0(x)) ex-
hibits the double minimum with respect to x as shown in
Fig. 5. Because the magnitude of potential highly depends on
T , g(x, y0(x)) × T is plotted instead of g(x, y0(x)) for clarity.
The rather insulating case with α = 0.6, which corresponds

Fig. 5. Potential energy for α = 0.6 and β = 1.0 with T = 0.8 (black
circles), T = 0.5 (blue lower triangles), and T = 0.2 (red upper triangles).

to the black circles in Fig. 3, shows the shallow minimum,
whereas the double minimum becomes clear by increasing T ;
this would contradict to the suppression of the half-integer SS
in Fig. 4, i.e., red upper triangles and blue lower triangles.
However, it is caused by a large magnitude of potential in the
metallic junction. In fact, the half-integer SS are revived by
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increasing iac.
In this paper, we assumed that the Josephson critical current

densities ji (i = a, b) defined by ji ≡ Ji/Ai with junction area
Ai are common between junctions-a and b, i.e., jb/ ja = 1.
Even in the case of jb/ ja , 1, the half-integer SSs can re-
main for 0.7 . jb/ ja . 1.3. We can consider another type
of SQUID including two 0-JJs and one π-JJ, which is experi-
mentally realized.32) In this case, the π-JJ is used as a π-phase
shifter. The condition is quite similar to the SQUID with an
external flux studied by Vanneste et al.13) We can expect the
half-integer SSs in such a geometry as well.

So far, we have focused on the overdamped JJs to clarify the
close relation between the half-integer SSs and the π-qubit.
From a viewpoint of qubit application and/or operation, on
the other hand, we need to include the capacitance in Eq. (1)
and should estimate the coherence time of qubit. In fact, Kato
et al., discussed a long coherence time in a π-qubit.36) Al-
though the coherence time of qubit is a crucial factor, it goes
beyond our aim in this paper. We will examine the coherence
time of π-SQUID by considering a capacitance and thermal
fluctuations in the near future.

In summary, the half-integer SS in π-SQUID comprising
0-and π-JJs have been studied using the RSJ model. We
have shown that the π-SQUID can be a π-qubit with sponta-
neous loop currents, by which the half-integer SS are induced,
meaning that the half-integer SS and the π-qubit are the two
sides of the same coin. Making the 0- and π-JJs equivalent
is a key for the half-integer Shapiro steps and realizing the
π-qubit.
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