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Hamiltonian extrema of an arbitrary flux-biased Josephson circuit
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Flux-biased loops including one or more Josephson junctions are ubiquitous elements in quantum
information experiments based on superconducting circuits. These quantum circuits can be tuned to
implement a variety of Hamiltonians, with applications ranging from decoherence-protected qubits
to quantum limited converters and amplifiers. The extrema of the Hamiltonian of these circuits

are of special interest because they govern their low-energy dynamics.

However, the theory of

superconducting quantum circuits lacks so far a systematic method to compute the series expansion
of the Hamiltonian around these extrema for an arbitrary non-linear superconducting circuit. We
present such method, which can aid the synthesis of new functionalities in quantum devices.

I. INTRODUCTION

State-of-the-art superconducting quantum processors
rely on nonlinear circuits operating at GHz frequen-
cies. These devices typically consist of a combination
of linear microwave circuitry and Josephson tunnel junc-
tions (JJs) [1]. Specifically, a JJ behaves as a nonlin-
ear inductance described by a potential energy function
U(¢) = —Ejcosp, where E; is the Josephson energy
and ¢ is the phase drop across the JJ, itself linearly re-
lated to the integral of the voltage across the element
[2]. The JJ is also characterized by a capacitance C in
parallel with the Josephson element, modeling the influ-
ence of the dielectric of the tunnel barrier. This defines a
charging energy Ec = e?/(2C), where e is the electron
charge. Such a model is rendered in Fig. [[|(a), where a JJ
is represented as a cross-in-box symbol. The cross symbol
is associated with the nonlinear inductive component of a
JJ, while the box represents its capacitive shunt. One or
multiple JJs, together with superconducting wires, can
be combined to form a superconducting loop which can
be threaded by an external DC magnetic flux ®.. To ease
the notation, in the rest of the manuscript we will use the
normalized external DC magnetic flux, defined as

_ def (I)e

Po=2mg (1)
where &y = h/2e is the magnetic flux quantum. This flux
acts as a tuning parameter which controls the linear and
nonlinear properties of the loop. By properly assembling
such loops and choosing a particular value of @, it is pos-
sible to implement a large variety of quantum systems,
ranging from noise-protected qubits [3HE] to readout cir-
cuits as quantum-limited amplifiers [OHI5] and control
circuits as parametric couplers [16, [I7]. Superconducting
loops are usually modeled as N-body quantum mechan-
ical systems, where N is the number of JJs in the loop.
The k-th JJ is characterized by an inductive energy E,
and a charging energy E¢, . In addition, each loop hosts
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a linear inductor representing its total geometrical in-
ductance. As a consequence, any superconducting loop
could host up to IV resonant modes. Typically, a super-
conducting loop is coupled to external circuitry via two of
its terminals [9, [14]. For instance, a loop can be shunted
by an external capacitor of charging energy E¢, as in
Fig. [I{b). This defines a reference (ground) node and a
main active node (top node) for the loop, as well as two
branches. Each branch corresponds to a path from the
main active node to the reference node. In the rest of
the manuscript, we will refer to the two-terminal device
obtained by selecting two nodes of the loop as a dipole.
Note that a loop hosting M elements can generate up
to M — 1 different dipoles. A general expression for the
classical Hamiltonian of the capacitively shunted loop in
Fig. (b) is given by a combination of the capacitive (ki-
netic) energy Tc,p and inductive (potential) energy Uing

H(TL, 2 @c) = Tcap (TL) + Uind(‘Pa @c) (2)

where ¢ = [0, ¢1,-..,¢n] and n = [ng,ny,...,ny| are
the vectors representing the phase and conjugate charge
variables associated with the active nodes of the loop,
respectively [I]. Note that the ¢y, are unlike ¢, they are
linearly related to the integral of the voltage between
node k and the ground node. The phase ¢ corresponds
to the main active node of the dipole, while the oth-
ers correspond to the internal nodes of the dipole. The
Hamiltonian can then be quantized by promoting the
variables ¢ and ny to the operators ¢y and nyg, respec-
tively, satisfying the commutation relation [pg, ig] = 1.
The resulting Hamiltonian operator H is related to the
classical Hamiltonian via the relation

H=Hn, ¢ o) 3)

where ¢ = [P0, ¢1, ..., $n] and 1 = [Ag, 71, ..., NiN] are
the vectors of phase and charge operators, respectively.
For a given external flux-bias ., the eigenstates of H
can be computed and further analyzed to yield the prop-
erties of the system. This comprehensive approach can
be extended to an arbitrary superconducting circuit, and
is currently at the core of many general-purpose quan-
tum circuits simulators [I8H20]. However, this descrip-
tion does not directly capture the number and positions
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of the local extrema of the classical potential energy
Uina(, @) in Eq. (2), the knowledge of which is very
convenient when designing a device for a particular pur-
pose. For instance, many topological protected qubits
[4H6] are implemented with Hamiltonians whose ground
state wavefunction, in the phase representation, can be
imagined as spread across multiple minima of Uj,q. On
the other hand, quantum-limited amplifiers and couplers
typically require the presence of a single minima for Ujpq
to reliably implement the multi-photon parametric pro-
cesses at their core. A brute-force approach to deter-
mining the number and positions of the potential energy
local extrema is to compute, for a fixed @, the equilib-
rium points of the circuit [2I], defined as the phase vector
@ = [P0, 1, - - -, @n] which satisfies the set of equations

vapUindL; =0 (4)

where V, is the gradient with respect to the components
of ¢. In the general case, this method requires solving a
set of transcendental trigonometric equations with itera-
tive root-finding algorithms. A search for all the extrema
of a potential energy function is thus very challenging and
time consuming.

Here, we propose a systematic method to describe the
equilibrium properties of an arbitrary flux-biased super-
conducting dipole. The essence of our method is based
on the relation

annd _ %Z
6<pk N 2 b

(%), (5)

where ix(¢p) is the total current flowing into the induc-
tive subnetwork through the k—th active node, as shown
in Fig. c). Consequently, Eq. imposes that, at
each equilibrium point, ix(@) = 0, thus only a persis-
tent loop current [22] i, is allowed to circulate in the
dipole, as represented in Fig. [I{d). As a consequence,
the x-th element in the loop will have an equilibrium
phase drop @, such that i,(p,) = i, [21], where i, (¢,)
is the current-phase relation (CPR) describing the z-th
element, where x € {Ly, Lo, J1,...,Jn}. We want to
emphasize that all the electrical variables at equilibrium
are time-independent: as a consequence, their properties
are independent from the capacitive subnetwork of the
dipole in Fig. [I|(b).

In section II, we show how the equilibrium points of a
single loop are univocally related to the CPR of a single,
open branch constructed from a sequence of all the ele-
ments in the loop. Then, we show how a generic CPR can
be expressed as a parametric relation. To obtain such a
representation, the curvilinear parameter of choice is the
phase drop across the JJ with the smallest critical cur-
rent, which we name the free JJ for reasons that will
become clear later. In section III, we study the mul-
tistability of a superconducting loop and derive a set of
rules that quantify the properties of circuits with multiple
equilibrium points. In section IV, we discuss the applica-
tion of our method to describe the low energy properties
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FIG. 1. Electrical properties of Josephson flux-biased super-
conducting dipoles. (a) A JJ is characterized by a tunneling
element (cross symbol) of energy Ej, shunted by a capaci-
tance C'y modeling the dielectric of the tunnel barrier. The
combination of the two elements is represented as a cross-in-
box symbol. (b) Arbitrary flux-biased superconducting dipole
shunted by an external capacitor. It consists of linear geomet-
ric inductances and JJs, threaded by an external DC mag-
netic phase @.. Including the JJs’ capacitances, this circuit
has N + 1 active nodes, and is thus described by a N + 1-
body Hamiltonian where the main node is described by the
phase variable ¢ and the k-th internal node is described by
the phase variable k. (¢) The k-th component of the vector
VUina is proportional to the total current entering the in-
ductive subnetwork at node k. (d) At equilibrium, the loop
in (b) is threaded by a purely DC loop current i¢, as the cur-
rents flowing through the capacitances are suppressed. Con-
sequently, the z-th JJ in the loop has an equilibrium phase
drop @, and the linear inductors in left and right branches
have, respectively, equilibrium phase drops ¢, and @r,. In
this figure, the reference direction for the phase drops is taken
to align with the reference direction for the loop current.
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of the quantum Hamiltonian (3) which, when Fe < E¢, ,
can be assumed independent from the JJs’ capacitances.
Finally, in section V we discuss the applications of our
approach: optimization and synthesis of superconducting
circuits, modeling the effect of fabrication uncertainties
and tight-binding approximation for multi-body super-
conducting circuits.

We have implemented the results of this work in a
Python package available on GitHub, named "Nonlinear
Inductive Network Analyzer’ (NINA) [23].

II. EQUILIBRIUM POINTS OF AN
ARBITRARY SUPERCONDUCTING LOOP

As mentioned in section I, the equilibrium point of a
superconducting loop threaded by an external DC flux-
bias @, is characterized by the flow of a purely persistent
current ¢. For the arbitrary superconducting loop in Fig.
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FIG. 2. Steady state representation of a superconducting
loop. (a) A superconducting loop formed by two branches
A and B is threaded by an external DC magnetic flux @e.
At equilibrium, the left and right branches have, respectively,
phase drops @ga and @g. (b) Equivalent open branch associ-
ated with the loop in panel (a). The equations describing the
equilibrium solutions for the loop in panel (a) are the same
as for the single open branch in (b) consisting of A and B in
series, provided that the net current flowing through the open
branch corresponds to the loop current i, and the total phase
drop across the open branch corresponds to the external flux
@e. (c) Three dipoles obtained by permuting three different
elements share the same equilibrium points. They all map to
the same equivalent open branch. (d) The equivalent open
branch associated with each dipole in (c) is the series of all
the elements in the loop.

(), the Kirchhoff laws read
in(Pa) = iB(PB) = ir
{o) =) (6)
PA + PB = Pe.
Remarkably, the set of equations @ does also describe
the case where the two branches A and B are arranged
in series, as depicted in Fig. b). We call such con-
figuration the equivalent open branch of the loop. From
the point of view of the persistent current i,, the two
branches A and B can be regarded to be in series. This
observation has some important consequences. For in-
stance, as represented in Fig. [fc), a set of three dif-
ferent inductive elements can be arranged to form three
different flux-biased dipoles. These dipoles are obtained
by selecting different pairs of terminals from the same
loop. Consequently, the equilibrium phases of each el-
ement will be the same for a common value of @, re-
gardless of the terminals arrangement. The three super-
conducting dipoles would however differ by the shape of
their potential energy function, as explained in section
Iv.

To analyze the equivalent open branch in Fig. (c),
we introduce the maximum DC current allowed through
such branch, Ir, corresponding to the critical current of
the free JJ. While the phase of the free JJ is unbounded,
as rendered in Fig. [3{(a), the domain of variation of the
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FIG. 3. Current-phase relations for the elements of the circuit
in the right panel of Fig. c). (a) Current-phase relation for
the free JJ. Being the current-limiting element, the domain of
variation of its phase is unconstrained, hence the term “free”.
(b) Current-phase relation for the linear inductor. The pres-
ence of a free JJ in series constraints the inductor phase drop
in the interval [—@L,..xs PLmax]- (¢) Current-phase relation
for the largest JJ. Similarly, the free JJ in series constrains
the phase drop in the interval [—@s,...., PImax]-

phase across the other elements is constrained. The ab-
solute value of the maximum phase drop across the linear
inductor and the larger JJ will be given, respectively, by
max{|pr|} = A1 and max{|@s|} = arcsin 8, where

oLl
BL = ”q)F

0 (7)
3 7171’
J—IJ-

In these last definitions, L is the inductance of the linear
inductor, and I the critical current of the big JJ. Such
maximum values correspond, as in Fig. [3[(b) and (c), to a
flow of current through the elements equal to I, i.e. to a
phase drop across the small JJ, gr = 7/2. For a generic
value of ¢, the phases of the constrained elements read

oL = PLsingr ()
@y =nm+ (—1)%arcsin (8 sin or),

where n € Z is the integer multiple of 7 around which
the CPR of the bigger JJ is evaluated. In the rest of
the manuscript, we will only consider the case n = 0, as
in Fig. c). The properties of a superconducting array
for z # 0 are outside the scope of this work, since they
are associated with higher energy, metastable equilibrium
points.

We can now establish the CPR of the branch, observing
that the total phase drop ¢ is obtained by adding the
phase drops across the elements, while the current 7 can
be expressed as the one through the free JJ. We obtain
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FIG. 4. Current-phase relation of the branch in Fig. 2(d)
represented as a parametric relation. (a) Total phase drop
across the branch as a function of the free JJ equilibrium
phase. (b) Current through the branch as a function of the
free JJ equilibrium phase. (¢) CPR of the branch obtained as
a parametric curve ¥(¢r) of curvilinear parameter ¢r. The
CPR is a multi-valued function If its tangent vector ¥ (@r)
has a negative horizontal component for gr = 7.

the following system of parametric equations

{90 = ¢r + P sin @ + arcsin (B, sin o) )

i= Ipsingpp
which represents the implicit form of the CPR of the
equivalent open branch in Fig. d) as a 1D paramet-
ric curve ¥(¢r) = (p(@r),i(pFr)), with the curvilinear
parameter being ¢r. Note that the total phase drop ¢
across an equivalent open branch corresponds to the ex-
ternal flux of the associated loop. In Fig. 4] the @(gF),
i(¢pr) and (@) are computed for 3, = 1 and By = 0.25.
The description discussed so far can be extended to
the case where two JJs are identical, i.e. 8; = 1. In such
case, only one of the two JJs should be elected to be the
free one, while the other has to be treated as constrained.
To generalize the system @D to the case of N larger
JJs, it is necessary to include all their contributions to
the total phase @. The simple implicit CPR @D then
becomes the general

N

@ =¢r+Brsingr + Zarcsin (B, singr)
— (10)
i = Ipsinpp

where 85, = Ip/l; . Since the phases across the con-
strained elements are analytical functions of ¢ as in ,
the set of equations describes the equilibrium prop-
erties of a generic superconducting loop for an arbitrary
value of external flux when imposing ¢ = @, and i = ;.
The only caveat is that the inverse function ¢ (@), in
general, does not admit an analytical expression. How-
ever, it can be approximated via numerical interpolation
techniques, up to a desired numerical precision.

III. MULTI-MINIMA SUPERCONDUCTING
LOOPS

Some loop designs, for instance the fluxonium [3] and
cos2p [4] qubits, are purposely designed to work in
a multi-minima configuration, while others require the
presence of a single operating point, as in the case of
parametric couplers [16] [17] and amplifiers [9] 14, [24].
To formulate the conditions under which an arbitrary
flux-biased superconducting loop has one or multiple op-
erating points, it is useful to acknowledge that its oper-
ating points can be determined by analyzing the CPR. of
its equivalent open branch. In particular, we note how,
as displayed in Fig. [ i(p) is a single-valued function if
the component of 7' (7) along the ¢ axis is positive, or
a multi-valued function if the same component of 4 ()
is negative. We want to clarify that, even if Fig. [ de-
scribes a particular associated branch, such observation
applies to the general case: the generic CPR is a contin-
uous curve, and ¢(@p = m) = 7 regardless of the branch
complexity, as can be obtained from the first equation
in (10). The component of ¥'(¢r) along the ¢p axis is
given by

do _ = ol B,
it eosgr (54

der k=01/1— B?,k sin? g

which, evaluated for gp = 7, results in

(11)

do
=2 =1 Brot, (12)
dgﬁF Pr=T7
where we have defined
N
Brot = B+ Y _ By (13)
k=0

Consequently, the conditions for single- or multi- valued
branches are

Biot < 1 — single minimum (14)
Biot > 1 — multiple minima

These inequalities generalize those already known for
common loops as rf-SQUIDs [25] and SNAILs [I4] to an
arbitrary superconducting loop. In the multi-minima sce-
nario Biot > 1, for a given value of @, there will be a set
of equilibrium free phases, each one corresponding to an
equilibrum point of the loop. Formally, such solutions
are those of the system

{%(@F) = Pe (15)
$F € } ) OO[

With reference to Fig. the solutions of this system
are the yellow dots at intersection between the @(¢r)
curve and the yellow line ¢ = @,. To count the number
of operating points in an arbitrary loop for any value
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FIG. 5. Equilibrium points of the free JJ of a superconducting
branch for a given value of total phase drop @. Interpreting
the branch as the equivalent open branch of a loop threaded
with a DC magnetic flux @., then ¢ = .. When a loop is
multistable, the equilibrium points of the free JJ can fall out-
side the interval [—m, 7| (yellow dots in dashed ovals). How-
ever, the translational symmetry of the function @(@¢r) can
be exploited to map all the free JJ equilibrium points back in
the interval [—m, 7| (yellow dots in solid ovals), by introduc-
ing a grid of effective external fluxes @. 4+ 2nm. Said @max the
local maxima of the function @(@r), it is possible to count
and locate all the equilibrium points available in an arbitrary
loop for a given value of external flux.

of external flux, it is useful to note how the function
@(@¢r) has the translational symmetry @(gpp + 2nm) =
2nm + @(pr) with n € Z, as can be verified from the
first equation in . Consequently, the solutions of the
system can be mapped to those of an equivalent
system

{@(@F) = Pe +2nm (16)

o € [-7, 7|

which has the benefit of limiting the range of @r where
to search for solutions. The transition between sys-
tem and is also represented in Fig. where
all the solutions of which fall outside the inter-
val gp €] — oo, —m[U[m, oo (enclosed in a dashed oval)
can be mapped to equivalent solutions in the interval
@r € [—m,m| (enclosed in a solid oval). Moreover, be-
ing @(¢r) a bounded function for gp € [—7, x|, only a
finite number of n need to be considered to find all the
solutions of the equivalent system . With reference
to Fig. the upper- and lower-bound on n for a given

value of @, are respectively given by

NT _ Pe Pmax
2T
L (17)
_ <pe + meax
Ny=—|——1|,
2

where @max 18 the maximum of the function ¢(@r) for
@ € [-m, 7| and |-] represents the floor function. As for
each n € {[N, Ny], n # 0} there will be two solutions,
the total number of operating points, including the one
for n = 0, is given by

Nioy = 1+2(NT_NJ,)- (18)

In the next section, we will show how to apply the so far
discussed technique to describe the low-energy properties
of the Hamiltonian .

IV. SERIES EXPANSION OF THE EFFECTIVE
HAMILTONIAN OF A CAPACITIVELY
SHUNTED SUPERCONDUCTING DIPOLE

Common experimental devices based on capacitively
shunted superconducting dipoles [3, [} [7, 14, [16] are usu-
ally described by phenomenological, effective Hamiltoni-
ans which neglect the presence of the loop internal res-
onant modes. Under such approximation, the average
values and the quantum fluctuations of the phases
describing the internal nodes of the dipole are considered
purely dependent on the values and the quantum fluctu-
ations of the phase ¢y describing the main node of the
dipole. This assumption is reasonable when the charging
energy Ec¢, of the k-th JJ in the loop is much smaller
than the charging energy E¢ of the external capacitance
shunting the dipole, and it becomes exact in the limit
Ec, — 0 [26]. Note that, when an arm of the dipole
includes a JJ in series with a large inductance, neglect-
ing the internal JJ capacitances can result in a branched
Hamiltonian which wouldn’t correctly describe the dy-
namics of the circuit. In such case, a Born-Oppenheimer
approximation can be applied to , accurately account-
ing for the presence of vanishingly small JJs’ capacitances
[26]. In scenarios where the effect of the JJs’ capacitances
can be neglected, the Hamiltonian can be replaced by
the one-body effective Hamiltonian

Heir = 4Ecio” + Uest (90, Pe), (19)

where E¢ is the charging energy of the shunt capacitance
shunting the dipole and U.g is a phenomenological po-
tential energy function which models the entire dipole as
an effective, flux-tunable nonlinear inductor. A general
expression for Ugg can be obtained from the potential
energy Uynq in by imposing that the phase of the k-th
internal node of the dipole y is related to the phase of
the main node of the dipole ¢y via a function fi such
that pr = fr(po), resulting in

Uet (90, Pe) = Una([0, f1(®0), - -, fn(0)], @e).  (20)



If the functional form of U.g is known, the effective
Hamiltonian can be expanded, for a fixed value of
external flux, around a flux-dependent equilibrium point
©o. The charge and phase variables ng and ¢g can then
be promoted to the operators ng and g, respectively,
yielding the series expansion of the effective Hamiltonian
operator

Hag = 4Bcrio” + 5 (¢0 = @) + 3 5 (60— )"
" (21)
 are the Taylor expansion coeffi-
cients of Ueg arounfl_‘gpﬁe equilibrium point ¢y. Further-

more, it is possible to introduce the ladder operators a
and a' satisfying the relations

where u,, = 76632“

Bo — Po = Papt(a + ah)
T

(22)
g = iNMypr(a —a')
where
1 (8E0>‘1*
Pzpf = \7
2 U2
. (23)

5 (5:)
Nupt = —= | 50—
P V2 \8Ec
are the quantum ground state uncertainties in phase and
charge number, respectively. In the basis of these ladder
operators, the Hamiltonian reads

Heﬁ
h

o0

=wala+> g (a+af)", (24)
n=3

where

vV SECu2

w = — (25)

is the natural frequency of the associated harmonic oscil-
lator and
o (p?pf ul
In = T
are the rates of n-photon interactions. Expression
has been successfully applied to quantum circuits as the
SNAIL [7, 10, 14l 16, I7]. However, in the case of an
arbitrary superconducting dipole, the effective potential
energy function Ueg (0, o) might not have an analytical
expression to begin with. To overcome such obstacle,
many aforementioned flux-biased loops were arranged in
configurations which exploited certain symmetries and
approximations to grant an analytical expression for Ueg.
In this section, we show how to express without
an a-priori knowledge of the function Ueg (0, @e). As
described in section II, the equilibrium phase of each el-
ement in the loop is an analytical function of @r. Con-
sequently, the n-th order potential energy expansion co-
efficient of the x-th element in the loop reads

20(6r) = | 57 U9)| (27)

e =0 (PF)

(26)

(a)

FIG. 6. Reconstruction of the Taylor expansion coefficients
for an arbitrary loop, neglecting the JJs’ capacitances. (a)
Two arbitrary nonlinear inductors A and B can be combined
either in series or in parallel. Given their expansion coeffi-
cients, a, and b, respectively, it is possible to formulate the
expansion coefficients resulting from their series combination
uj,, as well as those describing their parallel combination u¥.
(b) Neglecting the internal capacitances of a superconducting
loop, the rules to combine nonlinear inductor expansion co-
efficients in series and in parallel can be applied to compute
the expansion coefficients of the dipole without an a-priori
knowledge of its potential energy function.

where U, () is the potential energy function of the ele-
ment = and ¢ = @, (Fr) is the relation between the phase
of the element z of the loop and the phase of the free JJ.
The individual expansion coefficients can be combined
to return those of the effective potential energy u,, in the
following way. As a first step, it is useful to describe
how the two arbitrary nonlinear inductors A and B in
Fig. @(a) combine in series and in parallel, see details in
appendix A. Given the expansion coefficients a,, and b,,,
their parallel combination is described by the expansion
coefficients

ub = an + by, (28)
while the series combination can be expressed as

where @, = (ag,a1,...,a,) and by = (ag,a,...,a,) are
vectors whose components are the potential energy ex-
pansion coefficients of A and B up to order n, and S, is
a rational function of such components. The function S,
is derived in Appendix A and can be extended to an ar-
bitrary number of elements, thus can be applied to both
branches of the loop in Fig. [6] (b). Consequently, the ex-
pansion coefficients of the left and right branches of the
dipole can be expressed as a function of g

ufft(@F) = (_l)nsn(fn(@F)v x € {Lh Ji, .., JM})
ufzight(@F) = Sn(fn(QF)wx € {L27 JM+1a ) JN})
(30)
The expansion coefficients of the dipole read
un(pr) = ™ (Pr) + upt™ (@r). (31)

Notice how the relations (8]) were obtained with the ref-
erence directions for phases and flux in Fig. d)7 while



to assembly the dipole potential energy expansion coeffi-
cients u,, is more practical to use the reference directions
in Fig. [6(b). For a consistent computation of u,, the
functions @, (@.) related to the left branch of the dipole
in Fig. [[(d) acquire a negative sign which only affects
the odd expansion coefficients. This consideration gives
rise to the (—1)" factor in the first line of (30).

The relation between the expansion coefficients
and external flux @, can be represented as a parametric
relation in @p, similarly to the arbitrary branch CPR
(10). Such description can also be applied to the pa-
rameters of Hamiltonian , which are functions of the
expansion coefficients u,, according to expressions

and .

V. OUTLOOK

Under the one-body approximation for a generic flux-
biased superconducting dipole, the method discussed in
this manuscript makes possible to express the effective
Hamiltonian expansion coefficients and as well
as the external flux in the first line of as analyt-
ical functions of the dipole design parameters and the
free JJ equilibrium phase drop. This description will
be at the core of a superconducting quantum circuits
optimizer/synthesizer based on a gradient descend algo-
rithm, which is currently under development. For in-
stance, when designing a single-minima effective Hamil-
tonian to implement multi-photon parametric processes,
one could specify constraints on the Hamiltonian param-
eters w and g, (26). For a given dipole, the opti-
mizer will be able to find the set of optimal parameters
for the inductive elements within the loop, the optimal
value of shunt capacitance Cope and the optimal equi-
librium phase for the free JJ ¢gr,,. From this values,
the correspondent value of external flux @¢(@r,,,) can
be computed from the second equation in

In scenarios where the one-body approximation fails
to describe the physical effects of interest of an arbitrary
dipole, the equilibrium points computed with our method
can be used as an input to more sophisticated algorithms.
In particular, a recent proposal [27] demonstrated how
a variational tight-binding method can be applied to
compute the properties of a large, multi-minima flux-
biased superconducting circuit, accounting also for the
junction capacitances. Once the expansion coefficients
around each minima of the circuit are known, this ap-
proach provides a reduction in complexity with respect
to a brute-force diagonalization of the Hamiltonian ,
with a promising fidelity in the estimation of the parame-
ters of interest. A Born-Oppenheimer approximation can
also be used to obtain an effective one-body Hamiltonian
which accounts for the multi-body nature of an arbitrary
dipole [26].

Another natural application of our technique would
be to model the repercussion of stray linear inductors
and fabrication uncertainties on the Hamiltonian expan-

sion coefficients of a superconducting dipole. Indeed, in
the current approach the effective Hamiltonian can
hardly be computed in presence of stray inductors and
asymmetry in arrays of JJs without recurring to the N+1
body Hamiltonian . Instead, our method provides an
useful shortcut to correctly describe these scenarios.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this article, we have investigated the equilibrium
properties of an arbitrary flux-biased superconducting
loop. In particular, we demonstrated how the relation
between the equilibrium points of a superconducting loop
and its flux-bias can be expressed analytically as a para-
metric relation. We also derived a set of rules to count the
number of local minima of the loop Hamiltonian. This
approach can be generalized to circuits with more than
one loop. As an immediate application of our technique,
we showed how to compute the effective Hamiltonian
Taylor expansion coefficients for an arbitrary flux-biased
superconducting dipole shunted by an external capaci-
tor. This enables quantitative analysis of yet-unexplored
circuit topologies, overcoming the symmetry constraints
and approximations which have limited the variety of de-
vices investigated so far in literature. Our method is also
suitable to implement a hardware-level Hamiltonian op-
timizer based on iterative algorithms: constraints on the
quantities of interest, gradients and Hessians can all be
expressed as analytical functions of the electrical param-
eters of the circuit. We believe that the method reported
here could play an important role in the development
of the next-generations of superconducting quantum de-
vices, providing a shortcut towards the physical under-
standing, modeling and optimization of advanced flux-
biased Josephson circuits.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank D. P. DiVincenzo, J. Koch, G. Miano, Z. K.
Minev, D. Weiss and A. B. Zorin for useful comments
on the manuscript. This research was supported by the
U.S. Army Research Office (ARO) under grant numbers
WOI11NF-18-1-0212 and W911NF-16-1-0349, and by the
National Science Foundation (NSF) under grant numbers
1941583 (ERC for CQN), and 2124511 (CCI for CQD-
MQ@D). The views and conclusions contained in this doc-
ument are those of the authors and should not be inter-
preted as representing official policies, either expressed
or implied, of the grant agencies or the U.S. Govern-
ment. The U.S. Government is authorized to reproduce
and distribute reprints for Government purpose notwith-
standing any copyright notation herein. L.F. and M.H.D.
are founders and L.F. is a shareholder of Quantum Cir-
cuits, Inc.



APPENDIX A: EXPANSION COEFFICIENTS OF
SERIES AND PARALLEL CONFIGURATIONS

The results from Section IV rely on the capability of
computing the potential energy expansion coefficients of
two arbitrary nonlinear inductors arranged in either par-
allel or series. Here, we show how to compute such coef-
ficients as a function of those of the individual inductors.
In general, for both configurations in Fig. the node
phase ¢, as well as the inductors phases @5 and yp are
related to their voltages, respectively V, Vi and Vg via

the relations
2 t
o) =5 [ vyt
Dq

2 t
%@=%/ Va(£)dt' + pa (32)

or [t
%@:i/ Va(#)dt' + s,

where ¢, o and @p are, in our context, the equilibrium
phases imposed by the DC external flux-bias to the node
and to each inductor. To simplify the notation in the fol-
lowing treatment, we introduce the perturbations around
the equilibrium for each phase, namely

OA = PA — PA
$B = ¢B — ¥B (33)
p=¢—.

Consequently, the expanded potential energy functions
for the parallel and series configuration read

B

3

Ur(p) =Y " (34)
and

Up) =Y g, (3)

an .,
Ua(pa) = Z PR
Us(g) = Z ﬁ i

n=1

Parallel expansion coefficients

To compute the expansion coeflicients uP in 7 we
notice how, with reference to Fig. m(a), A and B being
in parallel implies VAo = Vg = V. Consequently, from Eq.
and results that all the phase perturbations are
the same in the parallel configuration

P = PB = P (37)

(a) (b)

FIG. 7. Two arbitrary nonlinear inductors A and B arranged
in parallel and in series. (a) Parallel configuration of the
two nonlinear inductors, forming a loop threaded with a DC
external flux-bias @.. The phase drops across each inductor
pa and pp are functions of both the loop node phase ¢ and @e.
The net current through the loop is the sum of the currents
through each inductor, ¢ = ia + ig. (b) Series configuration
of the two nonlinear inductors. The phase drops across each
inductor pa and ¢gp are functions of the series node phase ¢,
with the constraint ¢ = pa + ¢B. The net current through
the series is the same as the current flowing through each
inductor.

Thus, the parallel potential energy function reads
UP(¢) = Ua(@) + Us(9). (38)

Computing the n-th order derivative of this last identity,
and evaluating it for ¢ = 0, results in the expression
from the definitions in and . The generalization
to a parallel configuration of an arbitrary set of nonlinear
inductors {A, B, C, ...} trivially reads

ub = Z Ty (39)

z€f{ab,c,... }

Series expansion coefficients

The series configuration of A and B in Fig. [[(b) is
described by the set of constraints

@. - EPA (ip> + ?B (EO) 3 (40)
ia[oa ()] = iB[@B(£)]

where the first identity states the voltage conservation

V = Vi + Vg, while the second identity imposes current

conservation arising from the series arrangement. The

phase perturbations of each inductor can be expanded as

a function of the node phase as

L~ PA, -
Pa(p) = e
n=1 '
= (41)
. B, ~
oB(P) = o "
n=1 :
where pa, = d;;{* and pp, = d;ff are the
o _

nonlinear participation ratios [28] of A and B. We now



define the algebraic rules for the expansion coefficients

dpa,, def d (d"¢7A> —
do de \ do™ J|z—o e
dps,, def d (dn@s) —
~ = = poyy — PBn
g dp \ dg™ )|z i
dub det d (d” Ur ) v
= 3= ~n - Yn+41
dp — dp \ dg" )],y T
du, aet d (dnUs> L (42)
dp de \ do™ )|z e
dan def d (dnUA > DA,
- = = ~n = PA,0n+1
dg do \ doy =0 '
day, det d (d"UB> b
V= = Tz ~n = PB19n+1
de dp \ deg 3=0 '

where we implicitly mean that the derivative is taken
before evaluating the corresponding functions for ¢ = 0.
This abuse of notation will ease the elaboration of the S,
function. By computing the n-th order derivatives with
respect to ¢ of the first line of , and combining them
with the expressions , we obtain the constraints on
the participation ratios

+ =1
PAa, T DPB; (43)
pA, tpB, =0 n=>2.

The currents through each nonlinear inductor are related
to their potential energy functions via the relations

ia() = Sm9UA
AVPAS = B0 dpa ()
. ~ 27 dUB
B (Pr) = 3 oy

Combining these last expressions with the constraints in
(A1), and computing the derivative with respect to ¢, we
obtain

DA G2 = pB1b2 (45)

which, together with the first of , provides the closed
expression for the linear participation ratios

et (46)
PBy = as + by’

Higher order participation ratios can be retrieved by ap-
plying the algebraic rules to the identity . Their

expressions up to third order are

2 2
. pBlb3 — DPa,a3

PAz az + by
o = PA, a3 — P, b3
: az + by (47)
oa = Pl b4 — PR, aa + 2(pB,PB,b3 — PA,PA,G3)
As (ag + b2)?
_— PR, a4 — P, ba + 2(pa, Pa,as — PB,PB,b3)
Bs (0,2 4 b2)2

We can now retrieve the series potential energy expansion
coeficients 5, as a function of a, and b,. The series
potential energy function can be expressed as

U(@) = Ua [pa (P)] + Us [¢8 (#)] (48)
from which the expression of u§ can be retrieved as
uj = pa,a1 + pp, b1. (49)

Applying the algebraic rules recursively to this last
identity, and keeping in mind the constraints , uy, can
be easily computed. Here we show such coefficients up
to fifth order

uj = px az + ph,bo
u§ = pi as + ph, by
uf, = pi, a4 + ph,bs + 3(Pa, Pa,as + i, PB,b3)
u3 = pi,as + ph, bs + 4(pA, PA, a4 + PB,PB,b4)
+ 3[(pX,Pas + 2PA, PR, )03 + PA, DA, 4]
+ 3[(pB, PB, + 2PB, B, )bs + P, P, bal-

(50)

Notice how these expressions are invariant under the
swap of A and B, as the properties of their series are in-
dependent from the order of arrangement. Consequently,
they can be computed, for instance, just for A and then
trivially extended to include B as well.

The rational functions in define the series combi-
nation S,, in , and can be extended to an arbitrary
set of series nonlinear inductors {A,B,C,...}. Said =z,
the n-th order expansion coefficient of the z-th nonlinear
inductor in the series, its linear participation ratio p,
can be expressed as

I1 L
o l#x
Pz = Z 1—[ Mo (51)

T m£l

where I, m € {a,b,¢,...}. Higher order participation ra-
tios for the z-th element can be computed from by
applying the algebraic rules . As an example, the
second-order participation ratio of the z-th element in



an arbitrary array reads

l#x I m#l
(Z I1 mz)
I m#l
l#x l m#

2[
(Z II m2>
T ml

Pzy =

<N
&\R

where
d B D, T
dp 1;[5”2 = (1;[ m2> <§I: s 3) : (53)

For an arbitrary array, the expansion coefficients (50) up
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to fifth order generalize as
uy = Zpgzclﬂfz
x
3
uz = Z Py, T3
x

i =Y Py, @i+ 3, pu,ts (54)

x

ug = > Pl w5+ 4p5, pr,ta)
xT

+ 3[(p2, Py + 2P0, P2, )T + D2, Dy T4]

which, together with p,, , define the rational function S,
for an arbitrary array in (30). When the expressions (54)
are applied to the arm of a loop which doesn’t contain
the free JJ, they don’t present any singularity as a func-
tion of @p. This is easily demonstrated by noticing that
z2(@pr) > 0 for any constrained element, and the de-
nominators of uj, are multinomial functions of x5 with
positive coefficients. On the other hand, when a branch
contains a free JJ, uj, can have singularities if the branch
is multi-valued.
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