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W e study the statistics of charge transport in a m esoscopic three-term inaldevice w ith one super—
conducting tem inaland two nom alm etaltemm inals. W e calculate the ulldistribbution oftranam it—
ted charges into the two sym m etrically biased nom alterm inals. In a w ide param eter range, we nd
large positive crosscorrelations between the currents in the two nom alam s. W e also determ ine the
third cum ulant that provides additional inform ation on the statistics not contained In the current

noise.

T he num ber of charges transfered In a transport pro—
cess uctuates due to quantum -m echanical uncertainty
and statistics. T herefore, the outcom e of a current m ea—
surem ent accum ulated over som e tin e period ty is In gen—
eral describbed by a probabiliy P N ), where N is the
total num ber of charges transfered. P N ) is called the
full counting statistics EC S) ofthe transport process t}'].
The rsttwomomentsofthe FCS are related to the av—
erage current and the current noise and are accessbl
to present experin ental techniques. H igher-order corre—
lations are likely to be m easured in the future. Several
schem es to m easure either higher correlators or the full
distrdbution have been proposed recently []: a 13' :4 6 d]

T he current noise, i. e., the second m om ent oftheFCS,
is of particular interest. It can be used as a diagnostic
tool to probe the nature and the quantum statistics of
the charge carriers tj] and the existence of entanglem ent
i_ﬂ]. For superconductor (S)-nom alm etal(N ) heterostruc-
tures, a doubling of the shot noise in com parison to the
nom al case was predicted ifj] and m easured in di usive
heterostructures [1-d R ecent calculations takjng nto ac—
count the proxin iy e ect In such structures flL] are in
good agreem ent w ith experim ental results [12 M uli-
term inal SN structures have been suggested to produce
entangled electron pairs @-g‘, ié_l‘]

So far, crosscorrelations, i. e., current correlations in—
volving di erent tem inals, were m easured only in nor-
m alsmg]e—channelheterost:cucmres t_LS T hese have con—

m ed the prediction l:lG that current crosscorrelations
In a ferm donic system are alwaysnegative. To our know
edge, there is no m easurem ent of crosscorrelations in a
system w ith superconducting contacts up to now . The-
oretically, positive crosscorrelation w ith a singlechannel
beam splitter for A ndreev paJJ:s Jn}acted from a super—
conductor have been predicted Q7] Th a setup in which
crosscorrelations between a nomm al lead and a tunnel
Ing probe are considered, the sign ofthe correlationswas
found to depend crucially on the sam ple geom etry @-Q‘]
A num erical study found positive crosscorrelations in a
threeterm inaldevice w ith a faw channelsw ith ferrom ag—
netic contacts Q-g‘i]

In this Letter we nd the fill counting statistics of a
m any-channel beam splitter that divides a supercurrent
In two nom al quasiparticle currents. W e calculate the

distrbbution of the transm itted charges taking the prox—
In ity e ect into acocount. For com parison we also calcu—
late the FCS for the case In which the superconducting
termm inal is replaced by a nom alone.

The setup of our threeterm inal device w ith one su—
perconducting and tw o nomm alm etal term inals is shown
n Fi. :}' A 1l three term inals are connected by tunnel
Jjinctions to a sm allnom alm etalisland. W e assum e the
island to be large enough, that we can neglect charging
e ects, and an all enough that we can treat the G reen’s
functions of the island as constant. Thus, we are re—
stricted to energies below the T houless energy of the is-
land. T he system isthen appropr:late]y descnbed by the
circuit theory ofm esoscopic transport {20 w ithin which
the counting statistics is easily accessble B, i1, 211.

The circuit elem ents that are In portant for our case
are nom al, resp. superconducting tem inals and tunnel
connectors. The tem nals are describbed by quasiclassi-
cal G reen’s fiinctions, which depend on the type of the
term nal N or S), chem icalpotential, tem perature T and
a counting eld . W e assum e zero tem perature and a
sym m etric bias at the two nom al tem inals. Since we
are interested in correlations between currents in di er-
ent termm inals, we Introduce di erent counting elds. The
volage is chosen such that &V . Charge transport
@t T = 0) occursthen only in the interval £ j &V and
we need to consider only this energy intervalbelow .

T he G reen’s functions of the two nom alterm nals are
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FIG .1: Threetem inalbeam -splitter. O ne superconducting

or nom al temm inal (S or N) and two nom al term inals (N ;

and N ;) are tunnelcoupled by conductances g, g1 and gz to

a common centralnode . A current is passed from S/N into

the two nom al keads that are kept at the sam e voltage. Ideal

passive charge counters are indicated by the counting elds
r 1 and 2.


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0201579v2

then given by

Gip=¢ '#*PGye T 7y M)
where Gy is the sam e for both nom al temm inals. At
zero tem perature Gy At (1 + i prES]
eV and Gy "33+ sgnE )N (1 + 1) PrE j> ev.
Here *; (i) denote Paulim atrices in Nambu K eldysh)—
space. The counting rotation m atrix is g “3 1. The
superconducting term nalin equilbrium is characterized
by Gs ~11 and a counting eld ,thatentersasin @).
If one node is connected to M tem inals by m eans of
tunnel connectors, one can nd a general form of the
FCS,ie. theprobabiliy P N 1;:::;Ny ) thatN;.0m )
charges are counted in term nall@;:::;M ). The un-
known G reen’s finction ofthe centralnode is denoted by
G . Them atrix currents into the centralnode are given
by I = % G.;Gx ,wheretheindexk = 1;:::;M labels
the term inals and g is the conductance of the respective
Jjinction. T he G reen’s fiinction of the centralnode is de—
tem Ined by m E@trix current}%)nservatjon onjthe central

M _ 1
k=11 =

node, reading }]f:lngk;Gc = 0. Em-—

r

ploying the nom alization condition G i = 1, the solution
is

Py G
19
Ge= gp——dD~=toC : @)
km =1 FkGm GkxiGm =2
To nd the cumulantgenerating function (CGF)
S of PNq;:::;Ny ) we J'ntegliate the equatjc_ms
( =e)@S ( 1;:::; M )=@ x = dE Tr x Ix=8e f_22:_].
W e obtain
v
tOZ dr H i
S( 1720 mw)= — —Tit IHE GG
e 2 2
km=1

This is the general result for an M -tem inal geom etry
In which all term inals are tunnelcoupled to a com m on
node.

W e now evaluate Eq. (::J") for our three term mnal setup.
Introducing p; = 29g:=(@* + (@ + 92)%) we nd
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This result for the cum ulant-generating function incor-
porates all statistical transport properties for our present
setup. T he inner argum ent contains counting factors for
the di erent possible processes. A tem exp (i( x + 1
2) 1) corresponds to an event in which two charges
leave the superconducting tem inal and one charge is
counted in temm inalk and one charge in term inall. The
prefactors are related to the corresponding probabilities.
For instance, p; is proportional to the probability of a
coherent tunneling event of an electron from the super—
conductor into term inal 1. A ooherent pairtunneling
process is therefore weighted w ith pf . This is acoom pa—
nied by counting factors which describe either the tun-
neling oftw o electrons into term inall ) [counting factor
exp (12 ( 1) )) 1] or tunneling into di erent temm i-
nals [counting factorexp (i( 1+ 2 2 )) 1]. Thedoublk
square-root finction show s that these di erent processes
are non-separable.

Tt is Interesting to com pare Eq. (:ff) w ith the case in
w hich the superconductor is replaced by a nom alm etal.
The resulting CGF is
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4991 o)=@+ g1 + 92)?. Thus, one of the
square roots In Eq. ('_4) can be attrbuted to the muli-
ple tunnel-junction geom etry, which is already present in
the nom alcon guration. T he second square root In the
CGF for the superconducting case m ust then be due to
the proxin ity e ect.

W e now evaliate some average transport proper—
ties of the SNN-system and compare them to the
N NN-case. The currents into the di erent temm i
nals are obtained from derivatives of the CGF : Iy
( 1e=%)@S=Q@ xJj,- ,- —=o. The transconductances
Gy = It=V into tem inalk 1;2) are then given by
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The superscript S N ) denotes the SN NNN)-
case. Noise and crosscorrelations are obtained
from second derivatives of the CGF, i e, PJ
@e’=)@*S (15 27 )=@ x@ 1J,- ,- =p. We dene
Fano factors Fy; = P.J;=2el, and we denote the Fano
factor of the total current wih F Fi1 + Foy +
2F1,. W e also calculate the third cum ulant of the to—
tal charge transfer (nomm alized to the Poisson value)
Cs = (ie=Tty)@3S (0;0; )=@ *j_(. The resulks in the
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FIG . 2: Conductance, Fano factors, crosscorrelations and
third cum ulant of the beam splitter. The thick lines corre—
soond to the SNN —case and the thin lines to the N NN —case.
The conductance (upper-eft panel) in the superconducting
case shows a maxinum around g = g; + gz . In the nom al
state, the conductance varies between g and g; + g2 . In both
cases, the current noise (upperright panel) show s a suppres—
sion around g = g; + g2 as com pared to the lim iting values
of2 In the SNN —<case and 1 in the N NN —case. Large positive
crosscorrelations occur In the superconducting case (lower—
lkeft panel), whereas they are always negative in the nomm al
case. Around g = g; + g2, the superconducting crosscorre—
Jations becom e negative. Note, that what is plotted here is
fls;N = Ff’;N @ + 92)°=g19. The third cum ulants (lower—
right panel) are always positive. Around g = g; + gz they
are strongly suppressed. In the SNN —case, C3S has a double-
m inin um here, as shown in the blow-up.

superconducting case are
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In the N NN case, on the other hand, we nd
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A 1l other Fano ﬂ‘;\cto? can be deduced from Fi, and
F using the relations [ Fx1 = 0 and Fx; = Fx. The
transport properties are summ arized In Fig. u_Z In the

gure the crosscorrelationsare plotted as £1, = F1, (@1 +
92)?=g1g, . M ost rem arkably, the crosscorrelations F 5,
arepositive ifx issm all, whereasF |, isalvaysnegative in
the nom alstate. Here, the Fano factorF S @V ) is close
to 2(1). Going to the regine g (@ + 92) suppresses
the Fano factor F 5 @) below 2 (1) and leads to negative
crosscorrelationsFf, . In the lin iting case g = (g1 + 92)
the Fano factorsare F° = 3=4 and FY = 1=2, and the
crosscorrelations are F2, = FI, = go=4(@ + %)?.
The third cumulant is always positive, but shows a
strong suppression around the resonant conductance ra—
tibog= (@ + ¢). In the Imit of smallx (xy ) the third
cum ulant is 4 (1), corresponding to the e ective charge
squared transfered In a tunneling process '[5]. H ow ever,
the variation with g=(; + gz) In the SNN-case ismore
pronounced than in the N NN case.

A san interesting side rem ark wepointoutthatF >, = 0
and FS = 1 forx? = 1=5. This looks ke a signature
of uncorrelated charge transfer in units of e. However,
the third cumulant C§ = 13=25 di ers from the corre—
soonding value for uncorrelated le-charge transfer, viz.,
C3 = 1. Thus, higher correlations show that the charge
transfer is still correlated.

W e brie y discuss the n uence ofan asymm etry g; €
g, of the beam splitter. The crosscorrelations are re—
duced, both in the SNN and in the NNN case. How—
ever, the positive crosscorrelations in the superconduct—
Ing state persist for all values of the asym m etry. Cum u—
lants of the total charge transfer lke the conductance,
FSM and c5™ are independent of this asymm etry.

Using the CGF from Eq. (:fl),wecan dentify the phys—
ical processes kading to our previous results. W e have
seen from U) that positive crosscorrelations are found if
g=(g1 + o) isnotcloseto 1. Then, pi;» 1 and we can
expand Eq. (:ﬁf) n p;;2 . D ropping the trivial dependence
on ,theCGF can be written as
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The CGF is com posed of three di erent term s, corre—
soonding to a charge transfer of 2e either into term inall
ortem inal2 (the rsttwo temm sin the bracket) or sepa—
rate charge transfer into term nals 1 and 2. A coording to
the generalprinciples of statistics, sum sofCG F s of inde—
pendent statistical processes are additive. T herefore, the
CGF ‘{_9) is a sum of CGFs of Independent P oissonian
processes. C rosscorrelations are obtained from deriva—
tives wih respect to ;1 and ,. Thus, the st two
term s in {_9) corresoonding to tw o-particle tunneling ei-
ther nto term inall or 2 do not contribute. Tt isonly the
last term which yields crosscorrelations, and those are
positive. Poissonian statistics are the statistics of un—
correlated events, which in our case m eans all tunneling
events are independent. Thus, a two-particle tunneling



event Into one of the nom al term inals is not correlated
w ith other tunneling events and does not contribute to
crosscorrelations, but only to the autocorrelations. T he
tw o-particle tunneling into di erent tem inals, however,
is autom atically positively crosscorrelated. T he crosscor—
relations are therefore positive.

The total probability distrbbution P N ,;N,) corre—
soonding to ('_9) can be found. It vanishes for odd values
of N; + N,) and for even values it is

Nq1+N,
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Here we have de ned the average number of trans-
fored electrons N = t,G°V=e and the probabilities
Tip) = 1= + 92) that one electron leaves the is-
land into tem inal 1 (2). If one would not distinguish
electrons in term inals 1 and 2, the charge counting dis—
tribution can be cbtained from (4) by setting ; =

2 = and perform ing the integration. This lads
toPS (N )= exp( N=2)N =2)" ?=@N=2)!, which corre-
sponds to a P oisson distrdbution ofan uncorrelated trans-
fer of electron pairs. The full distrdbution @-(_3) is given
by PS, N1+ N;), multiplied with a partitoning factor,
w hich corresponds to the number ofwayshow N; + N,
dentical electrons can be distrbbuted am ong the tem i-
nals 1 and 2, wih respective probabilitties T; and Ts.
Note, that T; + T, = 1, since the electrons have no other
possibility to leave the island.

In contrast to that, we cbtain in the nom al case for
t,, 1 the probability distribution:

N, N
1 N2N2

e :
Nq! Ny!

TNy =e M a1
H ere we have abbreviated the average num ber transfered
Into term inaliby N ;. Thus, the distrdbution in the nor-
m al case is the product of two Poisson distrbutions of
charge transfers into the two tem nals. In the supercon—
ducting case such a factorisation is not possble.

In conclusion, we have studied the fiill counting statis—
tics of a three-term inaldevice w ith one superconducting
and two nom al leads. The system is biased such that a
supercurrent is passed from the superconductor into the
two nom al leads, w ith no net current between the nor-
m al leads. Thus, the device acts as a sort ofbeam split-
ter. W e have calculated the full distribution of tranan it—
ted chargesusing the extended K eldysh-G reen’s finction
m ethod fully accounting for the proxim ity e ect. Our
main ndinhg are lJarge positive crosscorrelations of the
currents in the two nom altem inals In a w ide param eter
range. T hese should be easily accessible experin entally.
T hese positive correlations orighate from independent
Poisson processes of coherent tunneling of charges into
the di erent tem inals. These dom nate the crosscorre—
lations, since two-particle tunneling into the sam e lead

does not contribute to the crosscorrelations. W e have
also calculated the third cum ulant which provides addi-
tional inform ation on the current statistics not contained
In the current noise.
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