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A bstract

An investigation oftherole ofthe proxim ity e�ectin currentcrosscorrelationsin m ultiterm inal,channel-m ixing,

norm al-superconducting system sispresented.Theproposed experim entisan electricalanalog oftheopticalHan-

bury Brown Twissintensity crosscorrelation experim ent.A chaotic quantum dotisconnected via quantum point

contactsto two norm aland one superconducting reservoir.Fordom inating coupling ofthe dotto the supercon-

ducting reservoir,a m agnetic ux ofthe orderofa ux quantum in the dotsuppressesthe proxim ity e�ectand

reversesthesign ofthecrosscorrelations,from positivetonegative.In theoppositelim it,foradom inatingcoupling

to thenorm alreservoirs,theproxim ity e�ectisweak and thecrosscorrelation are positive fora nonidealcontact

between the dotand the superconducting reservoir.W e show thatin thislim itthe correlations can be explained

with particlecounting argum ents.

K ey words: current correlations;m esoscopic transport;superconducting proxim ity e�ect

1. Introduction

In norm alm esoscopicm ultiterm inalconductors,the

crosscorrelation between currentsowing into di�er-

entterm inalsarem anifestly negative.Asshown in Ref.

[1], this is a consequence of the ferm ionic statistics

ofthe electrons.Recently,such negative correlations

wereobserved experim entally [2],in an electricalana-

log [1,3,4]oftheHanbury Brown Twissexperim ent[5]

with photons.

The m anifestly negative crosscorrelationswere de-

rivedundertheassum ptionofnoninteractingelectrons.

In contrast,long range Coulom b interactionsbetween

electronscan giverisetopositivecrosscorrelationsbe-

tween currentsatcapacitivecontacts[6].M oreover,in

Ref.[7]itisdem onstrated thatforinelasticscattering

between edge states in a m ultiterm inalconductor in

thequantum Hallregim e,thecurrentcrosscorrelation

can bepositive.Anothersituation wherepositivecross
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correlationsarepossibleiswhen thenorm alconductor

isconnected to a superconducting reservoir[8].

In a norm al-superconducting system ,electrons can

be converted into holes via Andreev reection at the

interface between the norm alconductor and the su-

perconductor.TheAndreev reection thusintroduces

correlations between electrons and holes in the nor-

m alconductor,a phenom ena known as the proxim -

ity e�ect [9,10].The inuence ofthe proxim ity e�ect

on the current auto-correlations,i.e.the shot noise,

in two-term inalnorm al-superconductorjunctionshas

been studied in Refs.[11,12].

In m ultiterm inalconductors,Andreev reection can

lead to positive cross correlations between currents

owing in thecontactsto thenorm alreservoirs[8,13].

Thiswasoriginally predicted forsingle m ode conduc-

tors[8,13].In contrast,adiscussion ofaveryasym m et-

ricalgeom etry in which one ofthe contacts is a tun-

neling tip suggested negative correlationsin the pres-

enceofchannel-m ixingscattering[14].Interestingly,in

Ref.[15]it was shown that in a m ultiterm inaldi�u-

sive norm al-superconducting system with perfect in-
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terfacesbetween the norm alconductorand supercon-

ducting reservoir,thecrosscorrelationsarem anifestly

negative in the absence ofthe proxim ity e�ect.Posi-

tivecorrelationscan beenforced with thehelp offerro-

m agneticcontacts[16]acasewhich wewillnotdiscuss

herefurther.

Clearly, these very di�erent predictions and their

sensitivity to the speci�c choice of param eters and

geom etry dem and a m ore system atic investigation of

the role ofchannel-m ixing and the proxim ity e�ect.

To investigate the role ofchannelm ixing Boerlin et

al.[17]have analyzed a geom etry with di�usive tun-

neljunctions.Independently,the authors[18]present

a system atic analysis of the current correlations in

a system consisting of a chaotic quantum dot con-

nected via pointcontactsto one superconducting and

two norm alreservoirs.Using the scattering approach

fornorm al-superconductingsystem s[8]in com bination

with a random m atrix theory [9,19]description ofthe

chaotic dot has the advantage ofallowing us to ana-

lyzeboth thecasewith and withoutproxim itye�ecton

thesam efooting.Thegeneric propertiesofthem odel

also m akesourresultsqualitatively relevantform ulti-

term inalnorm al-superconducting structureswith ran-

dom scattering.

2. T he m odel
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Fig. 1. A chaotic quantum dot (grey shaded), acting as a

beam -splitter,is connected to two norm alreservoirs (N 1 and

N 2) and one superconducting reservoir (S) via quantum point

contacts.T here is a m agnetic ux � in the dot.

The three term inaldot-superconductor junction is

shown in Fig.1.A chaotic quantum dot(see Ref.[9]

for de�nition) is connected to two norm alreservoirs

(N 1 and N 2) and one superconducting reservoir (S)

viaquantum pointcontacts.Thecontacttothenorm al

reservoirisperfect,thecontacttothesuperconducting

reservoirhasa m odeindependenttransparency �S .

ThecontactssupportN and M transversem odesre-

spectively.The conductance ofthe pointcontactsare

m uch larger than the conductance quanta 2e
2
=h,i.e.

N ;M �S � 1,so Coulom b blockade e�ectsin the dot

can be neglected.The two norm alreservoirs are held

atthesam epotentialV and thepotentialofthesuper-

conducting reservoiriszero.The m agnetic ux in the

dotis�.

3. C urrentcross correlations

D ue to the random scattering in the dot,the cur-

rent Ii(t) in contact iuctuates around its quantum

statisticalaverage �Ii.W ecalculate thezero-frequency

spectraldensity ofthecurrentcross-correlations

P12 = 2

Z

dt�I 1(t)�I 2(0); (1)

where �I j(t)= Ii(t)� �Ii.The correlation P12 can be

expressed [8]in term softhescattering m atrix S ofthe

totalsystem ,dot and superconductor.To proceed S

can be expressed [9]in term softhe scattering m atrix

Sd ofthedotand theAndreev reection am plitudeat

thecontact-superconductorinterface.

W econsiderthelim itofzero tem peratureand a po-

tentialeV m uchlowerthantheinversedwelltim eofthe

dot,E T h,wheretheenergy dependenceofthescatter-

ing m atrix Sd can beneglected.W ealso assum eeV �

�,where� isthesuperconducting gap.Thisrestricts

the transport to an energy intervalwhere no quasi-

particles can escape into the superconductor.In this

regim e,thescattering m atrix S describesonly scatter-

ing between thenorm alreservoirs.

Noting thatthe currentuctuation isjustthe sum

ofthe uctuations ofelectron and hole currents,the

noisepowercan beconveniently written [8],

P12 = P
ee
12 + P

hh
12 + P

eh
12 + P

he
12 (2)

whereP
��

12
isthecorrelation between�and� quasipar-

ticle currents.Unlike the cross correlations in purely

norm alsystem s[1],which arem anifestly negative,the

cross-correlation P12 canbepositive,becausethecorre-

lationsbetween di�erenttypesofquasiparticles,P
eh
12 +

P
he
12 ,arepositive.

Theensem bleaveraged correlationshP12iarecalcu-

lated using the statisticalpropertiesofthe scattering

m atrix Sd ofthedot[20].Thedetailsofthesecalcula-

tionsare presented in Refs.[18,21],herewe justshow

theresultin Fig.2forvarioustransparencies�S ofthe

dot-superconductorcontact.

Two di�erentregim esforthem agneticux arecon-

sidered.Fora ux m uch sm allerthan theux quanta,

� � h=e,them agnetic ux hasno e�ecton theprox-

im ity e�ect and can be com pletely neglected.In the

opposite regim e,a m agnetic ux larger than the ux

quantum ,� � h=e,e�ectively breaksthe tim e rever-
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salsym m etry in thedotand suppressestheproxim ity

e�ect[19].
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Fig.2.T he ensem ble averaged current cross-correlation hP12i

w ith (solid) and w ithout (dashed) proxim ity e�ect in the dot,

as a function of2N =M �S .T he transparency �S is1:0;0:8 and

0:6 from bottom to top (counting at 2N =M �S = 10).

W e see from Fig.2 that suppressing the proxim -

ity e�ecthasa very di�erente�ectin the two lim its;

dom inating coupling ofthe dot to the norm alreser-

voirs,M �S � N ,and tothesuperconductingreservoir

M �S � N .In the lim itofstrong coupling to the su-

perconducting reservoir,M �S � N ,suppressing the

proxim ity e�ectwith a m agnetic ux in the dotcom -

pletely suppressesthepositivecorrelations.

In thislim it,in thepresenceoftheproxim ity e�ect,

thereisagap in thespectrum around theFerm ienergy

in the dot [19].As a consequence,quasiparticles in-

jected from onenorm alreservoirareAndreevreected,

e�ectively directatthecontact-dotinterface[22],with

unity probability back to the sam e reservoir.This is

shown in Fig. 3 for a perfect contact to the super-

conducting reservoir,�S = 1,however,the scattering

probabilities(asafunction of2N =M �S )areessentially

independentof�S .For2N =M �S ! 0,the scattering

process is thus determ inistic,there is no partition of

incom ing quasiparticlesand henceno noise,P12 = 0.

Increasing thecoupling to thenorm alreservoir,the

probability ofnorm alreection as wellas cross An-

dreev reection,from one reservoir to the other,be-

com es�nite.Asisclearfrom Fig.3,thenorm alreec-

tion isthe dom inantprocess ofthe two.O n a form al

level,we can thusneglecttheterm sin P12 containing

thecrossAndreevreection am plitude.Asseen in Fig.

3,thisgiveshP12i= 2P0(N =M �S ),positivesinceonly

term sin hP
eh
12 i+ hP

he
12 icontribute.HereP0 = 4e

3
=h.

Suppressingtheproxim itye�ect,thegap inthespec-

trum is suppressed and the scattering processes are

strongly m odi�ed.This is clearly seen by com paring

thetwo �guresin Fig.3,showing thescattering prob-

abilities for �S = 1.In the lim it of2N =M ! 0,an

injected electron,which in thepresenceoftheproxim -

ity e�ectwasdirectly back reected asholewith unity

probability to thesam econtact,now hasa probability

1=4 each to leavethedotin thefollowing fourways:as

an electron into contact1 or2 ora holeinto contact1

or2.

Asaconsequence,thecorrelationsbecom enegative,

i.e.there are no positive correlations in the absence

ofthe proxim ity e�ect,sim ilarto whatwasfound for

a m etallic di�usive system [15].Fig.2 dem onstrates

thatthisisindependenton thetransparency �S ofthe

barrierin thedot-superconductorcontact.
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Fig.3.T he probabilities for di�erent scattering processes for

an electron incom ing from reservoir 1,as a function of2N =M

w ith (left) and w ithout (right) a proxim ity e�ect in the dot.

T he pointcontactto the superconducting reservoirisperfectly

transparent, �S = 1. Filled (em pty) circles denote electrons

(holes) and - (. ) denotes quasiparticles leaving to reservoir

1(2).

In theoppositelim it,with aweakcouplingofthedot

to thesuperconductor,M �S � N �N ,thecrosscorre-

lationsareindependentoftheproxim ity e�ect,asseen

in Fig.2.Thisisalso observed forthedi�erentscatter-

ing probabilitiesin Fig.3.An analyticalcalculation of

thecorrelationsin thislim itgivesthesim pleresult

hP12i

P0

=
M

2N
R eh(1� 2Reh) (3)

where R eh = �
2

S =(2 � �S )
2
is the Andreev reec-

tion probability ofquasiparticles incident in the dot-

superconductor contact. There is a crossover from

negative to positive correlations, which occurs for

R eh = 1=2,i.e�S = 2(
p
2� 1)� 0:83.In thislim itof

weak couplingtothesuperconductingreservoir,where

the proxim ity e�ect plays no role, it is possible to

explain the current correlations with straightforward

particlecounting argum ents.

4. Particle counting m odel

In thelim itofweak couplingto thesuperconductor,

a quasiparticle injected from one ofthe norm alreser-

voirwillatthem ostscatteronceatthecontactbetween

the dot and the superconductor (with a probability

R eh toAndreevreect),beforeleavingthedot.Noting

thatan Andreev reection atthedot-superconducting

interface e�ectively leads to an injection ofa pair of

3



particles(electronsorholes),we can equivalently say

thatin thelim itofweak coupling to thesuperconduc-

tor,none ofthe particlesin such an injected pairwill

everreturn to thedot-superconductorcontact,butin-

stead directly and independentlyleavethedotintoone

ofthe norm alreservoirs,with probability T1 = T2 =

1=2 foreach reservoir.Thisprocessisshown schem at-

ically in Fig.4.Based on this,we can,using particle

1

T2 T2

T1T

2

N

N

S

N

N

N
Γ

3
R eh

2

1 1

Fig. 4. Left: Injection of single electrons,corresponding to a

com pletely norm al system . R ight: Injection of pairs of elec-

trons,corresponding to the norm al-superconducting system .

counting statistics argum ents,calculate the probabil-

ityP (N 1;N 2;N p)thatN 1(N 2)electronshaveendedup

in thenorm alreservoir1(2),when N p pairshavetried

to enterthedot.From theprobability P (N 1;N 2;N p),

wecan calculate(thedetailsarepresented in Ref.[21])

thecrosscorrelations,giving

P12 = hN 1N 2i� hN1ihN 2i/ R eh(1� 2Reh): (4)

Thisisjustthesam e aswasfound in Eq.(3),using a

com pletely quantum m echanicalapproach.

Asa com parison,considering theinjection ofsingle

particles (see Fig.4),corresponding to the situation

when the superconducting reservoir is replaced by a

norm alreservoir,we instead get m anifestly negative

crosscorrelations.

From this we can conclude that in the lim it of a

weak coupling to thesuperconductor,thecurrentcor-

relationsare determ ined by the Andreev reection at

the dot-superconductor interface together with inde-

pendentpartitioning ofparticlesinsidethedot.

5. C onclusions

In conclusion,we haveinvestigated the relation be-

tween currentcrosscorrelationsand theproxim ity ef-

fect in a three term inal chaotic-dot superconductor

junction.W e�nd thatboth thesign and m agnitudeof

the correlations can be changed by a weak m agnetic

�eld in thedot,suppressingtheproxim itye�ect.In the

lim itofweak coupling ofthedotto thesuperconduct-

ing reservoir,the currentcorrelation can be found by

particlecounting argum ents.
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