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W e discuss how threshold detectors can be used for a direct m easurem ent of the full distrdbution
of current uctuations and how to exploit Josephson jinctions in this respect. W e propose a schem e
to characterize the fill counting statistics FCS) from the current dependence of the escape rate
measured. W e illistrate the schem e w ith explicit resuls for tunnel, di usive and quasiballistic

m esoscopic conductors.

Quantum noise In electron transport is an actively de—
veloping eld. Noise m easuram ents provide exclisive In—
form ation about m icroscopic m echanisn s of the trans—
port that can hardly be obtained by otherm eans [, 14].
Still, the experim ents In the eld neither m atch the In-
tensive theoretical developm ent nor gather all inform a—
tion about elkctric uctuation. Indeed, the concept of
111 counting statistics pioneered In [E] allow s one to pre—
dict the non-G aussian distribution function ofthe current
measured during a tin e interval , P (I). This distri-
bution is characterized by an In nie set of cum ulants

™ . A traditionalnoise m easurem ent only assesses
the second cum ulant of this set discarding the rest. Re—
cent pioneering work reports a sucoessfiil m easurem ent
ofthe third cum ulant 4], but there is a Iong way to go if
one m easured the cum ulants one by one. It would be ad—
vantageous to m easure the distrbution finction directly
and thus to get all cum ulants at once, thereby collecting
the wealth of inform ation being currently discarded.

W hy is such a m easurem ent di cul? The probabili-
ties to m easure correspond to big deviations of the cur-
rent from isaveragevalue, T hIij’ hli, and are there-
fore exponentially an all. For instance, in the shot noise
regine P (I) ' exp ( hIiG (I=hli) =e), G (I=hIi) " 1
being the function to characterize. O ne has to concen—
trate on very rarem easurem ent outcom esthat occurw ih
probability exp( hIi =e) 0. Such m easurem ents can
only be carried out w ith threshold detectors that discrim —
nate these rare events. Let us discuss an ideal thresh—
old detector that m easures the current during the tine
Interval , and gives a signal if the current m easured ex—
ceeds the threshold current Iy, . The signal probability
w il then be proportionalto P (I, ). To give a realistic
ilustration, a detector that m easures a tunnel Jjunction
wih hTi= 10 pA in the tine interval = 10 ®swould
go o once an hour if Iy, = 2hIi and once ;n 10 s if
Ty, = 1:5hIi. Therefore, if one m easures the rate of the
detector signals as a function of Iy, , one directly assesses
the 11l counting statistics.

A Deit realistic detectors are not ideal. T here are three
In portant factors that can either hinder the interpreta-
tion of such a m easurem ent or even prevent the m easure—
ment: (i) a realistic detector hardly m easures the current
averaged over a certain tin e interval . It is dispersive,

being usually m ore sensitive to longer and sm aller cur—
rent uctuations rather than to bigger and shorter ones.
(i) T he detector m ay produce a signi cant feedback on
the system m easured when it startsto signal, thereby dis—
rupting its noise properties. (iii) T he detector could just
go o by itself, for nstance, due to quantum tunneling.

A Josephson jinction seem s to be a natural threshold
detector for current uctuations. It can be viewed as a
particle in a washboard potential [H], the superconducting
phase di erence  across the junction corresponding to
the particlk’s coordinate. T he junction is in zero-voltage
state provided the current does not exceed the critical
value corresponding to the critical tilt of the washboard
potential. istrapped in one ofthem inim a ofthe poten—
tial, which is sgparated by a barrier from the neighbor-
Ing one. A current uctuation that exceeds the critical
threshold sets into motion and the jinction gives a
sjgnal| a voltage pulse that lasts till is retrapped in a
dierentm Inimum .

In this paper we address the feasbility of Josephson
Jinction system s for m easuring the fi1ll distrdoution of
current uctuations In a m esoscopic conductor. O ur re—
sults are as follow s. T he Josephson jinction is a realistic
detector, all three factors m entioned are in play. A beit
one can m easure the distribution provided the w idth of
thebarrier o 1. Thiscan be realized by a ux division
using tw o inductances. Under these conditions, the third
factor isofno in portance and the rst and second factor
do not hinder the unam biguous correspondence betw een
FCS and the escape rate of the jinction as a function
of Ty, . These theoretical resuls open the way to direct
experim ental observation of FCS.

T he circuit under consideration consists of a nom al
coherent conductor with conductance G iIn series w ith
the Josephson junction (system ) Fig. 1). The system
is biased w ith volage source V kg T=e. T his assures
that the nom al conductor is In the shot noise regine
and its actual tem perature is not relevant. In addition,
we Inpct extra current T, that controls the slope of the
Josephson washboard potential.

If uctuations are neglected, this system can be de-
scribed w ith the celebrated m odel of resistively shunted
Jjinction [E]. The nom al conductor is a source of
non-G aussian current uctuations that instantly tilt the
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FIG .1l: A volage biased m esoscopic conductor w ith conduc-—
tance G provides the noise source for a threshold detector
which is characterized by its threshold current Ly, . L, is an
additional current bias. The Inset shows a possble realiza—
tion of the detector w ith two inductances Li;2, a Josephson
Junction and a negative inductance elem ent.

washboard potentialand can lad to an escape of from
the m ininum . The escape gives rise to an observable
volage pulse. The escape rate in the sam e or sim ilar
system s has been studied for a variety of noise sources
and potentials [6, |7, 18,19]. To our know legde, the non-
G aussian noise sources that are characterized by FCS
were not adressed yet.

To proceed, we begin w ith the fully quantum m echani-
caldescription ofthe system in term sofa K eldysh action
for a single variable [B,[10], that incorporates inform a—
tion about F'C S ofthe nom alconductor and the proper-
ties of the Josephson junction. W e calculate the escape
rate by considering saddlepoint tra pctories of the ac—
tion, A, that connect the potential m nimum w ith the
nearest potentialm axin um . W ith exponential accuracy,
the rate isgiven by ’ exp( ImA=h).

The action consists oftwo term s, A = Aj;+ Ay, CcOr—
resoonding to the elam ents of the circuit. W e denote
by the phases on the forward/backw ard parts of the
K eldysh contour and also use sym m etrized com binations

ofthese ; = (° )=2. T he janction part reads in
a standard way [L0]:
g h’c
A;= dt U(t®)) —22% £°°8 ;
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C being the selfcapacitance of the junction, U ( ) be-
Ing the Josephson energy wih the current bias tem
Included: U () = (h=2e)(fcos + I, ) Pr a sinhgk
Junction. Further we concentrate on overdam ped junc-
tionswhere C G?’h= (2el.) and neglect the capacitance
term . The nom alconductor part we w rite follow ing [11]
In quasistationary approxin ation
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where S characterizes the FCS and the preceding fac—
tor is just the volage drop over the nom al conductor.
T he distrbution of current noise is given by the Fourier

transform of S. D erivatives w ith respect to
the m om ents of the distrdbution.

A ooherent conductor can be presented by a set of
tranan ission eigenvalies T, and S is given by Levitov’s
formula 3]
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G being the conductance quantum . Concrete form s of
S () for speci c conductorsw illbe given below . At !
0,S canbeexpanded n ,S 1 2F=2,F being the
Fano factor that describbes the suppression of shot noise
In com parison w ith the P oisson value [l].

T his quasistationary approxin ation is only valid if
the typicaltine  ofthe m otion along the saddlepoint
trapctory is long In comparison wih h=eV, that is,
eV h. To check the validity of this, we precede the
results w ith sin ple qualitative estin ations.

Let us consider an arbitrary barrier with the width

o and height Uy ’ h=e)Ly, o. The detection tine
can be estin ated equating the potential energy tem
and the tem with — G oh=e)’ = ’ Uy = o, be-
ng a typical value along the tractory. This gives

" h=eV) g (I=Ly). The quasistationary approxi-
m ation thus holds provided I¢ GV I,= o. Let
us estin ate by equating the term which is quadratic
in and the potential term . This gives ' Ty, =I¢ if
I, I, ' 1otherwise. W e seethat if o < 1 then
1. The latter In plies that S ( ) can be expanded
near = 0andonly the rsttwo cumulantsare relevant:
no chance to see the e ect ofFCS.However, if o 1,
can becom e ofthe order of unity w ithout violating the
quasi-stationary approxin ation, and one can observe the
FCS. The quasistationary approxin ation rem ains valid
for < 0

The resulting rate can be estinated as log ’

0G=Goy) . TIf o < 1, this reduces to log '

0 G=Gg )In=I¢t. In the opposite lim i, the estin ation
for the rate reads log ' 0G=Gq) Twm=I¢), Dbeng
a dim ensionless function ’ 1. It is in portant to note
that these expressionsm atch the quantum tunneling rate
Iog n' Uy =h’ G=Gg) § provided eV ' h. There-
fore the quasistationary approxin ation isvalid when the
quantum tunneling rate is negligble and the third factor
m entioned in the Introduction is not relevant. For equi-
Ibrium system s, the situation corresoonds to the welk
known crossover between them ally activated and quan-—
tum processesat kg T / hifl.

W e proceed w ith the quantitative solution. T he tra c—
torieswe are ooking at startatt ! 1 inthem ninum
of the potentialw ith mnins = 0 and approach the
m axin um maxs; = Oatt! 1 . They obey the
equations ofm otion
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Tt is in portant to note that these equationshave a sin ple
Integral of m otion

h
N+ —=IS()=1I (6)
2e
I = 0 for saddlepoint tra fctories of interest. The 11l
action along the tra fctory then reads
Z
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where In the last relation
m eans of Eg[d.

Let us start w ith the results for ¢’ 1. In this case,
one expands the action in tem s of keeping temm s of
the rst and second order only. This inm ediately yields

= i4e(@U=Q@ )=hF I). The general answer for the
escape rate can be obtaned at any shape of the barrier
and reads:

is expressed In tetm sof by

Un in kT

Um ax
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T his is thermm al activation w ith an e ective tem perature
given by the noise In the nom al conductor. A sim ilar
e ect of noise was envisaged In a recent article [17] for
the phase di usion regim e.

How to realize a device where the barrderwidth o
1? It can not be just a single Josephson jinction since
the phase drop on the jinction can notexceed .W ecan
m ake the phase drop overthe junction m uch sn allerthan
the phase drop over the device by ux division w ith two
inductances Li;; In series provided h=@€I;) < L; L,

(see Inset Fig. 1). However, this is not enough since the
energy of the device would be dom inated by that of the
inductances, / 2=(L,+ L1). T his parabolic background
shallbe com pensated w ith a negative inductance (I +
L,) In parallel. Such negative inductance can be m ade
w ith the aid ofan active circuit [13,14] orproperly biased
Josephson junction system [18]. This provides a wide
barrieruU ( ).

W enotice that any function U ( ) can be approxin ated
by a cubic parabola if the tilting of the w ashboard poten—
tial is close to the critical value. This is why we choose
the cubic parabola form
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for actual calculations. It is convenient to require that
the barrier does not change if we change Ir. This can be
done by a corresponding change of I, . To sin plify this
further, we notice that o so that
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Combining this w ith Eg[l, we obtain the escape rates as
a function of Iy, =If for any given FCS.

To stress sin ilarities and di erences w ith them alac—
tivation, we present the results in the form ofA rrheniis—
Ike plots. We pt log 1 units of G=G4) o ver
sus the dim ensionless Ii,=Ir. T hem al activation w ith
the e ective tem perature given by (@) would give a
straight line (dashed lines in the plot). By virtue of
our approach, the rates should exceed the quantum lm it
log n ' (G=Gg) 3. Thismeans that the rates should
saturate at this value provided Ir ! 0. For each choice
ofS ( ) we plot two curves corresoonding to two possible
signs of V. w ith respect to the current via the jinction.
For forward bias, the barrier is crossed when the uctu-
ating current is an aller than the average current. For
backward bias, the barrier is crossed if the uctuating
current is bigger than the average value. T he di erence
between two curves thus re ects the asymm etry of the
current distrdbution w ith respect to the average current.

In Fig. 2, keft panel, we present the resuls for a tun—
nel jainction (S ( ) = & 1) and a di usive conductor
Sq () = (1=4)arccosh? (2e' 1)) [14]. A1l curves ap—
proach the dashed themm al activation lines at It T -
Since the tunnel junction is m ore noisy F = 1 versus
F = 1=3 for a di usive conductor), i generally provides
higher escape rates. H ow ever, the di erence in fiinctional
form of the rates ram ains pronounced even upon rescal-
Ing wih factor 3. The m ost pronounced feature of the
backward biascurves isa plateau at I ! Iy, w ith subse-
quent drop to very an allescape rates’ 1 (peyond the
vertical scale of the plot). This is because the current
distrdbution is restricted: shot noise current is always of
the sam e sign as the average current.

A quasiballistic conductor presents two peculiari-
ties of this kind. W e choose the transm issions of
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0 02 04 06 08 0 02 04 06 08
lin/l¢ len/lt

FIG . 2: Escape rates versus Liy=1Ir for a tunnel (t), di usive
(d) and ballistic (o) m esoscopic conductor. \+ "/\-" refers to
forw ard/backw ard bias respectively. D ashed lines correspond
to the rates due to G aussian noise.



FIG .3: Optin alcurrent uctuations (left panel) and feedback
volage (right panel) versus tin e for di erent conductors and
di erent valies of I, =I¢. Each line corresponds to one point
on the curves in gure 2. Note the di erent volage scales.
T he labels stand for branchjli,=If) : @) b+ j=5, b) b+ j=10,
(©) t91=3, ) d—=j1=3, (e) d—2=3, (H t==3.

all channels to be the same, To = 08, Sy () =

1=To)In 1+ ToE' 1).In thiscase, the current dis-
tribution is restricted from both sides: them aximum cur-
rent uctuation can not exceed the ballistic 1im it I; =

Is=Tg. From this we conclude that the barrier can not
be crossed at forward bias if Iy, > (=T, 1)k = 0251,
as seen In the right panel of Fig. 2. The rate becom es
Increasingly am aller upon approaching this threshold.

T here is an unam biguous correspondence between the
rates as a function of Ir=Iy, and S, that is given by Egs.
@), ) and can be used to characterize the FCS from
the ratesm easured. H ow ever, this relation is in plicit and
m ore com plicated than that ofan idealdetector. A ppar-
ently, this com plication is due to the rst and second
factor m entioned in the Introduction. To ook at i In
m ore detail, we com pute the optin alcurrent and volage

uctuations that sw itch the detector.

The optin al current uctuations are plotted in the
kft panel of Fig. 3 for di erent conductors and I¢. The
curves are sym m etric ow Ing to the sym m etry ofthe cubic
parabola potential. Comm on features are that they all
reach the threshold current at m axinum and their tin e
soread is of the order of . Still, the soread, shape, and
m ost in portantly, the integral of the current over tim e,
varies signi cantly from curve to cuxve. T his proves that
the detector in use is dispersive and su ers from the st
factor m entioned in the introduction.

The third factor isalso n play. W hen m oves, cross—
Ing the potential barrier, the resulting voltage changes
the voltage drop over the nom al conductor thereby af-
fecting the current uctuations in there. This feedback
voltage Vg, is negative for forward bias and positive for
negative one. W e see from the evolution equations that

Ve h— s(Cw® @ 1; a2)
v 2eV (t) @S ( @)

so the change in the voltage drop across the jinction is
quite signi cant if ’ 1. W e check that the negative
feedback can never change the sign of the voltage for
S () In use. The right panel of Fig. 3 presents voltage

uctuations corresponding to the current uctuationson
the kft panel. Interestingly, the posiive feedback can
be very big on the plateau at the backward bias (curves
e, ). In this case, the detector seeks to optin ize the
rare uctuation where alm ost no current is ow ing in the
nom al conductor. The probability of such uctuations
is Increased upon increasing the voltage drop over the
conductor so that the detector provides the extra vol-
age required. Eventually, the feedback can be reduced
w ith an extra resistive shunt overthe Josephson jinction.
However, thiswould decrease  and reduce the region of
applicability of our resuls.

To conclude, we proved that Josesphson jinctions can
be used as threshold detectors for non-G aussian noise
produced by ooherent conductors. O ur theoretical re—
sults facilitate a new type of electric noise m easurem ent:
direct m easurem ent of the fulldistribbution of transferred
charge.
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