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W e have investigated the e�ects ofquantum uctuations ofquasiparticles on the operation of
superconducting radio-frequency single-electron transistors(RF-SETs)forlargevaluesofthequasi-
particle cotunneling param eter � = 8E J=E c,where E J and E c are the Josephson and charging
energies.W e�nd thatfor� > 1,subgap RF-SET operation isstillfeasible despitequantum uctu-
ationsthatrenorm alize the SET charging energy and wash outquasiparticle tunneling thresholds.
Surprisingly,such RF-SETsshow linearity and signal-to-noiseratio superiorto thoseobtained when
quantum uctuationsare weak,while stilldem onstrating excellentcharge sensitivity.

PACS num bers:73.23.H k,74.40.+ k,85.35.G v

The radio-frequency single electron transistor (RF-
SET)isahighlysensitive,fastelectrom eter,and hasbeen
suggested as a potentially quantum -lim ited linear am -
pli�ersuitableform easurem entsofindividualelectronic
charges[1,2,3,4].Recentinvestigationshaveaddressed
useoftheRF-SET asan electrom eter[4,5,6],a readout
device forcharge based qubits[7,8,9],and a sensorfor
real-tim e electron counting experim ents [10]. Linearity
is a fundam entalassum ption of theoreticaldiscussions
ofthe quantum lim itsofam pli�ers[1,11]. Nonetheless,
there hasbeen no detailed investigation ofthe range of
linearresponseforthe RF-SET.
M osttheoreticalstudiesofRF-SET perform ancefocus

on norm alm etalSETs,either in the sequentialtunnel-
ing [1,12,13]orcotunneling regim es[2],while m ostex-
perim ents are perform ed using a superconducting SET
(SSET)[6,7,8,10]. Transportin the SSET can be di-
vided into tworegim es,depending on therelativesizesof
thebiasvoltageVdc and superconducting gap �:above-
gap (eVdc > 4�),dom inated by Coulom b blockade of
quasiparticles,and subgap (eVdc < 4�),dom inated by
com binationsofquasiparticle and resonantCooperpair
tunnelingknown asJosephson-quasiparticle(JQ P)cycles
[14,15].W hilethebestchargesensitivitiesarefound for
above-gap operation [6],the SSET backaction| the rate
atwhich itdephasesa m easured system | islargestthere
[1,3,9]. Recentwork has focused on subgap operation
for which backaction is signi�cantly reduced,and shot
noise isnon-Poissonian [3,7,16]. Theoreticalstudiesof
quantum uctuationsin the SSET have been lim ited to
above-gap cotunneling ofquasiparticles[17].In thisLet-
ter we �nd that linearity and subgap quantum charge
uctuationsin superconducting RF-SETsareintim ately
related: as quantum uctuations strengthen, linearity
and signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) im prove, while charge
sensitivity rem ainsexcellent.
O ur SSETs consist of a sm all island connected to

m acroscopic leadsvia two Al/AlO x/Altunneljunctions
J1(2) with norm alstate resistances R 1(2) as illustrated

FIG .1: (a)Schem aticdiagram oftheSET illustratingRF op-
eration.A voltage vin consisting ofdcand RF biasesVdc and
vrf isincidenton a tank circuitconsisting ofan inductorL,a
capacitor C p,and the SET,with tunneljunction resistances
and capacitances R 1(2) and C 1(2). A sm allcharge oscillation
q0 cos!m t m odulates the reection coe�cient � ofthe tank
circuit and therefore the reected voltage vr. (b) Electron
m icrograph ofS2 (taken after allm easurem ents). G ates G 1
and G 2 wereused vary theSET o�setcharge.(c)Powerspec-
trum ofvr for q0 = 0:063erm s and !m =2� = 100 kHz. The
m easured sideband power and noise oor were used to �nd
the charge sensitivity and SNR ofthe RF-SET.

in Fig.1(a).W ehavefabricated and characterized three
sam ples, S1, S2, and S3 with total resistance R n =
R 1 + R 2 of58,38 and 24k
;an electron m icrograph of
S2 isshown in Fig.1(b).The sam pleswerem ounted on
the m ixing cham berofa dilution refrigeratoratitsbase
tem perature of20m K . A Nb chip inductorL � 120nH
together with the parasitic capacitance Cp � 0:2pF of
the SET contacts constituted a tank circuit with reso-
nantfrequency fL C � 1G Hz and quality factorQ � 16.
W e m easured the sam ples’current-voltage (I-V ) char-
acteristicsin an asym m etricvoltage-biased con�guration
[Fig.1(a)]by varying the dc biasvoltage Vdc in the ab-
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TABLE I:Sam pleparam eters.Resistancesarein k
,energies
in �eV,and areasin 10� 3

�m 2.

R n � E c E J � A tot E
0
c E

s
c

S1 58 200 230 22 0.78 4.1 254 |
S2 38 200 250 34 1.08 3.4 291 258
S3 24 190 162 54 2.65 5.0 218 162

sence ofan RF excitation. Details ofRF operation are
sim ilarto thosediscussed elsewhere[4,6].TheSET o�-
setchargeQ 0+ q0 cos!m tconsisted ofadccom ponentQ 0

thatsetthe overallworking pointand an ac com ponent
ofam plitude q0 thatm odulated the reected voltagevr.
Power spectra ofvr [Fig.1(c)]were used to determ ine
the chargesensitivity �q and SNR.
In Fig.2,weshow representativeI-V characteristicsof

the sam plesin the superconducting state,m easured for
di�erentQ 0,with q0 = 0.ForS1,weobserveclearabove-
gap (Vdc >� 800�V)currentm odulation correspondingto
Coulom b blockade ofquasiparticle tunneling [Fig.2(a)].
The m ain sub-gap features corresponding to the JQ P
[14,15]cycles are sharp and clearly distinguished. As
illustrated in Fig.3,the sim plest JQ P cycle consists of
resonanttunnelingofaCooperpairthrough onejunction
and dissipative tunneling oftwo quasiparticles through
the other,transporting two electronsthrough the SET.
The cycle can occur only when the transition 0 ! 1
(1 ! 0) is allowed, i. e., for eVdc > E c + 2� where
E c = e2=2C� is the charging energy of the SET and
C� = C1+ C2+ 2Cg itstotalcapacitance.W hiletheJQ P
cycle is forbidden atlowerbias,atQ 0=e = ng �

1

2
and

eVdc = 2E c Cooper pair tunneling is resonant at both
junctions and the double JQ P (DJQ P) cycle becom es
possible. The fact that sequentialtunneling cannotoc-
curvia eithercyclefor2E c

<
� eVdc <� E c+ 2�isreected

in S1 by a sharp drop in current at Vdc � 630�V just
below the JQ P feature.
As R n decreases, so does current m odulation for

eVdc > 4�,consistentwith suppression ofthe Coulom b
blockade by quasiparticle cotunneling [17]: the m odula-
tion isreduced forS2,and nearly absentforS3 [Fig.2(b)
and (c)].In contrast,featurescorresponding to the JQ P
cycles still exist but becom e progressively less sharp.
Since these cycles involve both Cooper pair and quasi-
particletunneling,wehypothesizethatsubgap quantum
uctuationsofquasiparticlesare strong,while quantum
uctuations ofCooper pairs rem ain weak. Since to the
bestofourknowledge no theoreticaldescription ofsub-
gap quantum chargeuctuationsin theSSET exists,we
providesim ple argum entssupporting ourhypothesis.
W e �rst com pare with known results for above-gap

transport. Following Ref. [17] we de�ne a param eter
� � �

E c

��h

e2
(R � 1

1 + R � 1

2 )= 8E J

E c

characterizingthestrength
of quantum uctuations for quasiparticles, assum ing
R 1(2) = R n=2 and using the Am begaokar-Barato� rela-
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FIG .2: I-V characteristics for (a) S1 (b) S2 and (c) S3
(note scale change),were chosen for Q 0 showing the D JQ P
process (red),the JQ P process (blue),and an interm ediate
value ofQ 0(green).The arrowsand verticalhash m ark show
the peak-to-peak RF am plitude 2Q vrf and dc bias Vdc for
optim alRF-SET operation.Inset:variation in the m easured
charging energy E c relative to the bare charging energy E

0
c

forS1 (solid triangle),S2 (circle)and S3 (square).Errorbars
indicate uncertainty in E

0
c.Solid line:theoreticalprediction.

tion fortheJosephson couplingenergyE J =
�

4

R K

R n

where

R K = h

e2
.Q uantum uctuationsarenegligiblefor� � 1.

Determ ining E c from thelocation oftheDJQ P peak and
E J from the totaljunction resistance we calculate � as
in TableI.Noneofoursam plessatis�es� � 1,although
forS1 (� = 0:78)som e above-gap Coulom b m odulation
survives.Theprogressivelyweakeningm odulation forS2
(� = 1:08)and S3 (� = 2:65),isconsistentwith previous
results[17].

Cotunneling as described in Ref. [17] occurs only
for Vdc > 4�=e: it results in two quasiparticle ex-
citations and transfers a single electron through the
SET.O ther virtualprocesses,however,rem ain im por-
tant for Vdc < 4�=e. For norm al SETs, E c can be
renorm alized by quantum charge uctuations: e. g.,
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FIG .3: VariousJQ P cycles.HereJ2(1)ison theleft(right)
and Vdc > 0. Solid (em pty) circles indicate quasielectrons
(quasiholes)created duringacycle.(a)JQ P cycle.Beginning
in the state n = 0 (n = 1),where n is the num berofexcess
electronson theSET,thetransition 0 ! 1 (1 ! 0)isallowed,
bringing Josephson tunneling through J1(2) into resonance.
Cooper pair tunneling 1 , � 1 (0 , 2) is interrupted by
quasiparticle tunneling through the opposite junction � 1 !
0 (2 ! 1), com pleting the cycle. (b) D JQ P cycle. W hen
Josephson tunneling issim ultaneously resonantthrough both
J1 and J2,transport occurs via the sequence 0 , 2,2 ! 1,
1 , � 1,� 1 ! 0.(c)Proposed VJQ P cycle.Ifthetransition
0 ! 1 (1 ! 0)isforbidden,itm ay stilloccurvirtually. The
rem aining JQ P transitionsare allowed forrelevantVdc.

near ng = 0, the e�ective charging energy E c �

E 0
c(1 � 4g) where g = RK =�

2R n is the dim ension-
less parallel conductance of the tunnel junctions and
E 0
c the bare charging energy; sim ilar renorm alization

occurs in the superconducting state [5, 18]. Calcu-
lating the �rst-order energy shift due to transitions
n ! n � 1, we �nd the renorm alized charging en-
ergy E s

c = E 0
c(1+ g �

E 0

c

�[�

E 0

c

(1+ 2ng)]+ �[�

E 0

c

(1� 2ng)])

where �(x) =
R1

0
K 2

1(u)e
� xu du and K 1(u) is a Bessel

function.

Using the expression forE s
c,we �nd em pirically that

E 0
c = 254 �eV gives the m easured E c for S1. W e

m easure the totalgeom etric junction area A tot for the
sam ples with an estim ated accuracy of� 20% ,obtain-
ing the values in Table I. Setting E 0

c = e2=2C 0
� where

C 0
� = C 0

1 + C 0
2 + 2Cg and using 2Cg � 80aF,we obtain

C 0
1+ C

0
2 = 195aF asthetotalunrenorm alizedjunction ca-

pacitanceforS1.Scaling thisresultaccordingto A tot we
�nd C 0

� ,E
0
c and �nally E

s
c forS2 and S3 [TableI];agree-

m ent is excellent given the uncertainties in A tot. The
insetto Fig.2 showsthe relative di�erence between E c

and E 0
c scaled by 1=g. The resultsagree with theory to

within ourexperim entalaccuracy,providing strong evi-
dencethatsubgap quantum uctuationsofquasiparticles
occurin oursam ples.

Virtualquasiparticletunneling m ay also play a rolein
subgap transport,as suggested by the softening ofthe
JQ P cycle cuto� in S2 and S3.To illustratesuch e�ects
m oreclearly we show a plotofthe I(Vdc;ng)surfacefor
S2 in Fig.4(a). The JQ P resonances along the 0 , 2
and 1 , � 1 linesand the DJQ P peak attheirintersec-
tion are clearly visible,but there is no sharp cuto� of
the JQ P process below the 1 ! 0 (0 ! 1) thresholds.

Forcom parison,in Fig.4(b)weshow a sim ulation ofthe
currentin S2based on sequentialtunneling[19]atan ele-
vated tem peratureand including photon-assisted tunnel-
ing due to an electrom agneticenvironm ent.Despite the
extrem econditionsthequasiparticletunnelingthresholds
areclearly visible,and theSSET currentdropsnearly to
zero between the JQ P and DJQ P features.The absence
ofquasiparticlethresholdsin Fig.4(a)callsforan expla-
nation outsideofthe sequentialtunneling picture.
A candidate processthatcould allow transportalong

the Cooper pair resonance lines between the JQ P and
DJQ P features is illustrated schem atically in Fig.3(c).
Ifbelow threshold the transition 1 ! 0 (0 ! 1)occurs
virtually,the transitions0 , 2 and 2 ! 1 (� 1 , 1 and
1 ! 0)are allowed,com pleting whatwe callthe virtual
JQ P (VJQ P) cycle. Two quasiparticle excitations are
created,but two electrons are transferred through the
SET,so thattheprocessshould beallowed foreV > 2�.
The energy barrier E b for 1 ! 0 (0 ! 1) vanishes at
threshold and clim bstoE b � Ec+ 2�attheDJQ P peak.
The process can be neglected ifthe allowed quasiparti-
cle tunneling rate �qp is sm allcom pared to the inverse
dwelltim eofthevirtualquasiparticle:�qp � E b=�h.Us-
ing �qp = 4�=e 2R n,this becom es R n �

R K

�

2�

E b

,which
is violated for a range of voltages between the DJQ P
and JQ P features. A detailed theoreticalanalysisisre-
quired to determ ine the contribution ofthe VJQ P cycle
to transport.
In contrastto thequasiparticlethresholds,featuresas-

sociated with Cooper pair tunneling are visible in both
the data and the sim ulation,suggesting that the num -
ber ofCooper pairs is wellde�ned. For the JQ P pro-
cess at resonance, the Cooper pair tunneling rate is
�cp � E2

J
=�h�qp = �

8

E J

�h
[20]. Dem anding that energy

broadening due to Cooperpairtunneling be sm allcom -
pared to the typicalenergy barrier4E c for virtualtun-
neling gives 2�h�cp=4E c = �

16

E J

E c

� 1, which is easily
satis�ed even forS3.ForS2 and S3,then,quantum uc-
tuations are signi�cant for quasiparticles but sm allfor
Cooperpairs.
W enow turn toRF operation.O ptim aloperatingcon-

ditionswereselected asfollows:asm allchargeoscillation
q0 � 0:006e rm s was applied and the SNR determ ined
from thepowerspectrum ofvr asin Fig.1(c).Subgap op-
eration (allsam ples)and above-gap operation (S1)were
optim ized overdc biasVdc,rfbiasvrf and o�setcharge
Q 0. W e m easured SNR versus input am plitude q0 for
each optim ization and determ ined the chargesensitivity
�qusing�q= q0p

B W
10� SN R =20 wheretheresolution band-

width BW = 1kHzand SNR isin dB [6].
The optim ized biases for S1 and S3 are indicated in

Fig.2 and the resultsofthe �q and SNR m easurem ents
in Fig.5. For S1 the best �q = 9 � 10� 6 e=

p
Hz was

found for Vdc = 860 �V, consistent with previous re-
sults [6]. Linearity,however,waspoor: as q0 increases,
the m easured SNR rapidly becom es sublinear, and �q
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FIG . 4: False color im ages of I(Vdc;ng) for (a) S2 at
T = 20 m K (b) a sim ulation at T = 200 m K assum ing an
electrom agnetic environm ent with im pedance R env = 50 

and tem perature Tenv = 1 K . Cooper pair resonance lines
0 , 2 (� 1 , 1)and quasiparticletunneling thresholds1 ! 0
(0 ! 1)are indicated by the dashed and solid lines.

worsens [Fig.5(a)]. Since �q apparently does not sat-
urate even for q0 = 4:5 � 10� 3erm s it is unclear how
sm allq0 m ust be to achieve linear response. For sub-
gap operation (Vdc = 600 �V) of S1 [Fig. 5(b)], we
�nd �q � 1:3� 10� 5 e=

p
Hz,with SNR nearly linearto

q0 <� 0:01erm s. Since �q appearsclose to saturation at
q0 = 3:1 � 10� 3erm s,we m ay have approached linear
response.
For S3 the best operating point occurred at Vdc =

440�V [Fig.5(c)],between theDJQ P and JPQ features
with �q � 1:2� 10� 5 e=

p
Hz,better than that for sub-

gap operation ofS1. M oreover,linearity wasvastly im -
proved: the SNR rem ains linear and �q nearly at to
q0 = 0:038erm sindicating thatwe have achieved linear
response in this sam ple. For S2 (data not shown) the
best �q � 1:2� 10� 5 e=

p
Hz also occurred subgap,and

the SNR waslinearto q0 � 0:02erm s.
W e can now m akesom e generalstatem entsaboutthe

e�ects of quantum uctuations on RF-SET operation.
Forsam pleswith sm aller� such asS1,transportisfairly
welldescribed by the sequentialtunneling picture: I-V
characteristicsaresharp and vary strongly with Q 0 giv-
ing rise to excellentcharge sensitivity. The sam e sharp-
ness,however,prevents good linearity,since a large q0
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FIG .5: Charge sensitivity �q and SNR (linearscale)versus
q0 in e rm s for (a) S1,above gap,(b) S1,subgap,and (c)
S3,subgap. Charge sensitivity (solid red sym bols)isplotted
on the left axis and SNR (open blue sym bols) on the right.
For reference,the SNR for linear response is plotted as the
dashed linesfor�q m easured atthe sm allestq0.

necessarily m oves the SET far from optim aloperation.
For sam ples with larger � such as S3,quantum uctu-
ations cause at least two im portant e�ects. First,the
subgap featuresaresm oothed and broadened,im proving
linearity: e.g.,in S3 there is no \dead spot" between
theDJQ P and JQ P featuresforwhich theSSET current
is roughly independent ofQ 0. Second,renorm alization
ofE c m ovestheDJQ P featureto lowerbias,so thatthe
optim alrfam plitudeofabout(2�� E c)=eincreaseswith
�.Finally,thesm allerR n sim pli�esim pedancem atching
between the RF-SET and the 50
 coaxialline.

In conclusion, we have investigated the inuence of
quantum charge uctuations on the charge sensitivity
and SNR of RF-SETs. W e �nd that RF-SETs with
� >
� 1{2 (strong quantum uctuations)show both good

linearity and good charge sensitivity. In contrast,RF-
SETs with � < 1 (weak quantum uctuations) show
poorlinearity and only m odestly bettercharge sensitiv-
ity. These �ndings assum e particular im portance given
interestin theRF-SET asa potentially quantum -lim ited
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linear am pli�er. W e have achieved linearresponse only
for subgap operation in sam ples with � >

� 1 for which
quantum uctuationsofquasiparticlesaresubstantial.
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