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W e have investigated the e ects of quantum

uctuations of quasiparticles on the operation of

superconducting radio—frequency single-electron transistors RF -SET s) for large valies of the quasi-
particle cotunneling parameter = 8E ;=E., where E; and E. are the Josephson and charging

energies. W e nd that for

> 1, subgap RF-SET operation is still feasble despite quantum uctu-—

ations that renom alize the SET charging energy and wash out quasiparticle tunneling thresholds.
Surprisingly, such RF-SET s show linearity and signalto-noise ratio superior to those obtained when
quantum uctuations are weak, while still dem onstrating excellent charge sensitivity.

PACS numbers: 7323Hk, 74404k, 8535G v

The radio-frequency single electron transistor REF-
SET ) isa highly sensitive, fast electrom eter, and hasbeen
suggested as a potentially quantum —lin ited linear am —
pli er suitable for m easurem ents of individual electronic
charges I,I,I,I]. R ecent investigations have addressed
use ofthe RF-SET as an electrom eterl, ,1], a readout
device fr charge based qubits I, H, 81, and a sensor for
realtin e electron counting experin ents .]. Linearity
is a fundam ental assum ption of theoretical discussions
of the quantum lim its of am pli ers I,.]. N onetheless,
there has been no detailed nvestigation of the range of
linear response for the RE-SET .

M ost theoretical studies of RFSE T perfom ance focus
on nom almetal SET s, either In the sequential tunnel-
ng I,.,.] or cotunneling regin es l], while m ost ex—
perin ents are perform ed using a superconducting SET
(SSET) I,I, ,.]. Transport in the SSET can be di-
vided Into two regim es, depending on the relative sizes of
the bias voltage V4. and superconducting gap : above—
gap EVge > 4 ), dom nated by Coulomb blockade of
quasiparticles, and subgap (€V4c < 4 ), dom inated by
com binations of quasiparticle and resonant C ooper pair
tunneling know n as Josephson-quasiparticle (JQ P ) cycles
0,101, W hik the best charge sensitivities are ound for
above-gap operation l], the SSET backactjon| the rate
at which it dephases a m easured system | is Jargest there
I,I,l]. Recent work has focused on subgap operation
for which backaction is i cantly reduced, and shot
noise is non-P oissonian quil,.]. T heoretical studies of
quantum uctuations in the SSET have been 1im ited to
above-gap cotunneling of quasiparticles .]. In this Let-
ter we nd that linearity and subgap quantum charge

uctuations in superconducting RF-SET s are Intim ately
related: as quantum uctuations strengthen, linearity
and signalto-noise ratio (SNR) inprove, whilke charge
sensitivity rem ains excellent.

Our SSETs consist of a amnall island connected to
m acroscopic leads via two A /A 1 /A 1tunnel junctions
J1 (2) wih nom al state resistances R; () as illustrated
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FIG.1l: (@) Schem aticdiagram ofthe SET illustratihg RF op—
eration. A volage vin consisting ofdc and RF biases V4. and
vye Is Incident on a tank circuit consisting of an inductor L, a
capacitor Cp, and the SET, w ith tunnel junction resistances
and capacitances R ) and C; ). A sm all charge oscillation
o cos !'m t m odulates the re ection coe cient of the tank
circuit and therefore the re ected voltage vr.. () E lectron
m icrograph of S2 (taken after allm easurem ents). Gates G 1
and G 2 wereused vary the SET o set charge. (c) Power spec—
trum of vy or g = 0:063emsand !y =2 = 100kHz. The
m easured sideband power and noise oor were used to nd
the charge sensitivity and SNR ofthe RF-SET .

in Fig.lM@). W e have fabricated and characterized three
samples, S1, S2, and S3 wih total resistance R, =
R1+ R, 0f58, 38 and 24k ; an elctron m icrograph of
S2 is shown in Fig.l@). The sam ples were m ounted on
the m ixing chamber of a dilution refrigerator at its base
tem perature of20mK . A Nb chip inductor L 120 nH
together w ith the parasitic capacitance Cy 02 pF of
the SET contacts constituted a tank circuit w ith reso—
nant frequency fr ¢ 1 GHz and quality factorQ 16.
W e m easured the sam ples’ currentvolage (I-V) char-
acterdstics iIn an asym m etric voltagebiased con guration
Fig.l@)] by varying the dc bias voltage V4. in the ab-
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TABLE I:Sam pleparam eters. R esistances are in k , energies
in eV,and areasin 10 > m?.

| R E. Ey Awe EO  ES
si| 58 200 230 22 0.8 41 254 |
s2| 38 200 250 34 108 34 291 258
S3| 24 19 162 54 265 50 218 162

sence of an RF excitation. D etails of RF operation are
sim ilar to those discussed elseswhere [,[l]. The SET o -
set chargeQ o+ ¢ cos !, toonsisted ofa dc com ponentQ g
that set the overallworking point and an ac com ponent
of am plitude ¢y that m odulated the re ected voltage v, .
Power spectra of v, Fig.M(c)] were used to detem ine
the charge sensitivity gand SNR.

In Fig.ll, we show representative I-V characteristicsof
the sam ples in the superconducting state, m easured for
dierentQ g, wih g = 0.ForSl, we observe clear above—
gap (Vgc ~ 800 V) currentm odulation corresponding to
Coulomb blockade of quasiparticle tunneling Fig.l@)].
The main sub-gap features corresponding to the JQP
1, 1] cycles are sharp and clarly distinguished. As
illustrated in Fig.l, the sinplest JQP cycle consists of
resonant tunneling ofa C ooper pair through one jinction
and dissipative tunneling of two quasiparticles through
the other, transporting two electrons through the SET .
The cycle can occur only when the transition 0 ! 1
@ ! 0) isallowed, i. e, PreVy. > E.+ 2 where
E. = &?=2C is the charghg energy of the SET and
C = C1+Cy+ 2C4 itstotalcapacitance. W hile the JQ P
cyck is forbidden at owerbias, at Qo=e = ny; 3 and
eVg4e = 2E. Cooper pair tunneling is resonant at both
Junctions and the double JQP (D JQP) cycl becom es
possbl. The fact that sequential tunneling cannot oc—
curvia eithercycle or2E. < eVg. < E.+ 2 isre ected
In S1 by a sharp drop In current at Vge 630 V Tust
below the JOP feature.

As R, decreases, so does current m odulation for
&Vg4ce > 4 , consistent w ith suppression of the Coulomb
blockade by quasiparticle cotunneling ]: the m odula—
tion is reduced for S2, and nearly absent ©rs3 Fig. l©)
and (c)]. In contrast, features corresponding to the JQ P
cycles still exist but becom e progressively less sharp.
Since these cycles Involve both C ooper pair and quasi-
particle tunneling, we hypothesize that subgap quantum

uctuations of quasiparticles are strong, while quantum

uctuations of C ooper pairs rem ain weak. Since to the
best of our know ledge no theoretical description of sub—
gap quantum charge uctuations in the SSET exists,we
provide sin ple argum ents supporting our hypothesis.

We rst compare with known resuls for abovegap
transport. Follow ng Ref. [[]] we de ne a param eter

== R/, Y+R, N = 2L characterizing the strength
of quantum uctuations for quasiparticles, assum ing

Ri@) = Ry=2 and using the AmbegackarBarato rela—
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FIG.2: IV characteristics for (@) S1 () S2 and (c) S3
(note scale change), were chosen for Q¢ show ing the DJQP
process (red), the JQP process (plie), and an intem ediate
value ofQ ¢ (green). T he arrow s and verticalhash m ark show
the peak-topeak RF am plitude 2Q vi¢ and dc bias V4. for
optin alRF-SET operation. Inset: variation In the m easured
charging energy E . relative to the bare charging energy ES
for S1 (solid trianglk), S2 (circle) and S3 (square). E rror bars
indicate uncertainty in Eg . Solid line: theoretical prediction.

w here

tion forthe Josephson coupling energy E; = ii
Rg = e% . Quantum uctuationsarenegligble for 1.
D eterm ining E . from the location ofthe D JQ P peak and
Es; from the total jinction resistance we calculate as
in Tablkl. N one ofour sam ples satis es 1, although
for S1 ( = 0:78) som e abovegap Coulomb m odulation
survives. T he progressively w eakeningm odulation for S2
( = 108) and S3 ( = 2:65), is consistent w ith previous
results 1],

Cotunneling as descrbbed in Ref. ] occurs only
for Vg > 4 =e: it results in two quasiparticle ex-
citations and transfers a singlke electron through the
SET . O ther virtual processes, however, rem ain In por—
tant for Vg < 4 =e. For nomal SETs, E . can be
renom alized by quantum charge uctuations: e. g.,
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FIG .3: Various JQP cycles. Here J2 (1) is on the left (right)
and Vg4c > 0. Solid (empty) circles indicate quasielectrons
(quasiholes) created during a cycle. (@) JQP cyclk. Begihning
in the staten = 0 n = 1), where n is the num ber of excess
electronson the SET ,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), complkting the cycle. () DIQP cyclk. W hen
Josephson tunneling is sin ultaneously resonant through both
J1l and J2, transport occurs via the sequence 0, 2,2 ! 1,
1, 1, 1! 0. (c) Proposed VJIQP cycle. If the transition
0! 1 @! 0) isforbidden, it m ay still occur virtually. T he
rem aining JQ P transitions are allowed for relevant V4. .

(b) DIQP

near ng = 0, the e ective charging energy E.

EJ(1  4g) where g = Rgx = R, is the dimension—
less parallel conductance of the tunnel Jjunctions and
Eg the bare charging energy; sin ilar renomm alization
occurs In the superconducting state [, 1. Calcu-

lating the rst-order energy shift due to transitions
n ! n 1, we nd the renom alized chargihg en-—
ergy ES = Ec L+ gy [y A+ 209)]+ [grd 20y
where () = , KZ()e *duand K, (1) is a Bessel
function.

U sing the expression orES, we nd empircally that
E0 = 254 &V gives the measured E, fr S1. We
m easure the total geom etric junction area A, for the
sam ples with an estin ated accuracy of 20% , obtain—
ing the values in Tabkel. Setting E? = &=2C° where
c®=cf+cl+2Cqy andusing2C, 80aF,we obtain
C %+ 9 = 195aF asthe totalunrenom alized jinction ca—
pacitance for S1. Scaling this result according to Ao we

ndC?%,E% and naly E$ ©rsS2 and S3 Tabkl]; agree-
ment is excellent given the uncertainties in A¢r. The
inset to Fig.ll show s the relative di erence between E .
and E? scalkd by 1=g. T he resuls agree w ith theory to
w ithin our experin ental accuracy, providing strong evi-
dence that subgap quantum uctuations ofquasiparticles
occur in our sam ples.

V irtual quasiparticle tunneling m ay also play a roke In
subgap transport, as suggested by the softening of the
JOP cyclk cuto in S2 and S3. To illustrate such e ects
m ore clearly we show a plot ofthe I (Vgc;ng) surface for
S2 in Fig.l@). The JQP resonances along the 0 , 2
and 1, 1 Iines and the D JQ P peak at their intersec—
tion are clearly visble, but there is no sharp cuto of
the JQP process below the 1! 0 (0 ! 1) thresholds.

For com parison, in Fig.lM©) we show a simulation ofthe
current in S2 based on sequentialtunneling '] at an ele—
vated tem perature and including photon-assisted tunnel-
Ing due to an electrom agnetic environm ent. D espite the
extrem e conditions the quasiparticle tunneling thresholds
are clearly visble, and the SSET current drops nearly to
zero between the JOP and DJQP features. T he absence
of quasiparticle thresholds in F ig.ll @) calls or an expla—
nation outside of the sequential tunneling picture.

A candidate process that could allow transport along
the Cooper pair resonance lines between the JQP and
DJQP features is illistrated schem atically in Fig.Hl().
If below threshold the transition 1! 0 (O ! 1) occurs
virtually, the transitions 0, 2and 2! 1 ( 1, 1and
1! 0) are allowed, com plting what we call the virtual
JOP (VJQP) cyclk. Two quasiparticle excitations are
created, but two electrons are transferred through the
SET, so that the process should be allowed forev > 2 .
The energy barrder Ey, or1 ! 0 (0 ! 1) vanishes at
threshold and clinbsto E Ect+ 2 attheDJQP peak.
T he process can be neglected if the allowed quasiparti-
cle tunneling rate g is sn all com pared to the inverse
dwelltin e of the virtual quasiparticle: o Ep=h.Us-
ng g = 4 =e’R,, thisbecomesR, " Z—, which
is violated for a range of voltages between the DJQP
and JQP features. A detailed theoretical analysis is re—
quired to determ ine the contrbution ofthe VJQ P cycle
to transport.

In contrast to the quasiparticle thresholds, features as—
sociated w ith C ooper pair tunneling are visbl in both
the data and the sinulation, suggesting that the num -
ber of Cooper pairs is well de ned. For the JOP pro-—
cess at resonance, the Cooper pair tunneling rate is

o  Ei=h 4 = &= [l]. Demanding that energy
broadening due to C ooper pair tunneling be sn all com —
pared to the typical energy barrier 4E . for virtual tun—
neling gives 2h =4E. = Ri—i 1, which is easily
satis ed even for S3. For S2 and S3, then, quantum uc—
tuations are signi cant for quasiparticles but sm all or
C ooper pairs.

W enow tum to RF operation. O ptin aloperating con—
ditionswere selected as follow s: a an allcharge oscillation
D 0:006e m s was applied and the SNR determ ined
from the power spectrum ofv, asin Fig ll(c) . Subgap op—
eration (all sam ples) and above-gap operation (S1) were
optim ized over dc bias V4., rfbias vir and o set charge
Qog. Wemeasured SNR versus input am plitude ¢ for
each optin ization and determ ined the charge sensitivity

qusing g= 1@2"—710 SNR=20 yhere the resolution band—
width BW = 1kHz and SNR isin dB L1].

T he optin ized biases for S1 and S3 are Indicated iIn
Fig.ll and the results of the g and SNR m easurem ents
in Fig.W. For Sl thebest g= 9 10°e= Hz was
found for Vg = 860 V, consistent wih previous re—
sults [1]. Linearity, however, was poor: as ¢ increases,
the m easured SNR rapidly becom es sublnear, and g



0.4

06 Ve (mV) O

FIG. 4: False color images of I (Vy4c;ng) for @) S2 at
T = 20mK () a sinulation at T = 200 mK assum ing an
electrom agnetic environm ent with im pedance Renvy = 50
and tem perature Tenvy = 1 K. Cooper pair resonance lines
0, 2( 1, 1)andqguasiparticle tunneling thresholds1l ! 0
(0! 1) are indicated by the dashed and solid lines.

worsens Fig.l@)]. Sihce g apparently does not sat—
urate even for o = 455 10 3em s it is unclear how
an all gy must be to achieve linear response. For sub-—
gap operation (Vae = H00 V) of S1 Fig. Mo)], we

nd g 13 10°e= Hz, with SNR nearly linear to
@ < 00lem s. Since g appears close to saturation at
g = 31 10 3e m s, we m ay have approached linear
response.

For S3 the best operating point occurred at Vg. =
440 V Fig.M(©)], betw theDJQP and JPQ features
with g 12 10°e= Hgz, better than that for sub—
gap operation of S1. M oreover, linearity was vastly in —
proved: the SNR rem ains linear and ¢ nearly at to
o = 0:038em s indicating that we have achieved linear
response in this samp]ep For S2 (data not shown) the
best g 12 10°e= Hz also occurred subgap, and
the SNR was linear to ¢op 0:02em s.

W e can now m ake som e general statem ents about the
e ects of quantum uctuations on RF-SET operation.
Forsam plesw ith sm aller such asS1, transport is fairly
well described by the sequential tunneling picture: IV
characteristics are sharp and vary strongly with Q  giv—
Ing rise to excellent charge sensitivity. T he sam e sharp-
ness, however, prevents good linearity, since a large ¢
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FIG.5: Charge sensitivity g and SNR (linear scale) versus
@ In ems or @) S1, above gap, () S1, subgap, and (c)
S3, subgap. Charge sensitivity (solid red sym bols) is plotted
on the kft axis and SNR (open blue symbols) on the right.
For reference, the SNR for linear response is plotted as the
dashed lines for gm easured at the smallest g .

necessarily m oves the SET far from optim al operation.
For samples wih larger such as S3, quantum uctu-
ations cause at least two Im portant e ects. First, the
subgap features are sm oothed and broadened, in proving
linearity: e. g., In S3 there is no \dead spot" between
theDJQP and JOP features forwhich the SSET current
is roughly independent of Q o. Second, renom alization
ofE. movesthe D JQP feature to lower bias, so that the
optin alrfam plitude ofabout (2 E .)=e increasesw ih

. Finally, the sm allerR , sim pli es Im pedancem atching
between the RF-SET and the 50 coaxial line.

In conclusion, we have investigated the in uence of
quantum charge uctuations on the charge sensitivity
and SNR of RF-SETs. We nd that RFE-SETs wih

> 1{2 (strong quantum uctuations) show both good
linearity and good charge sensitivity. In contrast, RF-—
SETs wih < 1 (Wweak quantum uctuations) show
poor linearity and only m odestly better charge sensitiv—
ity. These ndings assum e particular im portance given
Interest in the RF-SET asa potentially quantum —lin ied



linear am pli er. W e have achieved linear response only
r subgap operation in samples with > 1 for which
quantum uctuations of quasiparticles are substantial.
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