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This writeup describes an e cient num erical m ethod for the M onte Carlo calculation of the
spectral density of current in the m ulti-jinction single-electron devices and hopping structures. In
fiture we plan to expand this w rite-up Into a fullksize paper.

PACS num bers:

In this paper we describe an algorithm for the M onte
Carlb calculation of the spectral density S (!) of tuns
neling current in m ukiinction single-elctron devices®
The sam e algorithm is applicable to calculation of the
noise at hopping? because of the problem sim ilarity.
This a}ggx;i%qu has been used In several of our earlier
papersﬁ'ﬂéf:f how ever, it has not yet been described ex—
plicitly (except for revised versions of unpublished paper

B).

The rst spectralcalculations ofthe electron transport

In sihgleelectron devices using the M onte Carlo tech-

nigque have been perform ed in Reﬁ.:g and @; n these

papers the spectral density has been calculated as a

Fourier transform of the correlation function. H owever,

this m ethod is rather slow in the case when the current

I (t) is a sequence of -functions, corresponding to tun—
neling events:
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where t;, isa (random ) tin e of the n-th tunneling event
and ¢, is the corresponding charge transfer. (The se—
quence fq, g is also random and re ects the path in the
space of charge con gurations.) ‘-

A signi cantly faster \standard" a]gor:ii:hm-d (em bed-
ded, for exam ple, into the sin ulation packageM O SE S%)
isbased on the de nition of the spectraldensiy & (!)
of the current I (t) via the square of the Fourier trans-
form L (! )32 . M ore speci cally, for the rectangular tim e
window (naturalin sinulations) there is a relation
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(here h::id denotes ensam ble averaging and 1 is the in ag—
nary uni), whose right hand side tends to S; (! ) In the

ImiT ! 1 .Therefore,
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is a good approxin ation for the true spectral density
S: (!) even for a nite, but large enough tim e interval
T. (Summation n Eq. (3) is over the tunneling events
within fhentervalty < t, < tg+ T). In the standard
m ethod®%2% the ensem bl averaging in Eq. ('j) is replaced
by averaging over K sequential tin e segm ents (each of
duration T ) ofthe M onte C arlo realization, so that ty be—
comes jT ,where j= 1, 2, ::K . It isnaturalto calculate
sin ultaneously the spectraldensity for a set of frequency
points (the set ofham onics ofa certain low frequency is
m ost convenient), and it isusefiilto choose ! =2 equalto
integerm ultiples of T ! to avoid \poisoning™ ofthe right
hand side ofEq. (:_2) by the -function contribution from
St (0) due to dc current T. © ther ways of subtracting
thee ect ofI are also possbl.)

A m aprdisadvantage of this standard m ethod is that
the relative accuracy of the spectral density calculation
cannot be better than approxin ately K =2, because the
right hand side of Eq. 6'_3) before averaging over K seg—
m ents has the mn s uctuation com parable to the m ean
value. It is easy to ncrease K (W ithout Increasing the
total sin ulation tim e) by decreasing T ; how ever, besides
increasing the smoothing of Sy (!') fwhichis ! T !
{ sse Eq. (@), thismay kad to incorrect results when
T becom es com parabl or lss than the longest correla—
tion tin e of the sim ulated process, and therefore the T -
segm ents are no longer statistically independent. Since
the correlation tin e is not known in advance (it m ay be
estin ated as the lowest frequency at which the spectral
density levels o ), the choice of T is not a trivial task
and requires som e intuition that com plicates the use of
the standard m ethod.

Here we describe the advanced algorithm of spectral
density calculation which elim inates this problem and
also m akes calculation signi cantly faster (for the same
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accuracy of the resul). The m ethod is som ewhat sin, -
lar to the \reduced" m ethod for dc current calculationtd
and basically treats the random ness oftunneling tim est,
analytically, while thepath in the charge con guration
space is still sin ulated? by the M onte C arlo technique.
Let us consider a T -long realization of ghe process as-
sum Ing for sin plicity ty = 0, so thatt, = ;:1 x Where
x is the tin e between the ad poent tunneling events, ie.
tin e spent In a particular charge state. In the case when
the system param eters (extemal volage, etc.) do not
change w ith tim e, the random tine y has the Poisson
distrdbbution w ith the averagevalueh yi= 1= §; ,where
x; dsthe sum ofalltunneling rates gjr the correspond—
ing charge state. The quantity s j | ¢ exp (i!tn)jz,
which is related to the spectral density via Eq. @), may
be easily expressed as
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For the ensambl averaging of s ket us rst average
Eqg. ('_4) over random , lkaving averaging over paths in
charge space for later. U sing the m utual ndependence of

x Uctuations, we can average each exponent indepen—

dently:
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T his expression can be calculated iteratively introduc—
ing com plex variables
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with initial condition Ag = By = O, while hsi= ReA at
the end of realization.

It is m portant to notice that ReA, accum ulates w ith
the length of realization (in contrast to s before aver—
aging, which is a strongly uctuating variabl), so that

@=h,i) ReA, (where hi = F S hyi) tends to some
Imitatp ! 1 . This is the reason why, in contrast
to the standard m ethod, the num erical averaging over
m any T -segm ents is not necessary now , and the ensam —
bl averaging of the segm ents over di erent realizations
can be replaced by the natural \tin e" averaging over the
length of a realization. This elin nates the problm of
choosing T, discussed above, and now T can be treated
as a munning variabl T, = ht,i during the whole sinu—
lation run. Sin ilarly, s can also be treated as a running
variable s,. (Strictly speaking, averaging over y in the
segmentswith a xedtineT and/ora xed charge path
isdi erent; however, the di erence vanishesat large T).

T hus, the basic algorithm is the follow ing. The M onte
Carlo technique is used to sin ulate one long realization
of the random path in the con guration (charqg) space,
while the tin e is treated detemm inistically as | hyi;
the variables A, and B, are updated after each tunnel-
Ing event using Egs. ('jjp){ C;L(_i), and the current spectral
density St (!) is calculated as

St (1) i,ReAp: 1)

ht,i

E ven though breaking the sim ulation Into segm entsisnot
needed in the new m ethod, the calculation and com pari-
son ofpartial results for Sy (! ) on som e tin e segm ents is
useful for run-tin e estim ates of the calculation accuracy.
A ctually, thisbasic algorithm still requires several in —
provem ents to becom e faster than the standard m ethod,
especially at low frequencies. F irst, the accuracy can be
signi cantly in proved by explicitly calculating the spec—
traldensity orthe fanction T (t) I insted of I (). (The
average current I can be caloulated as  , o= ,hxi,
which isthe sam e as in the reduced m ethod £421) Forthis
purpose the de nition of quantity g should bem odi ed

tos = [ leepdt) Teodt) - ‘-
Pexplt) & IQ exp( il ,)=i! . From
this point, the derivation is sin ilar to that discussed
above, though is now signi cantly lengthier. The nal
resul is that the only change in the algorithm isa di er—
ent set of recurrent equations replacing Egs. ‘_Si){ C_l-(_i) :
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(T he initial conditions are stillAg = By = 0).

However, this In provem ent still does not solve the
problem of relatively poor convergence of the algorithm ,
especially at low frequencies. The origin of the prob—
¥m is hinted at by Eq. ). Sice we elin inated the
T -segm entation used in the standard m ethod, and now
T ismuch longer (the whole sin ulation period), we are



calculating St (!) with a much snaller degree of spec—
tral an oothing. The price for a better spectral resolu—
tion ! is the longer simulation tin e for the sam e ac—
curacy. Therefore, to in prove convergence, we have to
re-introduce som e tim e constant Tg that would de ne the
spectral sm oothing ! 1=Ty. In principle, there are
m any ways to do this. For exam ple, we can periodically
(w ith period Tg) set to zero the value of B, (In this case
the algorithm becom es som ew hat sin ilar to the standard
m ethod) . A tematively, we can Introduce a gradual cut—
o_ ofB;, for exam pl, multplying the last term In Eqg.
{13) by exp( h s 1i=T(), and o on.

W e have used the follow ing way of introducing Ty,
which is the best am ong those we had tried. For sim —

plicity, ket us consider rst the algorithm w ithout sub-—
traction of I, and average Eq. (6 over frequency (from
1 hto ' =1) Wlﬂil the Lorentzian weight factor

To=)= 1+ (! *)°T2 . The integral can be easily

calculated using the residue theorem since all the poles
of Eq. (:5) are in the lower half of the com plex plane;
therefore, closing the integration contour in the upper
halfplane, we will have only one pole at ! = 4% + i=Ty.
Asa resul, theonly change n Eq. {_6) after integration is
that ! isreplaced by ! + =T (m ore correctly, by *+ i=T,,
but for sim plicity we change the notation from * back to
1'). Therefore, the Lorentzian averaging over frequency
In our algorithm exactly correspondsto replacing ! w ith
! + i=T, in the iteration equations ('_9){ C_i(_i)

For the algorithm w ith T subtraction, the Lorentzian
averaging is a little m ore di cul, because of the extra
poles in the equation forhsi at ! = i=h i (Upper half-
p]ane) and at ! = 0. However, as seen from Egs. C_l-g!:){
¢l3 the pole at ! = 0 is eventually canceled, whike the
poksat ! = i=hyiremai only in the simpl additive
term i Eq. C_lzj) T herefore, the recipe of replacing !

with ! + i=T, stillworks for B, 1, and the extra residue
of the upper-halfplane po]e should be sin ply added to
Ap+1.Asa resul, Egs. ClZ){ (:13) are replaced w ith
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w hile the rest of the algorithm does not change.

T he Introduction of Lorentzian sm oothing greatly in —
proves the convergence of the algorithm . However, it
gives rise to another di culty. The problem is that the
averaging over frequency increases the -function contri-
bution from S: (0) due to average current, and the trick
of the standard m ethod, discussed above, is In possble
for Lorentzian averaging [in contrast to Eqg. (:_ﬁ), in which
the convolution fiinction contains zeros]. Fom ally, our
algorithm subtracts T beforehand; however, in a realsimn —
ulation I is not known exactly (note that the estim ated
value of I im proves during the course of sin ulation). It
can be shown that the lnaccuracy_ I in the average cur-
rent estin ate used in Egs. {14) { {{5) bringsto S; (!) the
extra contrbution

St (1)= 4Ty ( I)°= 1+ 1212 16)

T his contribution can be subtracted from S; (!) at the
end of the sin ulation run, when a better estin ate ofI is
known and thedi erence from the initially used estim ate
can be calculated. A ctually, the value of I used in Egs.
{14){ {5) can be periodically (su ciently rare) updated
during the sin ulation run; ;n thiscase ( I)®>  Eq. C16)
can naturally be replaced w ith the tin e-weighted value.

W ith thesem odi cations, the advanced algorithm be-
com es signi cantly faster and m ore convenient than the
standard algorithm . A ccurate com parison of their ef-

clencies is not straightforward because both m ethods
have adjustable param eters. (I in the standard m ethod
and Ty In the new method both a ect the snoothing
of the gspectral density and the convergence speed; the
choice oftoo short T could also lead to incorrect resuls.)
C rudely, the speed-up factor (the ratio of CPU tim es for
the sam e accuracy using the twom ethods) forour typical
sin ulation runs is two to three orders of m agniude.

T he authors thank K . K . Likharev for usefiil discus—
sions and for critical reading and in provem ent of this
text.
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