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A doubl quantum dot charge detector, with one dot Coulomb coupled to the electron to be
detected and the other m odulated by a tin edependent plunger volage, is analyzed in a m inim al
model. The signal and noise of the detector are calculated by a standard m aster equation and
M acD onald form ula technique. W e nd a dip in the noise spectrum at the double R abi frequency
of the double dot, de ning the bandw idth available for detecting charges in m otion.
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M esoscopically narrow passages of electrons, control-
ling the ow ofelectric current by potential barriers jist
below or above the Fem i level, are obviously very sen—
sitive to extemalelectric elds, which suggests their use
as charge detectors. M ost often, a m esoscopic trap or
\island" carrying the charge is Coulomb coupld to a
quantum point contact or a quantum dot — i that ar-
rangem ent called a shgle-electron transistor (SET )/, to
o er a charge sensitivity su cient to detect individual
electrons. Sim ilar tools are being explored as readout
devices for charge qubits,® with some results em erging
about the quanti cation of the am ount of inform ation
accessible in the readout process?

M ost recently, double quantum dots D QDs);? here
also called double island single-electron transistors, have
been used for charge detection 2 the m ain advantage be-
Ing their relative In m uniy against noise of various ori-
gins. T he operation isbased on the highly coherent inter—
dot tunneling, m anifest through R abi oscillations,” pro—
viding sharp boundaries on the current-volage charac-
teristic of DQD s&. This new kind of device has been
theoretically analyzed by Tanam oto and Hu,? through a
modelm ainly ocusing on the com plications from weak
Coulomb blocade, and speci ¢ aspects related to quan—
tum inform ation, also discussed in Ref.|10.

In m ost of the experim entalw ork cited above, the de—
vice is operated at radio frequency, draw ing on analogous
work on radio-frequency SET s} e ciently avoiding the
band of Iow frequencies, strongly contam inated by 1=f
noise, which is ubiguitous, and hard to analyze theoret—
ically. On the contrary, shot noise, extending to much
higher frequencies, is open to analysis by standard tools,
which is also ourm ain concem here.

In the present paper we discuss charge detection in
D QD s, supplem ented by the possibility of fast tim e con—
trol, as sketched in Fig.[d. T he island trapping the elec—
tron to be detected would be placed next to the st
com partm ent ofthe DQ D, so the electron would detune
the tunneling resonance set by the two bias plungerst?
T In e control, as inspired by the experim ent ofN akam ura
et alt2 could be achieved by a synchronized m odulation
of the pum p voltage sending the electron onto the is—
land, and the second plunger of the DQD , driving the
device through a work point. A variety of delay tin es
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FIG .1: Doubl quantum dot O QD) electron detector. T he
electron to be detected is driven by pum p volage Vpun p Onto
the island (trap) D , then bacdk; its presence or absence is
re ected in the current through the DQD . The island is
Coulomb coupled to compartment D; ofthe DQD, set to a

xed plungervoltage Vy, ; plungervoltage V,, of com partm ent
D, isused to tim egate the detector.

and plunger pulse shapeswould allow a detailed analysis
of the dynam ics of one-electron detection.

In calculating signal and noise of the DQD detector,
we evaliate the reduced density m atrix of the coupled
D QD + trap system ¢ by m eans ofa standard M arkovian
m aster equation approach (see, eg. Refs|15/16,17), sup—
plem ented by the possbility of resolving the dynam ics
according to the num ber of achieved tunneling eventsi>
T he latter being slow, their fast screening in the exter—
nal m etallic circuits can be approxim ately treated by
the Ram o-Shockley theorem in its symm etric form 18
Frequency-dependent stationary noise is evaluated by
means of M acD onald’s omult? which is a shortcut
avoiding the m ore fam iliar W ienerK hinchine analysis of
tin e correlation fiinctions2?

T he physicaltin e and energy scale ofthe processesen—
visaged is set by the R abi frequency. For a typicalD QD
form ed by metal contacts on top of a GaAs/AGaAs
heterostructure’ it is of the order 10'° Hz. To
preserve coherence, tunneling rates should be set by gate
volagesto the sam e orderofm agnitude, thereby assuring
tin e control on the ns scalg, easy to Pllow by extemal
electronics.

Coulomb blockade allows one to consider the low—
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tem perature dynam ics of the DQD + trap system on
a truncated basis, stretched by states of 0 or 1 extra
electron above a neutral background on each dot and
the trap. A further step of truncation is brought about
by the Interdot Coulomb repulsion which for the geom -
etry of the experin ent of Hayashi et al! am ounts to
1¢ ~ , e ectively excluding states for which both

dots are occupied 2122

T he above considerations justify the use ofam inin al
m odel In which the retained basis vectors are denoted as
fi= P00i; pi= J00i; +i= P10i; Hi= POli; pi=
J01i; fi = P11i; the three occupation num bers be-
longing to lft dot, right dot, and trap respectively. In
addition, each of those three parts is coupled to a sepa-
ratem etallic contact, acting asa ferm jon reservoir?3 The
dynam ics of the whole is generated by the Ham iltonian
H = I'fDQD + Hr + Hine, with

HAD)gD =~= jala1+ cajax+ (@jax+ ajai)
+  wib+  w.bb + \bla; + ho:
1 r 1
X
+ Hax+ hwey (1a)
) X X
Hp=~= wpdgdp+ rdc+ pd%c+ hx; (@1b)
P P
Hiw== ala;dc: (Lc)

R educed dynam icsoftheD QD + trap subsystem are ob—
tained by carrying out them alaveraging over the states
of the contacts in the initial state. In the above form u-
las, ~ i A= 1;2) is the energy of an electron occupying
the singl state allowed by Coulom b blockade in the ith
quantum dot, ~ is the am plitude of tunneling betw een
the two dots, ~ 1 and ~ , are the respective tunneling
am plitudes from left reservoir to left dot and from right
dot to right reservoir; ~ isthe Coulomb interaction m a—
trix elem ent characterizing the coupling ofthe trap to the

rst dot, ~  is the tunneling am plitude between pum p
and trap, and ~ 7 isthe energy kvelofthe trap; ~w; and
~w » are the oneelectron energies in the left and right con—
tacts, and ~w, In the pump. a; is the one-dot electron
annihilation operator, b and b, are those for the respec—
tive contacts, c is that of the electron trap, and d, that
In the pth oneelctron state of the pum p.

T he onedot levels ; can bem odulated in tin e through

plunger voltages V,, to scan nearresonance conditions.
Introducing the notation = ; 2

+ =0 )

is the condition of resonance, assuring that if the trap
is occupied by one electron, the DQD detector exhibits
m axinum dc transm ission, ie., m axin um signalw ith re—
spect to the em pty trap case.

A s mentioned above, In conjinction wih a Ram o-
Shockley treatm ent of screening® it is convenient to de—
com pose the density m atrix according to the totalnum —

berN oftunneling events occurring at both extemalcon-—
tacts of the detector, which inm ediately fimishes the
R am o-Shockley screened current ast>
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e 2 2
N
where
h i
= L O=v x Oty © @
w ith the notations
N ] N ] N ]
xe (NG on o &N (5a)
N 1] N ] N ] N ]
Yy (qa 7 L of o fei ££) (5b)
and
v= (1;1;0;0; 1)" : ®6)

T he vectors xy, (t) and Yy (t) are detem ned by the solu—
tion of a system ofm aster equations, w ith the appropri-
ate initial conditions, which are by no m eans trivial2?

W e restrict ourselves to the zero-tem perature case;
then the Fem i Jlevels of the contacts, which control the
detector and the pum ping of the trap, respectively, do
not appearexplicitly in the calculation, apart from distin-
guishing pum ping-in and pum ping-out periods, according
to whether the pum p electrode Fem i kevel is above or
below the trap level~ ; . Starting w ith H am iltonian [),
and Pollow Ing any of the equivalent standard procedures
used, eg., In the papers listed under Refs. [15}1€,17, one
Invariably arrives at a system ofM arkovian m aster equa—
tions for the com ponents of the density m atrix, which
can be w ritten in the form

=Axy tBxy t 712z (7a)

¥N=(A+C)XN+BXN1 T Zy (7o)
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w here

I Xy  forpumping-n, ®)
=N Yy for pum ping-out,

and we have Introduced the m atrices
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Here ; and §y are the fam iliar Fem i golden rule
rates of dissppative tunneling transitions from left con-
tact to lft dot and from right dot to right contact,
respectively 72 ¢ is the rate of transitions from pum p-
Ing contact to trap and vice versa. D am ping and dephas—
ing of coherent processes in the DQD detector are con—
trolled by these tunneling rates, m icroscopically rather
illde ned because of their high sensitivity to defects and
In purities, but —as already m entioned —easy to control
experin entally by gate volages.

Trivially, the same system of master equations is
obeyed by the vectors x;y com posed of the unresolved

density m atrix elem ents 5= E].Itjseasyto nd
their steady-state solution $t2¢; then through Eq. [3)
we get the steady-state current2®

iy 7

Tstac _ =3
c . —: (10)
1+ =3 1 N 1=3 ~
1 2 12 1
where
~_ for em pty trap, a1)

+ for lled trap;

In addition, we have introduced the asymm etry param —
eter = ( 1 rR)=( 1 + r) and themean tunneling
rate = (  + g)=2.

T he zero—frequency signalofthe detector is de ned by
the di erence between the current with lled and em pty
trap, the detector being active allthe tin e. Large asym —
metries (ie., close to unity) cut down the current,
which is the signal of our detector. A lthough all the
subsequent analysis can be carried through for arbirary
valies of , the gain thereby is negligble, therefore in
w hat ©llow s, w e restrict ourselves to the sym m etric case

= 0.

Noting that isa \soft" experin entalparam eter, easy
to adjist as desired, we observe that the sensitivity ofthe
current to the presence or absence of the coupling tem

essentially depends on w hether that coupling is strong
( ) orweak ( ) w ith respect to

= p3 24+ 2=4. 12)
The conclusion for the experin enter is this: to achieve
maxinum signal, strive at strong coupling in the above
sense, and set the biasto = Taking again the
Hayashiet al. experin ent! for reference, in all practical
cases we are In the strong-coupling lin it; we note that
the actual Coulomb coupling strongly depends on the
geom etry and can be m odulated by shifting the island.

D etector perform ance depends on noise as well; in
particular, on shot noise, caused by the discreteness of
electron transport under the pint control of tunneling
and Coulomb blockade2! T in e-dependent noise analy—
sis, wih optim ized Xering of short and noisy tine-
gated pulses responding to tin edependent charging of
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FIG . 2: Current signal of the detector as function of tin e,
din ensionless scales being set by interdot tunneling m a-—
trix element and electron charge e. Parameters = =
2=3; rt= = 1 are tunabl by plunger volages. For coupling
of relative strength = = 10=3 I oderately strong coupling;
see Eq. [I2)] which is xed by construction, the DQD isbi
ased to = 11=3 to achieve high charge sensitivity. C harge
is pum ped onto the island at t = 20 and pum ped out at

t = 32; the detector is shut down at t = 50 by shifting
bias to -8.

the trap, is a di cul issue of signalprocessing. For the
present paper, w e neglect allthose com plications In plicit
in Egs. [@), and restrict ourselves to the case of constant
chargeon thetrap. T hen it is straightforw ard to calculate
the frequency-dependent steady-state noise spectrum of
theD QD detector, using the now standard?®2? technique
based on M ach onald’s form ulat?-2°
Z 1 g
S()= 2! d d—QZ() sin (! ): 13)
0

Here Q () isthe total charge carried untiltine , deter-
m ined through the tin e integralof Eq. [3), which gives

d— 2%
EZQ ) = z

N°py ) 2Tt (14)

0

In which the long-tim e linear tin e dependence ofthe 1rst
term on the right-hand side is canceled by the last tem .
T hen the desired noise spectrum is evaluated in the form

s(t)=!—M ( i) M @HI; 5)
w ih

dte %t N %py @©); (16)

0 0

M (z)=

to which, as expected, the stationary-current tem of
Eq. [I4) gives no contrbution 3° A ccordingly, we pro-
ceed through the Laplace transform solution ofEgs. @,
using the initial conditions??

50= £ wos an

Having taken the Laplace transform , Egs. [1) fiimish
an ieration n N from O to 1 , presenting the Laplace



transform of Eq. [I4) as a m atrix series, which can be
summ ed up in a closed form to give

K + K?
M z)= zv. —— (zI

1
Y T xy A)" %00 18)

wih K = (zI Z—\)1 B, the param eter 1In matrix A
kee Eq. [@)] being replaced by ~ Eq. [II)] to cover
both casesofem pty and lled traps. T hem atrix Inverses
can be evaliated analytically, to nally give the scaled

formula
|
| ~

S(3;7)=e?* s — —;— 19)

where s (x jy;z) = u X;y;2)=v X;y;z); wih

u;y;z)= 4y 16x% + 8x° 7y2 4 4+ Z°

+x% 57y + 16 4+ 22 0 8¢ 46+ 1172
1+ #Z + 16 5+ 6z° + z*
+x%y? 19y? 4y 37+ 1022

+16 44+ 23z*+ 3z ;

4—2y4 y4 + 8y2

(20)
and

veGyiz) = 16x°+ yv¢ yP+ 4 3+ 22 T4 8x5 5yP

44+ 22 +x' 3By + 16 4+ 22 ° 8y

32+ 722+ 2x*y* s5y*+y? 20 87

+16 20+ 9z% + Z*
(21)

The results’® are displayed in Fig.[d. The m ost con—
spicuous feature is a dip appearing at frequencies !
slightly below 2 , the frequency of undam ped R abios—
cillations. T he dip is visble under near-resonance condi-
tions ~ 0, corresponding to peak signal. W e think the
qualitative reason is this. Shot noise is generated when
an electron enters or lravesthe DQD at an extermalcon—
tact, enforcing partition of the current. O ne oscillation
period after entering from the left, the electron is jast
back to the kft dot, so it cannot lkave right. That kind
of history is quanti ed by the solution of the system of
m aster equations [7).

In conclusion, our \m Inin al m odel" o ers some in—
sight into the potentialities of charge detection using a
double quantum dot. That refers particularly to the
noise characteristics: 1/fnoise being excluded by radio—
frequency operation, intensive shot noise is expected to
appear above the Rabi frequency 2 , and if not cut by
the RC tim e in the extemal electronics, it can be e —
ciently reduced by low-pass Iering. That sets the in—
trinsic speed ofdetection to thetime scale ' ,which in

tum depends on geom etry and gating voltages; according
to Ref.[], the DQD detector itself can be good down to

FIG . 3: Scald noise spectrum of the double-dot charge de-

tector (see text), as a function of relative frequency ! = and

relative bias "= [see Eq. (I))]; with relative tunneling rate
xedto = =12

the nanosecond scale. T he practical Iim itation In reach-
Ing that perform ance is typically the extemal circuit.

Tt is worth m entioning that such arrangem entsm ight
serve as tools for studying fundam ental issues re—
lated to the dynam ics of the quantum m easurem ent
process 323334 Indeed, m easuring tw o-detector correla—
tions between detectors di erently gated in tine m ay
give a new chance to experin entally approach the \col-
lapse of the wave vector," which has so far notoriously
resisted being resolved as a physical processw ith isown
dynam ics. A lthough a disadvantage In the qubi read-
out issue, In this context i may tum into an advan-—
tage that the operation of fast sihgleelectron detectors
is still slower than that of their single-photon counter—
parts, therefore there ism ore real chance to achieve the
necessary tin e resolution for the purpose. D eterm inistic
sihgle-electron sources, based on various pum p or tum-—
stile constructions®® have existed for som e tin e, 0 ering
the possibility to tin edock detectors to them . W hat one
m ay happen to see is nonstandard precursor uctuations
in the detector current, as the random choice Inherent in
the quantum m easurem ent process develops in tim e.

W ehavepro ted from helpfulsuggestionsby A .N .K o—
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to thank M oty Heblim for discussions and encourage—
ment o ered earlier. This work has been partially sup—
ported by the Hungarian Research Foundation O TKA
GrantsNo. T 029544 and No. T 049384).



1

10

11

12

13

14

M .F¥eld,CG.Smih,M .Pepper, D .A .Richie, J.E.F.
Frost, G.A .C.Jones, and D .G . Hasko, Phys.Rev. Lett.
70,1311 (1993); E .Buks,R .Schuster,M .Heblum ,D .M a—
hali, and V .Um ansky, N ature (London) 391, 871 (1998);
M .H .Devoretand R .J.Schoekopf, N ature (London) 406,
1039 (2000).

Yu.M akhlin,G .Schon,and A .Shnim an,Rev.M od.P hys.
73,, 357 (2001); N . J. Stone and H.Ahmed, Appl Phys.
Lett.77, 744 (2000);D .V .A verin, quant-ph/0008004, (un-—
published).

A .N .Korotkov, Phys.Rev.B 60, 5737 (1999); S.P ilgram

and M . Buttiker, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 200401 (2002); T .
M .Stace and S.D .Barrett, Phys. bid. 92, 136802 (2004);
X.Q.LiW .K.Zhang,P.Cui, J.Shao,Z.Ma,and Y . J.
Yan, Phys.Rev.B 69, 085315 (2004); S.A .Guxviz and
G .P.Bem an, bid. 72, 073303 (2005)

A .A.Clkrk,S.M .Girvin, and A .D . Stone, Phys.Rev.B

67, 165324 (2003).

W .G.van derW ielet al, Rev.M od.Phys. 75,1 (2003).
M .M acucci, M . G attobigio, and G . ITannaccone, J. Appl
Phys. 90, 6428 (2001); R .Brenner, A R .Ham ilton, R G .
Clark, and A S.D zurak, M icroelectron. Eng. 6768, 826
(2003); R. Brenner, A.D . Greentree, and A R. Ham i
ton, Appl Phys. Lett. 83, 4640 (2003); R .Brenner, T M .
Buehler, and D J.Reilly, J.Appl.Phys.97, 034501 (2005);
R .Brenner, T M .Buehler, and D .J.Reilly, M icroelectron.
Eng. 78-79, 218 (2005). Zero-frequency shot noise of the
device is analyzed by M . G attobigio, G . Tannaccone, and
M .M acucci, Phys.Rev.B 65, 115337 (2002).

T .Hayashi, T .Fujisawa, H .D .Cheong, Y . H . Jeong, and
Y .Hirayam a, Phys.Rev.Lett. 91, 226804 (2003); T .Fuj-
sawa, T .Hayashi, H.D .Cheong, Y .H .Jeong, and Y .H i~
rayam a, Physica E (Am sterdam ) 21, 1046 (2004); J.G or—
man, E.G.Emirogli, D.G.Hasko, and D . A . W illiam s,
Phys.Rev.Lett. 95, 090502 (2005).

C.Livemore, C.H.Crouch, R.M . W esterwelt, K. L.
Campm an, and A .C .G ossard, Science 274, 1332 (1996).
T .Tanam oto and X .Hu,Phys.Rev.B 69, 115301 (2004)
S.W eiss, M . Thomwart, and R . Egger, cond-m at/0601699
(unpublished); N . Lam bert, R . Aguado, and T . B randes,
cond-m at/0602063 (unpublished).

R .J.Schoekopf, P.W ahlgren, A .A .K ozhevnikov,P .D els—
ing, and D . E . Prober, Science 280, 1238 (1998); M .H.
D evoret and R . J. Schoekopf, N ature (London) 406, 1039
(2002);A .Aassin ¢,D .G unnarsson, K .Bladh, and P .D els-
ing, Appl Phys.Lett.79,, 4031 (2001).

N.C.van der Vaart, S.F.Godih, Y.V .Nazarov, C. J.
P.M .Hamans,J.E.Mooij L.W .M olenkamp,and C.T.
Foxon, Phys.Rev. Lett. 74, 4702 (1995).

Y .Nakamura, Yu.A .Pashkin,and J.S.T saj, N ature (Lon—
don) 398, 786 (1999).

If the trap is part of a coherent charge qubit, through the
interaction it gets entangled w ith the charge detector; our
theory can be used to analyze that situation too [J. Zs.
Bemad (unpublished)]. Here, as usual, the m easured ob—
Fct and DQD, as a com posite system , are described by
standard linear quantum m echanics, in plicitly assum ing
that \wave function reduction" would take place only in
the extemal circuit m easuring the current. For a discus—
sion of that point, see T . G eszti, Phys.Rev.A 69, 032110
(2004).

19
20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27
28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

L.Y.ChenandC.S.Tig,Phys.Rev.B 46,R4714 (1992).
A .N .Korotkov, Phys.Rev.B 49, 10381 (1994).
S.A .Guwiz and Ya.S.Prager, Phys.Rev.B 53, 15932
(1996) .
S.Ramo,Proc. IRE 27, 584 (1939); W .Shocklky, J.ApplL
Phys. 9, 639 (1938).For a two-contact device, sym m etric
screening is the dom inant e ect; dipolar corrections and
other details related to stray capacitances Ref.|16) are
neglected here.
D.K.C.Madonald,Rep.Prog.Phys.12, 56 (1948).
It is worth being m entioned that M acD onald’s form ula is
of full quantum validity, utilizing the m ean square carried
charge, which is detem ined by the symm etrized current
correlation fiinction, just lke the power spectrum m ea-—
sured by a phase-insensitive device.
T he In portance of Interdot repulsion hasbeen pointed out
tousby A .N .K orotkov (private com m unication).
Because of the elin nation of jl1xi states, our resuls
slightly di er from those cbtained by B. E lattardi and S.
A .Guwitz, Phys.Lett. A 292, 289 (2002).
W e notice that since the truncated basis is not a direct
product of lkeft and right dot subspaces, the operators a;
and a; do not comm ute.
A . N. Korotkov, Phys. Rev. B 63, 115403 (2001); R.
Ruskov and A .N . K orotkov, bid. 67, 075303 (2003).
It is worth mentioning that by excliding the double-
occupancy states j1101, jl111i as interm ediate states in our
second-order perturbation calculation for the dam ping of
l[)Nc], c[i], e[Nf]and g’e],ﬂlepossibj]jtyofdampjngthmugh
virtual tunneling across the left contact is autom atically
excluded.
T he steady-state current contains no contribution from ex—
temal screening.
Y .M .Blanter and M .Buttiker, Phys.Rep.336, 1 (2000).
See, eg., D .M ozyrsky, L. Fedichkin, S. A . Gurviz, and
G.P.Beman, Phys.Rev.B 66, 161313 (R) (2002); R .
Aguado and T . Brandes, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 206601
(2004) .
S.A .Gurwitzand G .P.Bem an, Phys.Rev.B 72, 073303
(2005) .
The m athem atical reason is that the Laplace transform of
tisz ? with zero residue.
T he trap-contact tunneling rate 1 would In uence quan-—
tum phase uctuationsbut dropsout from stationary cur-
rent noise. T he zero—frequency value S (0) of the latter can
be obtained m ore directly by evaluating the rst and sec—
ond m om ents of the distribution p M! (t) In the long-tin e
di usion lim it.
Quantum Theory and M easurement, edited by J. A.
W heeler and W . H. Zurek (P rinceton University P ress,
P rinceton, N J, 1983).
A . Peres, Quantum Theory:
K luwer, D ordrecht 1993).
D . Giulini et al, Decocherence and the Appearance of
a Classical W orld In Quantum Theory (Springer, Berlin
1996).
Fora review, seeM .H .D evoret, D .E steve, and C .U rbina,
in Advances in Quantum Phenomena, edited by E.G.
Beltram etti and J-M . Levy-Leblond (P lenum P ress, New
York, 1995), p. 65.

Concepts and M ethods


http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0008004
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0601699
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0602063

