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An exact solution for the stochastic master equation describing the semiclassical Coulomb-blockade
theory is obtained for an arbitrary shunt resistance at zero temperature. This solution is used to
systematically evaluate various quantities characterizing the dynamics of single-electron-tunneling
oscillations. Our solution provides analytic expressions of the voltage spectra and sum rules.

I. INTRODUCTION

Small-capacitance normal tunnel junctions have at-
tracted a great deal of attention since it was pre-
dicted (for reviews, see Refs. 1-3) and experimentally
corroborated*~® that the charging effect of a single elec-
tron leads to a family of phenomena at low temperatures,
where the charging energy e?/2C exceeds the background
thermal energy kpT. Single-electron-tunneling (SET) os-
cillations are particularly fascinating. They are the volt-
age oscillations with frequency Iy./e that are generated
in a small normal tunnel junction when a charge transfer
across the tunnel barrier in discrete units of the electronic
charge e is supplemented by the continuous injection of
current Iq. from an external circuit.

Within the semiclassical approximation, the dynam-
ics of small-capacitance normal tunnel junctions can be
described by a stochastic master equation. Most ar-
ticles have reported numerical simulations rather than
analytical solutions of the master equation. The nu-
merical approach successfully yields the static proper-
ties of SET oscillations, such as current-voltage (I-V)
characteristics.®~ ! However, it is not suitable for investi-
gating their dynamic properties, such as voltage spectra,
because SET oscillations have an extremely long-time
correlation that severely restricts the accuracy of com-
puter simulation. An alternative time-domain approach
to small tunnel junctions!2—!¢ gives complete informa-
tion about two consecutive tunneling events and hence
the analytic expression of I-V characteristics for arbi-
trary bias conditions, but this approach has not been
extended to study voltage spectra.

The purpose of this paper is to develop an analytic ap-
proach to small tunnel junctions by ezactly solving the
stochastic master equation. This approach not only af-
firms previously obtained results but also gives an ana-
lytic expression of the voltage spectra of SET oscillations
under arbitrary bias conditions. This analytic expression
allows a deeper understanding of SET oscillations, and
clears up ambiguities about the accuracy of computer
simulation. Special emphasis is put on sum rules and the
linewidth problem of SET oscillations.
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This paper is organized as follows. Section II describes
a semiclassical model for small-capacitance normal tun-
nel junctions and the corresponding stochastic master
equation. Section III obtains the exact solution of the
master equation under arbitrary bias conditions, and dis-
cusses two important cases: constant-current operation
and the stationary case. In particular, it is proved that
the linewidth of SET oscillations vanishes for constant-
current operation. Section IV uses the exact solution to
calculate the charge (or voltage) correlation function and
the power spectra for both current-driven and shunted
operations. The results are used to discuss the sum rules
and linewidth of SET oscillations. Up to Sec. IV, the
discussion is only treated in the frequency domain. How-
ever, another analytic method reported in Refs. 12-14
describes the physics in the time domain. Therefore,
Sec. V connects the two descriptions by showing how
the key distributions in the time-domain description can
be constructed from the solution of the master equation.
Section VI shows how our method can be used to calcu-
late the current-voltage characteristics. Section VII uses
the solution of the master equation for a detailed discus-
sion of the linewidth problem. Section VIII summarizes
the main results. Some complicated algebraic manipula-
tions are relegated to appendices to avoid digressing from
the main subject.

II. FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM

We briefly describe here our semiclassical model and
assumptions. We consider a simple circuit [see Fig. 1(a)]
consisting of a normal tunnel junction, with electrostatic
capacitance C and tunnel resistance Ry, and a resistance
Rseries 1n series with a voltage source V. All other cir-
cuit elements, such as stray capacitance and inductance,
are ignored for simplicity. This configuration is equiv-
alent to a conventional one,® in which a normal tunnel
junction and a shunt resistor Rshunt are connected par-
allel to a current source [Fig. 1(b)]; the two circuits are
connected by the relation V = I Rgpyns. In this paper we
use the former circuit and denote the resistance Rgeries
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as source resistance Rg. Constant-current operation can
be achieved by taking the limits V — oo and Rg — o0
with V/Rgs fixed at Iy.. We shall refer to cases of finite
V and Rgs as shunted.

Both source resistance Rs and tunnel resistance Rp
are assumed to be much larger than the quantum unit
of resistance Rg = h/e?, so that the effects of the elec-
tromagnetic environment!®~ 17 and the quantum fluctua-
tions of electric charge!®!® can be disregarded. The con-

9 __1 9 9P(@Q,1)
ol (@)= CRSBQ(C%BT 20

where P(Q,t) is the probability density of charge @ at
time t, and the forward and backward tunneling rates,
7(Q) and 1(Q), are given by

[4
1 Q-3
Q) = 2 _
eRrC e ev]’
I —exp [_ CkpT (@- 5)]
(2.2)
(Q) =r(-Q).

The point here is that the right-hand side of Eq. (2.1)
consists of two parts, corresponding to the continuous
charge-up process and the discrete tunneling process in
units of e, both of which are essential for SET oscillations.
Such coexistence of continuous and discrete processes in
a single equation makes Eq. (2.1) unique but intractable.
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic illustrations of the circuit treated
in this paper and (b) the equivalent circuit.
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dition RT 3> Rg means that an electron is almost always
localized on either side of the tunnel barrier. The barrier
traversal time?° and the thermal equilibration time inside
the electrodes are also assumed to be negligible compared
to circuit time constants and the average time between
adjacent tunneling events. These assumptions allow us
to make the Markov approximation and describe the dy-
namics of small tunnel junctions by the stochastic master
equation,®11

_(cv - Q)P(Q,t))
1r(Q +)P(Q +,0) + 1@ - )P(Q = 1) — [+(Q) + (QIP(Q. 1),

(2.1)

f

Henceforth, we restrict our discussion to zero temper-
ature, where the master equation (2.1) reduces to

_GV-Q 9
CRs 0Q

+7(Q+e)P(Q +e,t) —r(Q)P(Q,1), (2.3)

0 1
&P(Q:t): P(Qut)'i'ﬁ;P(Qat)

with the forward tunneling rate,

0, Q<e/f2
M@ =1 g_e/2 (2.4)
Rc 9ze?

Because tunneling is forbidden for |Q| < e/2, it is suffi-
cient to consider only CV > e/2.

III. EXACT SOLUTION OF THE MASTER
EQUATION

A. General solution

This section formulates and solves an initial-value
problem of the stochastic master equation (2.3). We seek
a solution of Eq. (2.3) with the following initial condi-
tions:

P(Q,t=0)=8(Q— Qo) and P(Q,t<0)=0.  (3.1)

For clarity, we denote the solution of this initial-value
problem as P(Qo,Q;t), which is the retarded Green’s
function of the master equation.

The procedure for obtaining P(Qy, @;t) is outlined as
follows. We first solve the master equation (2.3) with-
out the tunneling term 7(Q + e)P(Q + e,t). Using this
solution, we transform the full master equation into an
integral equation. Finally, the integral equation is solved
for CV < 3e/2, which is sufficient for investigating SET
oscillations.
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Let us first solve the master equation without the tun-
neling term
_CV -Q _a_p
CRs 0Q°
1
;T
+CR5 PO(QO: Q) )
—T(Q)PO(QO) Q)t)y

2 Po(Qo, Q1) = - Qo @5%)

(3.2)

with the initial conditions

Po(Qo, Q;t = 0) = 6(Q — Qo) and Po(Qo, Q;t < 0) = 0.
(3.3)

|

Po(Qo,Q;t) = () Po(Qo, @)6(Q — CV — (Qo — CV) exp(—t/CRs)),
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Since the probability that no tunneling event occurs while
the charge increases from Q; to @5 is given by!3

1, Ql <Q2<€/2

Py(Q1,Q2) = Qo (3.4)
o[ - () )
exp ( /A dqi(q)) , Q2> e/2,
where A = max{Q1,e/2} and
_CV—gq
we obtain the solution of Eq. (3.2) as
(3.6)

where ©(t) is the unit-step function. The é function in Eq. (3.6) ensures that the time for the junction to charge from

Qo to Q is equal to t.

Using the fact that Po(Qo, @;t) is the retarded Green’s function of Eq. (3.2), we can transform Eq. (2.3) into an

integral equation,

. cv
P(Q1,Q2;t) = Po(Q1,Q2;t) + /Odt'/ , dQP(Q1,Q;t)r(Q)Po(Q — €,Q2;t — t').

e/

This integral equation is equivalent to the initial-value
problem of the stochastic master equation (2.3) with the
initial conditions (3.1). We solve this equation in the
frequency domain. The Fourier transform of Eq. (3.7)
yields

P(Q1,Q2;w) = Py(Q1,Qa;w)
cVvV
+ / , 1QP@. Q@)

(3.7)
[
PQ1Qiw) = [ dteP@Qu0,  (39)
PiQuQaiw)= [ detR(QuQuit) (310

The Fourier transform of Eq. (3.6), on the other hand, is
given by

Py(Q1,Q2;w) = CRsO(Q2 — Q1) Po1(Q1;w) Po2(Q2;w),

XPo(@—e,Quiw),  (38) (3.11)
where P(Q1,Q2;w) and Po(Q1,Qa;w) are defined by where
|
(CV=Qu)*CRs, @, < /2,
Por(Qn;w) = {(CV—QI)"WCRS ((é://:Zf)(l/e)ms/mxcv_e/z) oxp E% (% ~ Ql)] iz (3.12)
and
(OV=Qa)7 5, Qa < e/2 (1/e)(Rs/Rr)(CV —e/2) (3.13)
For(Qeit) = {(CV—erHwCRs (=) exp |11 (@-5)], @zerz

Using Eq. (3.11), Eq. (3.8) can be expanded by iteration to yield
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CcvV
P(Q1,Q2;0) = Po(Q1, Q23 w) + / 0 Po@1,053)r(@) Plas =, @s5)

CcV
+/ dg / dg2Po(Q1, q1;w)r(q1)Po(qr — e,92;w)r(q2) Po(g2 — €, Q2;w) + - -
= CRsPo1(Q1,w)P02(Q2, w)
(G(Qz—Q1)+CRs f 4916 (91— @1)O(Qa— 1 +€) Pos(ay;)r(g1) Por (a1 — €3 0)

+(CRS)/ dqr /2 d42e(Q1—Qx)e(Q2—ql+8)e(Q2—42+€)
x Pya(q1;w)r(q1) Poi(q1 —e;w)
X Po2(g2;w)r(g2) Poi(g2—e;w) + - - ) (3.14)

This series expansion can be summed exactly when voltage V is less than 3¢/2C, because in this case, the step function
in the integrand, ©(¢i+1 — ¢; + €), always gives unity, so the multiple integrals can be reduced to products of single
integrals:

P(Q1,Q2;,w) = CRs P51 (Q1;w)Poa(Q2;w) i
X{G(Q'z - Q1)+0(Q2— Q1 + e)CRs/A dg1 Poz(g1;w)r(q1) Por(q1 —€;w)

03%
+(CRs)? / dax Poa(q10)r(a1) Por (41 — €5)
A

B
X // dg2 Po2(q2;w)r(q2) Po1(gq2 — e;w)
ef2

CcvVv
x[HCRS // dq Pos(g;0)r(q) Por (¢ — &)
e/2

cv 2
+ (C'Rs //2 dqPo2(q;w)r(q)Poi(g — e;w)) + - ] },

=CR5Po1(Q1;w)Po2(Q2;w)
B
x|8(@2 - Q)+ CRsO(@z = Qu +¢) [ daPoalgiw)r(a) Po(a = i)
A
cv
+(CRS)2/ d‘hPO2((I1,w)7'(Q1)Pm(q1 - e;w)
A

B
X // dgz Poz(g2;w)r(g2) Po1(g2 — €;w)
e/2

cv -1
X (1 - dqPoz(q;w)r(q)Poi(q — e;w)) , (3.15)

/2
where A = max{Q;,e/2} and B = min{Q> + ¢, CV}. Introducing the quantity

q2
I(q1,q2;w) = CRs/ dqPox(g;w)r(q)Por(q — e;w), (3.16)
q1

we finally obtain

P(Q1, @25w) = CR5P01(Q1;W)P02(Q2;W)(9(Q2—Q1) +0(Qu—Qu+e)I(A, Byw) + LA CViw) ()2, Biw) )

1-1I(e/2,CV;w)
(3.17)

This is an exact solution of the stochastic master equation (2.3) for CV < 3e/2 with initial conditions (3.1). That is,
it is the retarded Green’s function of the master equation. The quantity I(q;, g2;w) can be evaluated from Eq. (3.16)
using Egs. (2.4), (3.12), and (3.13).

Thus we have demonstrated that the master equation (2.3) can be solved exactly for CV < 3e/2. This solution
is nonetheless applicable to CV > 3e/2 as long as the probability that the charge on the junction capacitor exceeds
3e/2 is negligible. Mathematically, this condition can be expressed as
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3e/2 r
exp (— //2 dq_{%)
e
_(CV = 36/2)(1/5)(RS/RT)(CV—e/2)
T\ CV —e/2

X exp (%) <L 1.
T

For constant-current operation, Eq. (3.18) reduces to

€
o (~3mor:) <1

which is satisfied when the driving current I4. is much
smaller than e/RpC. For example, the left-hand side of
Eq. (3.19) gives 6.7 x 1073 for Iy. = 0.1e/RrC. Because
SET oscillations can only be observed at low currents,
this condition is usually satisfied in the cases that we are
interested in. The solution (3.17) is therefore useful for
investigating the dynamics of SET oscillations.

Some comments on the key quantity I(q:,qe;w) are
in order here. Substituting Eqs. (3.12) and (3.13) into
Eq. (3.16) yields

(3.18)

(3.19)

I{q1, q2;w) = /hdq expliwr(q — e, q)]P (%,q) ,  (3.20)

9
where the quantity
CV —-@
CV -Q2

gives the time needed for charging from @, to Q2 without

tunneling events, and
€ () ¢ ()
Fl=,q) = —=<exp —/ dqg' ———=
( ) ( ef2 z(q,)

2’ i(q)

7(Q1,Q2) = CRsIn (3.21)

(3.22)

1

dc

1 iw(Qa-Qu)/ a
Idc

P(Ql:QZ;w) =

Idc .
eZzwe/Idc

+ 1— eiwe/ldc

Iieiw(Qn—Ql)/Idc O0(Q2— Q1)exp
dc eiwe/lac
k T " ewelta: ©

EXACT SOLUTION OF THE MASTER EQUATION FOR . ..

— ew(Q2-Q1)/Iac {S(Qz - Ql) + 1

1
e

1 . .
_e‘lw(Qg—Ql)/Idc G(Q2 +e— Ql)e""e”"c [

[1- (-2}
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is the probability density that the first tunneling event
occurs at charge ¢, given that the initial charge was less
than e/2.13

Noting that the quantity

cv

€
T= dqr(¢—e€,9)P(=,q 3.23
. (4—eq) (2 ) (3:23)

gives the average time required to charge the junction
by e, which is also equal to the average interval between
consecutive tunneling events, we find that I(e/2,CV;w)
is the moment-generating function for that time:

an

= 3Gw)n

I(e/2,CV;w)

(3.24)

w=0

Now let us examine properties of the solution (3.17)
in some detail by reducing it in two important cases:
constant-current operation and the stationary case. The
reduced expressions will be used in later discussions.

B. Solution for constant-current operation

For constant-current operation, the retarded Green’s
function (3.17) of the master equation (2.3) can be
greatly simplified, because the quantity 7(¢ — e,q) in
I(q1,q2;w) becomes e/I4. regardless of w. In the lim-
its V — oo and Rs — oo with V/Rs = I4., Eq. (3.16)
reduces to

) —e/2)°
I(q1,92;w) = eiwellac [exp (_—(;;RT?C{ Id) )
Cc

— exp (~%ti%)]. (3.25)

Substituting Eq. (3.25) into Eq. (3.17) yields, to the first
order in exp(—e/2RrClqc),

ewellac (@2 + 6/2)2
_ giwe/lac [1 — exp (_——%RTC’IdC )] }
for —e/2<Q1,Q2<¢e/2
*(_Q_a—_e/_?)f) _
el ) [ ~e/2<@1<e/2<Q2<3e/2

(3.26)

e G~ = |

for —e/2<Q2<e/2<Q; < 3e/f2

_(Q2-¢/2)" — (@1 — 6/2)2>

2eRrClyc
(@ oY)
<_ 2¢e Ry Clye for e/2 < Q1,Q2 < 3e/2.
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From Eq. (3.26) we find that P(Q;,Q2;w) has poles on the real w axis at w = 2rnly./e (n = 1,2,..
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.), which indicates

that the SET peaks in the power spectra have no linewidth. Although Eq. (3.26) itself is correct only to the first
order in exp(—e/2RpClI4c), this conclusion holds true as long as the junction is driven by a constant-current source.

A more rigorous proof is given in Appendix A.

C. Stationary solution

From the solution of the master equation, the stationary solution or the charge distribution can be calculated as

- T
PQ =P(@ D = Jim 7 [ dP(@1,Git) = =i lim wP(Q1,Q5w)

(3.27)

where the bar over P(Q,t) denotes the time average. Substituting Egs. (3.17) and (3.16) into Eq. (3.27), we obtain

the charge distribution for CV less than 3¢/2 as

1 CRs
FOV-Q

PQ) = %gRSQ CV-e<Q<ef2
1.c
TCV —-Q \CV —¢/2

where 7 is the average dwell time given by Eq. (3.23).
This result is identical to that obtained in Ref. 13 using
the probability-density-function approach. In particular,
for constant-current operation, the charge distribution is
obtained from Eq. (3.26) as

1

- [l—exp(-—
e

o
~expl —
€

which, of course, holds only for I4. € e/RrC.
The average and mean square of charge can be calcu-

lated from Eq. (3.29):

(Q+6/2)2>]
QCRTCIdC ’
P(Q) = —e/2<Q<e/2

(Q—e/2)°
2%eRrClue ) » @>ef2

(3.29)

Q) = |/ FeRrClac | (3.30)
Q()? = i—; + 2eRpClyc. (3.31)

These results will be used later in discussing power spec-
tra and sum rules.

IV. POWER SPECTRA OF SET OSCILLATIONS

This section evaluates various quantities characterizing
SET oscillations, such as the charge (or voltage) corre-
lation function and the power spectra. The results are
used in discussing the sum rules and linewidth of SET
oscillations.

Rs CV-Q-—ce (1/e)(Rs/Rr)(CV —¢/2) 1 Rs
{1_<CV—€/2) exp[ (Q+ )] , —e/2<Q<CV —e¢

(3.28)

Rg cV-Q (1/€e)(Rs/Rr)(CV —¢/2) 1 Rs .
( > exp Ry <Q-§)], e/2<Q<CV,

A. General properties of the charge correlation
function

We begin by discussing general features of the charge
correlation function defined by

Se(r) = 6(NRMQL+ 1) - Q1) 1. (4.1)

Our primary concern is the analytic behavior of its
Fourier transform,

So(w) = /C\ dr €7 So(7). (4.2)

This quantity can be expressed in terms of P(Q) and
P(Q1,Q2;w) as

Se(w)

where § denotes an infinitesimal positive number and

5 cv cv
So(w) = / dQ; / dQs Q1Q2P(Q1)P(Q1, Q2;w)

—e/ —ef2

; cv 2
. ( / PdQQP(Q)> .

Other general nth-order correlation functions can also be
similarly expressed in terms of P(Q) and P(Q:,Q2;w).
Because the correlation function defined by Eq. (4.1) is
the retarded one, Sg(w) is analytic in the upper half of
the complex w plane. By definition, the following sum
rule holds:

(4.4)
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/oo So(w)=1[@QEOZ - Q']

dQ Q*P(Q)

-e/2
% 2
- (/ dQQP(Q)> ]
—e/2

This sum rule and the analyticity in the upper-half plane
determine the asymptotic behavior of Sg(w):

(4.5)

Q(t)g] for |w| — co; Imw > 0.

P
y ~ — 1)2 —
Sq(w) W[Q( )
(4.6)
We shall refer to the real and imaginary parts of Sg(w)
as SR(w) and S{(w). It follows then from the analyticity

and Eq (4.6) that these pairs obey the Kramers-Kronig
relations,

il

~ . 2
Sq(w) = é [% +2eRpClye (1 - %)] +

e eiwe/ldC
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SB(w) = lp/m dr 58 (4.7)

Q T Joo W—w’ /
(W')

Sh(w) = —P/ d/ 2920 (4.8)

so the correlation function can be represented as

Y ey Sg(w’)

Sq(w)_-;/_oodww_w,+z_6. (4.9)

Equation (4.9) shows that SQ(w) can be regarded as
the power spectrum of the charge fluctuations or SET
oscillations.?! It can be easily proved that S§(w) has a
finite value rather than a §-function peak at w =0.

B. Power spectra and sum rules

This section examines analytic properties of the power
spectra and discusses the related sum rules for constant-
current operation. S'Q(w) can be calculated by substi-
tuting Eqgs. (3.26) and (3.29) into (4.4). Lengthy but
straightforward calculation yields

elge 1+ efwelTac iI2
22 1 — etwellac 3

f—— edQ exp( {29
Tao 1 — etwelTac Jo @0 P\

% eiwe/Idc

e ) OJQ
T owelie /0 d@ sin Ta exp (..

The real part of Sq(w) is given from Eqgs. (4.3) and (4.10)
as

S8(w) = SHY(w) + Z ——-6(w — 2mnlyc/e)SeT T (w),
(4.11)

where 3’ denotes the summation over all integers except
n=0,

SEd(w )——f( )= (U@P+ @) (412)
and
S§w) = ZE [(I—dc-—f( 2) [g(w)]ﬁ]. (413)

We have introduced here the functions f(w) and g(w),
which are defined by

e 2
flw) = /0 dQsin‘;—f—exp (—ﬁ%) (4.14)

e 2
g(w) = /0 dQ cos%exp Cﬁ(ﬁ;) . (4.15)

wQ> Q3 )
2eRTCIdc) / 4Q2 exp ( Tac  2¢RpCla.
Q? )
_— . 4.10
2¢e RrCl4. ( )

Equation (4.11) shows that Sg(w) consists of é-function
peaks SzET(w) at w = 2wnly./e and what is called the
noise pedestal Sged(w).

The contribution of the pedestal to the power spectrum
Sg(w)/w is given by??

[ &ao-aw (- 5)

= (1-3) f5ermcne.

Equation (4.16) shows that the contribution of the
pedestal is proportional to the average charge of the
junction. This is a characteristic feature of a Poisson
random-point process, so it confirms the statement that
the pedestal is generated due to the statistical random-
ness of individual tunneling events.® The value of Sged(w)
at w = 0 is given by??

(4.16)

ped qy _ .2 T
SE4(0) = €’ ReC (1 4), (4.17)

while its asymptotic behavior for w > \/I4c/eRrC is
given (see Appendix B) by
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Sped( ) — eIdC 1 _ IdC 2
2w? w2eRypC

3
—6 L —_
(wzeRTC> ]

(4.18)

The contribution of the §-function peaks is, on the other

hand, given by
L5
—o T 4
1

QDI - Q0) - Q) <1 _ 75)

lI

T§ + 2eRTCIdC(1—Z)

1 [ 3
- (1-—\/§> 56 RrClye. .

The right-hand side of Eq. (4.19) depends on Q(t)?,
which reflects the fact that SET oscillations are gener-
ated due to correlation of tunneling events.

Sged(w) and S3FT(w) are shown in Fig. 2 for typical

(4.19)
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pedestal tends to overcome the contribution of the SET
peaks. This means that SET oscillations are less obvious
for larger currents. In addition, as w mcreases, the SET
peaks decrease rapidly as SSET(w) ~1/wS.

For shunted operation, the power spectra of SET os-
cillations can be calculated numerically using Egs. (3.17)
and (4.4). The results are shown in Fig. 3. The figures
clearly show that SET peaks appear as the ratio Rs/Rr
increases; as this ratio further increases, the background
noise corresponding to the pedestal decreases and the
SET peaks grow and become sharper.

C. Linewidth of SET oscillations
for shunted operation

The linewidth of the SET peaks can be estimated by

the relation
I's = —Imuw,, (4.20)

where w, is a pole of P(Q1,Q@2;w), determined by the
equation

values of the current, Iy.RrC/e = 0.01 and 0.05. It K(e/2,CViwn) = 1. (4.21)
can be seen that, as the driving current increases, the  To first order in Rr/Rs, we obtain
J
e \3 e
wn = 2mn — i 71') o2 (2CV) (1 20") (2mn)” (4.22)
i CR lngv-*_—e/2 )2 ’ CRs (1 QK_*:E/_Q °
STV —e/2 (zev S\"CV —¢/2

where n is an integer. Thus the linewidth of SET oscil-
lations due to a small source resistance Rs is given by

s = 72n%(4 - )

4.23
Rs CR5 ( )
A more detailed discussion on the poles of P(Q1, @2;w)
for a shunted junction is given in Appendix C.

V. TIME-INTERVAL DISTRIBUTIONS

So far, the discussion is only treated in the frequency
domain. However, Refs. 12-14 use time-domain descrip-
tion. In this section we will show how the key distribu-
tions in the time-domain description can be constructed
from the solution of the master equation. We discuss
the probability distributions of time intervals between
tunneling events. In a small tunnel junction at most
one electron tunnels at one time, and the tunneling pro-
cess is Markovian. Such tunneling events can be most
directly characterized by second-order correlation func-
tions, and we introduce two such time-interval distribu-
tions Py 11(7) and P 11(7). The former (latter) distribu-
tion gives the probability density that the next (another)
tunneling event occurs at time 7 after the first event.!3:23
Thus Py 11(7) describes the correlation between two suc-

cessive tunneling events, while P, 11(7) describes the cor-
relation between any two tunneling events separated by
a time interval of 7.

Using Po(Q1,Q2;t) and P(Q1,Q2;t),

P, 11(7) can be written as

P; 11(7) and

P, 11(7) = /dQl/dQ2Pi(Q1)P0(Q1aQ2;T)T(Qz);
(5.1)

Poni(r) = / dQ, / dQ2Pi(Q1)P(Q1, Q23 7)(Q2),
(5.2)

where P;(Q;) is the chalge distribution immediately after
a tunneling event and is given, for ¢/2 < CV < 3e/2,
by13

e
. = hd 5.3
Pz(Ql)—P(Q,Q1+e): (5.3)
where P(e/2,Q) is given by Eq. (3.22). In the limit of
constant-current operation, the analytic forms of their
Fourier transforms are given by
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P 'we/Idc d Ql / dQ Q ( QZ Q% ) (5 4)
W)= ——— ex - exp | —1 .
s11(w) = (eRrClac)? / @1 Quexp { i 2eRTCIdc 252\ " Tae ~ 2eRrCla
and
1 eiwe/ldc € le / ( wQ? Q% )
= - d ) d ex - .
P 11(w) (eRrClac)? 1 — eiwelTa /0 Q1 Q1 exp (z I, 2eRTCIdC Q2 Q2exp Toc  2RrCla
(5.5)
We see from Egs. (5.4) and (5.5) that the difference 0.03
between P, 11(w) and P 11(w) is only a factor 1/(1 — (a)
eiwe/lac); that is, P 11(w) is nothing but P 11(w) re- 1
peating with period e/Ij.. This can easily be under-
stood by noting that the junction charge changes with o 002
time as depicted in Fig. 5(a) and that the probability of X
charging the tunnel juntion above 3¢/2 is assumed to be >
negligible. Thus every charging process starts from the mgc
Coulomb blocked region, and thus the memory of earlier » 001F
tunneling events does not affect later tunneling events.
This relation between P; 11(w) and P 11(w) is specific to
constant-current operation for low currents and does not
hold for larger currents or for shunted operation. 3 2
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FIG. 3. Real part of the charge correlation function for
FIG. 2. Real part of the charge correlation function for shunted opelalion at CV =e: (a) Rs/Rr =3, (b) Rs/Rt =

constant-current operation with (a) IqcRrC/e

(b) IscRTC[e = 0.05.

= 0.01 and

10, and (

figure in a dlffelent scale.

) Rs/Rr = 100, where the inset shows the same



3444

VI. CURRENT-VOLTAGE CHARACTERISTICS

The previous sections discussed dynamic properties of
SET oscillations. In this section we consider their static
properties, i.e., current-voltage characteristic. The time-
averaged voltage across the tunnel junction is given by

V==

C —-ef2

Substituting Eq. (3.28) into Eq. (6.1) we obtain Kirch-
hoff’s second law,3

dQ QP(Q). (6.1)

V =V - RgI, (6.2)
where the quantity
T=2 (63)
T

is the average current through the tunnel junction. It
is interesting to note that a classical circuit relation is
recovered for a circuit involving a quantum device (i.e.,
tunnel junction) if we take an ensemble average. This
is a tunneling version of Ehrenfest’s theorem. Equation
(6.2) shows that the current-voltage (I-V') characteristic
can be calculated by using Egs. (3.22) and (3.23) to eval-
uate the average time interval between tunneling events.
The results are shown in Fig. 4. This figure, which
clearly demonstrates the crossover from constant-voltage
operation (Rs/Rr <« 1) to constant-current operation
(Rs/Rr > 1), agrees well with the previous results.!
In the limit of constant-current operation, the I-V char-
acteristic has horizontal (insulating) and parabolic (con-
ductive) branches, while the I-V curve is single valued
and has an offset e¢/2C in the limit of constant-voltage
operation.

VII. LINEWIDTH PROBLEM REVISITED

Section IV B showed that the linewidth of SET oscil-
lations vanishes for constant-current operation and that

0.12

)
o
[e]
[¢]
T

0.00 L

V/(€)

FIG. 4. Current-voltage characteristics for (a) Rs/Rr =
0, (b) Rs/Rr = 3, (¢) Rs/Rr =10, (d) Rs/Rr = 50, and
(e) Rs/Rr — oo.
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the statistical randomness of tunneling leads to the back-
ground noise, called noise pedestal. This result has been
known for some time,® but it has not seemed so obvious
because in optical physics statistical fluctuations usually
lead to a finite linewidth.?? In this section we use the
exact solution of the master equation to reconsider the
physical origin of the vanishing linewidth.

The vanishing linewidth of SET oscillations—or,
equivalently, the infinitely long-time correlation of SET
events—for constant-current operation originates from
the combination of the discrete transfer of charge across
the barrier with its linear supplement from the external
circuit. It thus follows that the values that the charge
can take at each moment are restricted to a discrete set,3

Q(t) = Q(0) + Iuct — ne, (7.1)

where n is the number of tunneling events [see Fig. 5(a)].
Therefore the statistical properties of charge at t = 0,
Q(0), precisely carry over to those of charge at time ¢,
Q(t), and “memory” of charge at t = 0 is preserved. This
is why the randomness of individual tunneling events
does not lead to deterioration of correlation. In shunted
operation, on the other hand, nonlinearity of the charging
process allows the charge to take values from a contin-
uous set after several tunneling events [Fig. 5(b)], and
eventually the memory of the charge at t = 0 will be
completely lost.

The reason the randomness of individual tunneling
events does not deteriorate the long-time correlation of
SET oscillations can be put in another way. Provided
that tunneling events have occurred at Q = Q1, Qo, ...,
Qn while the charge changes from Q = Qg to Q, the time
taken for the whole process is given, from Eq. (3.21), by

_ CV - Qo CV-Qi+e
T—CRS(lnCV—Q1+ln oV -0,
CV—-Q,+e
? ()

LA

—0.5e

Q

cv

0.5e
0
—0.5e

rr=e

FIG. 5. Regions in the t-Q plane that the junction charge
is allowed to occupy: (a) constant-current operation and (b)
shunted operation.
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In the limit V — oo and Rg — oo with V/Rs = I,
Eq. (7.2) reduces to

T=ch[(Q1 — Qo) +(Q2— Q1 +e)

+ 4 (Q = Qn+ o)

~Q-Gotne (7:3)
Idc
This shows that the randomness of intermediate tunnel-
ing events at Q@ = Q1, Q2,...,Qn does not affect the time
7 and hence does not destroy the long-time correlation.
These qualitative explanations for the absence of the
linewidth of SET oscillations can be refined by using
our analytic solution of the stochastic master equation.
In constant-current operation, the time evolution of the
charge averaged over the ensemble, in which the initial
value of the charge Qg is held fixed, is given by

(Qw)) = / dQ QP(Qo, Q;w)
_ iQo  Ilac e expliw(e/2 — Qo)/Iac]

iexp[iw(e/? - Qo)/Iac] [°
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Iyt 1 >
(@) = Qo+ Iact — e [d—:—ﬂ + ] +e kz: kp(k,t),

2
=0

(7.4)
where [ ] is Gauss’s symbol, and p(k,t) is a distribution
function satisfying the normalization condition,

> p(k,t)=1.
k=0

We have assumed that Qo is less than e/2. The first
three terms of the right-hand side (rhs) of Eq. (7.4) rep-
resent completely regular SET oscillations, whereas the
last term includes the stochastic nature of the tunnel-
ing. The separation of (Q(t)) into regular and random
parts leads to two distinct components in the power spec-
trum, namely, a set of é-function peaks and the pedestal.
The explicit form of the last term can be obtained from
the analytic solution (3.17) of the master equation. The
Fourier transform of (Q(t)) is given by

(7.5)

w@ Q?

w w?  w 1-exp(iweflsc) Ic

It can be easily verified that the first three terms of
the rhs of Eq. (7.6), respectively, correspond to the
Fourier transforms of the first three terms (i.e., regu-
lar parts) of Eq. (7.4). The last term in Eq. (7.6), on
the other hand, includes the random nature of tunneling
events; it is a product of a periodically oscillating factor
e*w(¢/2-Qo)/1ac /(] — g#we/lac) and an integral arising from
the randomness of individual tunneling events. Hence
the last term in Eq. (7.4) is given by a convolution of a
periodic function with frequency Ij./e and the Fourier
transform of the integral,

2
e exp (—22;;‘0) for 0 <t <efl4e.

As noted in Sec. V, the periodicity of the random part
is characteristic of low-current operation and is not di-
rectly related to the vanishing linewidth. In fact, this
periodicity will be lost as the probability that the charge
exceeds 3e/2 increases. Nevertheless, the linewidth of the
SET peaks will remain zero as long as the values that the
charge can take are restricted to a discrete set.

(1.7)

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have exactly solved the stochas-
tic master equation for small-capacitance normal tunnel
junctions under arbitrary bias conditions at zero tem-
perature. We have used this solution to calculate im-
portant quantities characterizing SET oscillations both
for constant-current and for shunted operation. Analytic

1 — exp(iwe/Iq4c) 0

d . - . .
Q exp <l Idc QBRTCIdC> (7 6)

[

expressions of the power spectra and sum rules of SET
oscillations are explicitly calculated for constant-current
operation. Although thermal noise is not treated in this
paper, this effect can be included, for sufficiently low tem-
peratures, by replacing the ¢ function in Py(Q1,@2;t)
with a Gaussian packet.
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APPENDIX A: POLES OF P(Q1,Q2;w)
FOR CONSTANT-CURRENT OPERATION

In Sec. III B we have explicitly calculated the retarded
Green’s function P(Q.,Q2;w) and shown that it has
poles on the real w axis. However, this calculation is
correct only to the first order in exp(—e/2RrCly.) < 1,
and thus one may wonder if SET oscillations really have
infinitely long time correlation. To answer this question,
we rigorously prove here that P(Q1,Q2;w) has poles on
the real w axis in constant-current operation.

In the limit V' — oo and Rg — oo with V/Rs = Iy,
the series expansion of P(Q,Q2;w), Eq. (3.15), becomes
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~ . Q
P(Q1,Qzw) = PO(Q],Qz;w)(e(Q2 — Q1) + eiwelTac /

A
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Qate g2+te

dgy B(qy) + e¥iel Tac / dg2 P(q2) / dgy P(q1)

/2

Biwe /I Qate re s B e B
vetsettc [ anoplan) [ danta) [ an b+ (A1)
ef2 A
where A = max{Q,e/2},
1 .
_I___ezw(Q'z—Qx)/ldc, Q. < 6/2
- de
iw(Q2=Q1)/ Lac 2 etA—c
e exp( e RyCla ) v Q22>e€/2,
[
and rents where the condition exp(—e/2RrCly.) < 1 is sat-

) isfied. Thus f(w) and g(w) are approximately written
q—¢/2 exp(—(q_e/Q) e/2 < q < 3¢/2 as
i eRpClye 2eR7Cly. )’ 0o wQ Q?
Pq) = f(w):/ dQsin—exp(————-—-)
q—e/2 q ) >3¢/2. (A3 0 T4c 2eRrClyc
exp| — , .
eRpClyc P RrClye L= ) T
Equation (A1) shows that P(Q1,Q2;w)/Po(Q1,Q2;w) =V 2ffRTCIdc/ dtexp(t® — T?), (B1)
is a function of w with period 27I4./e. On the other 0
hand, it can be easily shown from Eq. (3.27) that, in
general, P(Q1,Q2;w) has a pole at w = 0. These two co wQ Q2
observations lead to the conclusion that P(Q1, Q2;w) has g(w) = / dQ cos To exp( 2Ry Cl >
poles at w = 2wnli./e (n = 0, £1, £2, ...). Hence the 0 € de
SET peaks in the power spectra Sg(w) have no linewidth. )
_ [meRpCly, exp(_eRTCw ) (B2)
APPENDIX B: ASYMPTOTIC FORM 2 2Ly )’
AND SUM RULES FOR S5®P(w) AND S3*" (w) where
T =w L2 (B3)
In this appendix we briefly derive Eqgs. (4.16), (4.17), 2ac
(4.18), and (4.19). We consider the case of low bias cur- From Eq. (4.12) we have
J
© dw ¢ Q*? dw 1 w@
—gPed(,) = /d o —— ¢ / =
-[-oo T < (w) € Qexp 2¢e R Clq4. _ T wsm de
QI+Q3 )\ [T dw w(@1 - Q2)
d d — ek 2 . 274
T / Ql/ Q: exp( %RrClac) Jooo @ TP\ I
€ €
tor) < ), 4o~ mem)
= d —_—— ] — d _—
¢ /0 Qexp( 2eRrClas) ~ © Jo P\ " CRrCTn
— 1
= t)|1—-—]. B4
Q® (1- ) (B4)
Combining Egs. (4.5) and (B4), we obtain Eq. (4.19).
Sped(w = 0) can also be calculated from Eq. (4.12) as
2 e 2 2
Ped == | 4 @ \__ e / d <___.Q__>]
0= / QQexp( QeRTCIdC> 2 ae [ | 99X\ "R O
(B5)

_ 2 _ ___ ¢ _r
=e“RpC [1 exp( 2RTCIdc> 4] ,

which is equal to Eq. (4.17) to the zeroth order in exp(—e/2RrClyc).

expansion,

On the other hand, using the asymptotic
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. 11 1
/dte‘ =— fAx3 1x3X5 L @), (B6)

221'3 2325 2427

and Eq. (B1), the asymptotic behavior of Sged(w) for w > y/I4c/eRrC is obtained as

Iy I 312 ely Iy 312 2
gl (1l SR Y by b | SR
(w) + w?eRrC + wie?R%C?2 + 2w? + w2eRrC + wie?RLC? +

ely L\ L \®
= < ——=<c ) _ %} ...
T w? [1 (wzeRTC) 6 (w2eRTC> ] ' (BT)

APPENDIX C: POLES OF P(Q:1,Q2;w) FOR SHUNTED OPERATION

From Egs. (3.20), (3.21), (3.22), and (4.21), the equation determining the poles of the Green’s function P(Q1, Q2;w)
is given by

o) = CV = Q+e\“ " r(Q) (@) _
1‘6/2’0""")‘/6,2 @ (eist) Ky Qz(@) =t (1

The problem here is to solve this equation for nearly constant-current operation; we solve Eq. (C1) up to the lowest
order with respect to Rp/Rs.
Introducing the quantities p = ¢/2CV and ¢ = (Q — ¢/2)/CV, we have

CV—Q+ iwwCRs CV+ 9 iwCRs 2
( CV-Q e> - (CV _ 22) (1 + “"CRS o 2)2 [iwCRs — p(wCRs)?] + 0((13))

(€2)

Such an expansion is justified because moments of ¢ rapidly converge as the ratio Rs/Rr becomes large:!*

eV Q—e/27(Q) (@) Rr\'"*
035G oo (- [5G = (ra-w3E) ©

cv Q—¢/2\" Q) (@) _ Rr
f.e (5 ) fae S R 0
Combining Egs. (C1), (C2), (C3), and (C4), we obtain
1/2
5 (Wp(l - P)%;')
8p°(1—p) Rr

iwCRgs
I(e/2,CV;iw) = (M) [1+iwCRslf”
(1—7°)? Rs [iwCRs — p(wCRs)?] + O((RT/RS)a/z)] . (C5)

CV —e/2

Hence the logarithm of Eq. (C1) reads

CV +e/2

2win = iwCRS In C_V—:‘,’7§

9 1/2
+In [1+2wCR5 — (Wp(l—p)——)

8p*(1 —p) Rr
(1-p2)? R

2 1/2 201
_—_iwCRs[ OV te/2, s (Wp(l—p)-}iT-) i et ) ”)]

[szRs — p(wCRg) ] + O((R/I‘/Rs)sﬂ)]

CV —e/2 Rs (1—p?)?

Rr 2p°(1 - p)

—i(wCRs)*(4 — ) Rs (1= 79)2

+ X(Rr/Rs)*'?), (C6)

where n is an integer. We finally obtain
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_ 27n
wn = cre CV +e/2 N 2p ( 9 )EZ) 1/2 _}ESPZ(I -p)
SINCV—e/2 T 1-p? T PR + Rs (1-p?)?
. Rr 2p%(1 - p) (2mn)? 3/2
—i(4 —m)—=— + X(Rr/R . C7
R (1 ez’ Alfer/ 1)) (D
S\"Cv _¢/2
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