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1. Introduction

The impending revision of the International Systanits (SI) presents fundamental metrology with
the most profound paradigm changes since the ingi&tion of the Sl by 11th General Conference
on Weights and Measures in 1960 [1, 2]. The mo&ribased on the seven base units second, metre,
kilogram, ampere, kelvin, mole, and candela, hasnbep to now very successful in ensuring
worldwide consistency and uniformity of measureraehtowever, with scientific progress over the
past half century, certain disadvantages are n@arapt in the definition of the kilogram as thetuni

of mass in particular, but also in the definitidrttee electrical base unit ampere.

In the present SI, the kilogram is the last baseé stiil being based on a manufactured object, the
international prototype of the kilogram, consenaed used by the International Bureau of Weights
and Measures (BIPM) in France since 1889. Likeatgfact, this platinum-iridium kilogram cylinder

is susceptible to changes over time. Furthermdme,biase electrical unit within the SI system, the
ampere, is presently still defined in terms of natbal units of mass, length and time via the laivs
classical electromagnetism. This is unsatisfacforytwo main reasons: firstly, the SI ampere is
vulnerable to drift and instability from the kilagn artefact, and secondly, the electro-mechanical
experiments needed to realise the Sl electricak uarie extremely difficult and require decades of
effort. Moreover, under its present classical daéin the ampere cannot be realised with an acgurac
better than a few parts in 1@vhich is not sufficient to meet the accuracy rseefiroutine electrical

metrology, which requires 1 part 1Bow and will require even better in the future.

Since the 1980s, the Josephson effect and the wquahtall effect, related to the fundamental
constantdh ande via the Josephson constdfitand the von Klitzing constam, have proven their
unexcelled precision and reproducibility of theardf 1 part in 1®and better [3]. In order to exploit
these effects for fundamental metrology, i.e. fog teproduction of the electrical Sl units volt and
ohm, and to benefit from the increased precisioelé@ttrical calibrations and measurements, in 1990
the 18th General Conference on Weights and Measutegted the so-called conventional units for
voltage and resistanc¥q, and 2y), and defined fixed values for the Josephson hadson Kilitzing
constants K;.90 and R¢.g0). Since then, the Josephson voltage standard (AW&)the quantum Hall

resistance (QHR) standard have been used for tmeseological purposes with great precision,
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repeatability and ease [3, 4]. The conventionaltaleal units have achieved wide acceptance and are
commonly used in science and industry. However giffemition of conventional units came with the

price of a dilemma, sincéy, andQy, are not consistent with the Sl definitions of Yodt and the ohm.

Thus it is highly desirable to find a better, notetact-based definition of the kilogram, and a
consequent definition of the ampere that coulddzdized in an easier and more precise way. This,
together with the need to restore coherence t&theystem and enable practical unit realizatioms vi
direct traceability chains to invariants of natunas driven efforts towards the re-definition of @l

units.

Thanks to scientific progress made in National Elegy Institutes (NMI) around the world during
the last decades, the newly proposed Sl unit digfits are entirely based on fundamental consténts o
nature and will consequently allow units realizaiovhich are highly accurate and invariable over
time [1, 2]. These definitions will be of explidbnstant type, i.e. the units will be defined by
specifying exact values for certain fundamentalstamts. Of particular importance for electrical
metrology are the new definitions of the kilogranhich will be connected to a fixed value of the
Planck’s constartt, and of the ampere, which will be based on a fix@de of the elementary charge
e. As a natural consequence, these new definiticiisremedy the dilemma of the conventional
electrical units by making quantum standards sigtiat are coherent with the SI. Consequently, the
importance of the quantum electrical effects fa thalisation and conservation of the units will be

further strengthened.

A key point for the application of the Josephsod #re quantum Hall effects for the future realiaati

of the Sl volt and ohm is the crucial assumpticat the fundamental relatiois = 2e/h andRy = h/e?

are exact. Providing experimental support for #wsumption is still an ongoing goal of modern
fundamental metrology research, and its need has bepeatedly emphasised by the international
Committee on Data for Science and Technology (CORA, 6]. Empirical information on possible
corrections to the predicted fundamental relatioas be provided by consistency tests, such as
Quantum Metrology Triangle (QMT) experiments whinkiolve the Josephson and the quantum Hall

effect in combination with the single-electron spart effect as a third quantum electrical effect.
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The purpose of this paper is to review the curstatiis of QMT experimer, includin¢ developments
since the publication of recent review pés on the topic [7, ]8 Special focus is laid on a particu
realisation of the QMT, represented by the-called ‘Electron Counting Capacitance Stand.

experiment.

2. Principle and implications of the QMT

In the mid1980s rapid advances in elect-beam lithography techniques allowed the fabricatib
sub-pmsized metallic tunnel junction systems in which [@mb blockade phenomena could
observed. This initiated the advent of Si-Electron Tunnelling (SET) experiments and brot
ideas for corresponding metrological applicatio®fs The first formulation of a QMT was presen
by the Likharev group and pushed in 1985 in a paper on the theoryBadch wave oscillations i

small Josephson junctions [10].

Josephson Single-electron —
U~fl KJ effect transport effect I= QS f

Quantum Hall
effect

Ull~Ry

Fig. 1: Original version of the QMT experiment damito the first publication in 198510], linking

the three quantumepresentatior of current, voltage and resistance.

In this paperfor the first time the combination of three mawmopic quantum effects was propo
similar to Fig. 1) in ordeto investigate possible corrects to the underlying fundamental quant

relations.
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About 15 years later, the original idea for the QBXperiment was newly formulated and interpreted
on basis of the constituting relations for the ¢hopiantum electrical standards (Josephson voltage,

guantum Hall resistance, and SET current) [11Jewily

i) U; = nfyK, for the voltage produced by a Josephson voltagedatrd (JVS) operated at a

frequencyf; and on the nth voltage step,

i) Ronr = R«/i for the resistance of a quantum Hall resistandé¢R¥standard operated on

the ith resistance plateau, and

iii) Iser = Qdfser for the current generated by an SET current standievice, driving

charge quanta of valu@s at a frequencyeer.

It is important to note thak; R« and Qs are introduced by these relations as ‘phenomeigabg
constants’. These are considered, indesdpirical quantitieswhose values have to be determined
experimentally by suitable electrical measuremelmtsparticular, no relation of these constants to

other fundamental constants of nature (kkandh) is assumed priori.

Combining the three quantum effects by an experiregploiting Ohm’s law, i.e. by inserting i)-iii)

into the relatiorJ =R |, readily results in

KRk Qs =i n (fyfser). (1)

This relation represents the result of a QMT expernit. Such a result (as well as results from other,
equivalent QMT variants, discussed later in thisgoatests the consistency of the quantum elettrica
effects by checking if thproduct of the phenomenological constaniglved (the left side of equ. 1)

is equal to a product of integer quantum numbedsaaratio of two frequencies (the right side of .equ

1). Here it is important to note that

* equ. 1) compareslimensionlesgproducts, i.e. all implications arising from QM&Esults are
independent of the particular unit system chosethi® measured quantities, and
» the right side of equ. 1) is usually known with ligigle uncertainty since frequencies (and their

ratios, respectively) can be measured with verf iccuracy by state of the art methods.
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A number of standard theories for the quantum etedteffects exist relating;, R« andQs to e andh

[12, 13, 14, 15, 16]. These theories agree thaethelations are given by
ib) K; = 2e/h for the Josephson constant,
iib) R« = h/é? for the von Klitzing constant, and
iiib) Qs =efor the charge quanta constituting the electdcatent in SET devices.

In fact some recent papers mention possible quastaatrodynamical corrections to the von Klitzing
and the Josephson constant in magnetic fields18]7,however the predicted dependencies are very
weak, i.e. relative corrections of the order of%6r less, so that they can be neglected underigahct

metrological aspects and with respect to the uairgytlevels that QMT experiments can reach.

In contrast to the famous relations ib) and iibg telationQs = e formulates a seemingly evident fact:
namely, that the charge value carried by the chqugata in solid-state devices is equal to theevalu
of the electron charge in vacuum (i. e. the negatiglue of the elementary charge). The crucial
guestion of whether many-body corrections to tleetebn charge exist in solid-state systems was firs
raised and treated in 1970 by Nordtvedt [19]. Adowy to this work, the value of the electron-like
charge quanta in solids is subjected to quantuetreldynamic corrections, and the renormalized
electron charge value in metals is higher tharvéeeium value by a relative increaige of the order
10"°. Soon after that, however, several arguments weasented which cast doubt on the validity of
Nordtvedt's conclusion [15, 16], stating that nahsworrections apply. Presently this fundamental

guestion is still considered an open topic [7 a8l possible corrections cannot be ruledaoptiori.

Regardless of the status of theoretical argumemntgirical tests like QMT experiments to verify the
exactness of the relations ib) - iiib) at the hgth@ossible confidence level are of uttermost irtgrare

for the application of quantum electrical effectsnetrology and science.

To consider possible deviations from the ideal sageen by the relations ib) - iiib), correctiong a

commonly parameterized [11] according to
ic) K; = (1+e,) 2¢e/h,

iic)  Re= (1) We, and
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iiic) Qs=(1+9) e
Inserting this into equ 1) leads then to the exgoes
KJRKQ3/2D(1+8J+8K+85) (2)

in a first order approximation, i.e. assuming ttie epsilon corrections each are much smaller than

unity so that their products can be neglected.

Equ. 2) shows that if there are no correctionsniyp @af the three involved quantum electrical effects
(all epsilon corrections equal to zero), the QMdvides a consistency check by testing the relation

1 =1. Any result of a QMT experimental can be thesxpressed as
1 =1 +dgur * Ugur ) 3)

where 4oyt is the measured deviation from the expected Ireldtion, andugur is the relative

standard uncertainty attributed to the result.

If Aomr > Uowmr, the experimental QMT result would imply that aast one of the three involved
guantum effects has a correction term; howeves, risult would not allow to identify the effect. If
Aomt < Ugmt, the experiment ‘closes’ the QMT, which means thatlence against corrections to the
three involved quantum effects is provided on afidence level ofugur. In this case though, the

possibility of a cancellation between individuakign correction terms cannot be ruled out [11, 7].

3. Present knowledge of the values for the phenomengjical constants

To assess the metrological impact boundaries of @M@eriments it is necessary to consider the
present knowledge of the values of the phenomerm@bgonstantskK; R¢, and Qs, and their
correction terms;, ex andes. In the past, discussions on the QMT have formadlahe ambitious
ultimate target to reach a relative standard uagegtuyr of about one part in £Qsee for instance
[11]), or even state that this uncertainty levehecessary for significant metrological impact [20]

However, a careful and conservative analysis base@cent CODATA results [6] which follows the
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rationale published by Keller in 2008 [7] impligsat the ‘metrological impact threshold’ for QMT

experiments is significantly lower, namely at acentainty level of about few parts in“10

In 2010 CODATA performed the latest adjustment walions of the fundamental constants,
including an update of the adjustment calculatifanspossible corrections to the phenomenological
constantK; andRg [6, 21]. The results were derived by least-squadiastment calculations of the
phenomenological constants based on input data &avide variety of experiments, as described in
earlier CODATA publications [22, 23, 5]. Some of#le calculations were carried authout the
assumption that the relatios = 2e/h andR¢ = h/e’ are exact. These so-called ‘relaxed conditions’
were — according to the equations ic) and iic —-sa@ered by introducing adjustable correction fagtor
&y andeg in the observational equations. The corresponddjgstment calculations then provided a set
of ‘best values’ for these epsilon correction terscording to the CODATA analysis from 2010 (see
[6], pp 62,Test of the Josephson and quantum HA#at relation$ the values for the correction terms

are (with all stated uncertainties here being ‘@tad uncertainties” [6]):

e ¢ =(15+49)10° i.e. there is no significant correction to theegicted value of the
Josephson constant at a confidence level corresppital a relative uncertainty of about 5
parts in 10

« & =(2.8+1.800°% i.e. there is a barely significant correctionthe predicted value of the
von Kilitzing constant at a confidence level cormgfing to a relative uncertainty of about 2

parts in 16,

Interestingly, the correction factor f& has a relatively high uncertainty of about 5 part$0’. This
seems surprising since the Josephson effect nowaidagonsidered one of the best understood
guantum electrical phenomena. The reason for tigis tincertainty is due to a peculiarity that was
already revealed in the CODATA report from 2006 [Gpnsidering the fact that the value fgpmwas
mainly determined by different types of observatiomquations and experimental input data (see [7]
for an extensive discussion), it was found thafiedént ‘routes’ for the adjustment calculations ted
strongly discrepant results feg. Consequently, in order to obtain a result freenabnsistencies,

additional adjustment calculations were performeth all sets of input data resulting in discrepant
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results deleted [23, 5, 6]. The 2006 adjustment taves, = (2.4 + 1.8010° ande; = (2.4 + 7.2010°".
Comparison with the new results of the CODATA assyrom 2010 [6] shows that the uncertainty
for the correction factor to the Josephson consiant has slightly decreased from 7 to about 5 parts
in 10'.

In 2008, a value for the third possible correctiactor es was deduced by combining the results of a

QMT experiment performed at NIST [24, 25] with rigsdrom Watt balance and calculable capacitor

experiments (see [26] and references therein). diadysis gave

« g5=(-9+92)10°° i.e. there is no significant correction to thegicted value of the charge
quanta transported by SET devices at a confideeeel Icorresponding to a relative

uncertainty of about 9 parts in 10

The uncertainty foes here corresponds to the relative total uncertaifithe QMT experiment from

NIST [25].

In summary: the relative uncertainty for a cormttioRx is about 2 parts in £0for a correction td;
it is 5 parts in 10 and for a correction tQs it is 9 parts in 10 Consequently, the implications of
experimental QMT results are assessed as follojv&[@MT result with an uncertaintyoyr at about
1 part in 16 (or higher) has to be interpreted primarily inntsrofes. An uncertainty in the range
about 5 parts in 7Gand about 2 parts in 4@ould have impact oss ands; together, keeping in mind
that a QMT result cannot distinguish between theooading to equ. 2). A result witlyur < 2 parts

in 10° would bear on the correction factors for all thge@ntum electrical effects.

This means that any QMT result with a relative ltatecertainty at the level of about a few partd @
can provide relevant input to future adjustmentgh&f phenomenological constants. Such a result
would contribute to reinforce with an empirical apgch the theoretical models existing for the

electrical quantum effects and their foundatiothasbasis for the future Sl.



« Quantum Metrology Triangle Experiments: A StéReview » by H. Scherer and B. Camarota
to be published in Measurement Science and Techp@pecial Issue on "Electrical Quantum Standandistiaeir role in the SI"

4. Implementation of various QMT experiments

At the time of the original formulation of the QM{Fig 1), its experimental realization was not
straightforward. In the early 1990s in fact, whdfTSlevices started entering metrology applications,
state of the art SET current sources were repreddny single-electron pump or turnstile devices
based on series arrays of metal-insulator-metaldljnnctions [9, 27]. Due to inherent physicalitsn
set by the statistics of the tunnelling process |¢vels of quantized current achievable with tHeE&
current sources could not exceed the range of dbaupicoampere. An SET current of 10 pA driven
through a quantum Hall standard operating on thghdst resistance plateau=(1, Rour = R«
[125.8 Q) results in a Hall voltage of about 40 nV. Measgrihis voltage with a relative uncertainty
< 10° would require an accuracy of abol@** V, exceeding the capabilities of the best JVSesyst
by orders of magnitude: the up to date experimamtakrtainty of JVS systems is limited to a few
parts in 16° [4]. Therefore, a way to realize a QMT that avdidee practical difficulties arising from

the limited SET current levels was needed.

In 1992, a pioneering work from NIST (USA) formuddtfor the first time a practically realizable
QMT experiment [28] (Fig. 2 a). The key idea iswoalation of the charge delivered by a SET pump
on a cryogenic capacitor, mounted in a dilutiomigefator system in close proximity with the SET
device. For a suitably small capacitance valuetypically in the pF range - integration of theTS
current over a period of a few tens of secondstesea reasonably high voltage- typically in the
range of few volts - across the capacitor elecsodrurthermore, an SET electrometer was also

introduced in the experimental scheme control tleeging process of the capacitor.

10
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a) QMT in ‘charge’ variant:

— %

Qeer=NQs [, nul
SET device as detector
quantum Charge@ c— N VS
souree Capacitor

b) QMT in ‘current’ variant.

Current amplifier (CCC)

=0

ISETf' U Null
SET device as S TSET detector
quantum current R |:| N VS
source Resistor

Fig. 2: Basic principles of the two relevant variants QMT experimen in simplified, schemati
representationsPanel a) shows th‘charge’ (ECCS, or indirect) QMT variant, and panel b) -

‘current’ (Ohm’s law, or direct) varian

It is straightforward to understand that this ekpent is an equivalent representation of the G
according to equ JFor this, we first onsider that the capacitan€eof the capacitor can be tracec
R¢ via the QHR in thdth quantized resistance plateby using a suitablguadratureimpedance

bridge working at a frequenayaccording to

C = U(@wRomr) =i /(wRK) (4)

With Qser = N Qs beingthe total charge (N electrongnoved between the capacitor electrodes by

SET device, it follows fron@Qsg7 = C U that
NQs= i) /(wRd) . (6)
Finally, by measuringy usinga JVS system according to €i), we obtainN Qs = (i nfyK,)/(wRk), or
KiRc Qs = (i nf)/(N &) (1)

Hence, this QMT varianelatesthe product of the phenomenological constants gie# of equ7) to
a product of integer quantum numbers and a rattwoffrequencies (right side of ec7), similar to

equ. 1. Consequently, athplicationsof equ. 2 and equ. 3 also hold here.

11
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The QMT experiment in the ‘charge’ version was pesby the NIST group and called &iectron
Counting Capacitance StandarECCS) [24, 29, 30, 31]. This name indicates tinathe beginning

this experiment was meant to result in a new, quasiased capacitance standard. Only about 8 years
later were its implications interpreted more imtsrof a QMT experiment. A few years later, similar
capacitance-based QMT implementations were stattestveral European NMIs - NMI/VSL (NL),
NPL (UK), OFMET/METAS (CH), and PTB (D) - and pugsiiin the frames of three joint European

metrology research projects [32, 33, 34].

Another practical way to cope with the small SETrents in a QMT experiment was presented in
2000 by the fundamental electrical metrology gra@lBNM/LNE (FR) [11]. This proposed QMT

implementation, schematically sketched in Fig. ddbased on amplifying the SET current by attleas
a factor of 10 000 by using a cryogenic current garator (CCC) coupled to a dc SQUID magnetic
flux detector in a dilution refrigerator environnieifhe amplified current is fed through a standard
resistor, traceable to a QHR, that acts as a duwvatage converter. The resulting voltage is then
directly measured by the use of a JVS system. &hasof this experiment was started at BNM/LNE

and also pursued within the already mentioned Bliprojects [32, 33, 34].

Recent progress in SET current source devices3@bhas also motivated the development of such
versions of ‘direct’ QMT experiments in which theglification of the SET current by a high-gain

CCC is not needed [37].

The relation between the two variants of the QMepresented by equations 1) and 7) and shown in

Fig. 2, is schematically shown in Fig.3.

12
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Josephson
effect

Quantum Hall

Qg fepr =

SET effect

QS’N =

Fig. 3: Extension of the original version of the QMhe ‘current’ variant, cf. Fig. 1), based on ti
Ohm’s relation U= R |, to the ‘charge’ variant, based on the capacitanektion ¢ = C U. The link

to the QHR is givehy the impedance of the capacitanc through a quadrature bridk.

In summary, twadistinct variant are used for experimentamhplementations of the QM1The first
one is the ECCS (Fig. 2,ayhich uses the SET device as a quantum charge sourceckesl ona
cryogenic capacitorThe seconcvariant exploits Ohm’s law (Fig. 2 b). lequire: a suitable resistor
and typically a CCQxased current amplifier with sufficiently high g, and is alsccalled the ‘current’
or ‘direct’ variant of the QMTBoth \ersions of the QMT include a nudktecto instrument, whose
performance typically limitshe achievable accuraof these experiment#n the ‘charge’ variantan
SET electrometer is used as a -detector in the voltage feedback of the setup (see ZgancFig.
7). The noise and drift of thelectromete, caused by the dynamics of background charges i
vicinity of the SET deviceset the accuracy limit of the experiment, whn the ‘current’ variant the

noise levebf the SQUID detectiinvolved in the CCC amplifier typically sets thenlts.

QMT experiments based on the EChave already produced results at NIZ4, [25, and references
therein] and at PTB [38, 3%nd referencetherein]. QMT implementationef ‘current’ variant are

being developed by twBuropearNMIs, which are LNE (FR) [11, 40, 44nd referencetherein] and

13



« Quantum Metrology Triangle Experiments: A StéReview » by H. Scherer and B. Camarota
to be published in Measurement Science and Techp@pecial Issue on "Electrical Quantum Standandistiaeir role in the SI"

MIKES (FI) [37, 42 and references therein]. Thdustaand results of these experiments are discussed

in more detail later in this paper.

Several new approaches to implement direct (orrémud) QMT variants are presently under
development at some NMIs, among them NPL (UK) afiB ED) which involve measurements of the
SET current by advanced current-voltage conversimthods, for instance by using high-ohmic
resistors, traceable to the QHR [43]. However te dais is still work in progress, and the experitse

have not yet delivered significant results withpexs to the QMT. Another, even more ambitious
approach for a future QMT realization was recemttgposed in [44]. This idea is based on the

monolithic integration of GaAs-based QHR and sivgjietron pump devices on a single chip.

5. Note on the SET “leg” in QMT experiments

Any QMT experiment requires that all relevant expental parameters have to be well controlled to
assure proper operation conditions for the eladtgoantum effects involved. For the QHR, used to
provide the link of the QMT resistance or capadtafieg’ to R, as well as for the JVS, linking the
voltage leg toK;, this is feasible by applying well-established meogeks that are common in modern
metrology laboratories. In addition to the biasrent applied to the quantum electrical devicestand
system temperature, other relevant parameterhiamagnetic inductance applied to the QHR device,
and the microwave frequendyirradiating the Josephson contact in the JVS. &kectness of the
QHR and JVS benefits from the fact that the relewaperimental parameters are relatively easy to
control in practical applications, as well as frahe rather ‘robust’ nature of the underlying

macroscopic quantum effects.

It is important to note that this is more difficditir the SET leg in QMT experiments where SET
devices are used as current or charge standardgré&paration of their proper operation conditisns

typically less straight-forward and more compléxgdnerally requires:

» sub-Kelvin cryogenic environment by the use of it or He3 refrigerator systems,

» thorough shielding of the SET devices from therb@dkground radiation, and

14
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» extremely careful low-pass filtering of the expesmital wiring to avoid electromagnetic rf
interference effects; for typical SET current s@sran attenuation of about 100 fB frequencies

of 1 GHz and above is required [45, 46, and refe¥srtherein].

Special challenges arise not only because the neteoiscale SET devices are electrically very feagil
circuits that can easily be destroyed by handlimgng) an experiment; but also because they are more
susceptible to intrinsic error effects, due to semsitivity of the underlying microscopic Coulomb
blockade effects [30, 31, 38, 39, 40, 41, 47]. lcwarent’ QMT experiment, for example, the SET-

generated current is described by the relation

lset = (Nsen) [@sliker, (8)

wherefser is the driving frequency applied to the SET dewacel(nsep) is the average number (over
many clock cycles) of charge quanta transferredclmak cycle with repetition frequendyer. In the
ideal case,{nsep) =1 for normal metallic and semiconductor SET desj or {(nsep) =2 for

superconducting devices which pump Cooper pairs.

In a real experiment, howeveénsey) typically deviates from the ideal value due toeeffects. Such
errors typically occur randomly in time during opéon, and can, for instance, be caused by co-
tunneling, by other parasitic tunneling events pfrbissed cycle’ events, and can also be triggéned

rf background interference or by thermal activafi@n27, 45, 46 and references therein]. Depending
on the quality of the experimental setup and thtingeof the SET device operating parameters
(‘tunig’), this can lead to deviations from the adlg quantized behavior amounting to parts ifi @0
more [40, 41, and references therein]. Proper turoh SET device requires in particular the
adjustment of their working point via external aohparameters, typically dc and ac voltage leweels
gate electrodes of the SET device. The same apphes SET devices are used as quantum charge

sourcesQser=N Qs) in ECCS experiments [30, 31, 45, 47, and refersticerein].

In light of what has been discussed so far, itofeli that an indispensable prerequisite for the
metrological application of SET devices is the ditative verification of their single-electron trsfier
accuracy. Consequently for any QMT experiment, &finition aiming at a consistency check of the

phenomenological constants, this verification maestdone by meanadependenfrom SET current
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or charge measurements which are parts of the QNThis respect, for instance, an interesting
finding from the LNE experiments was that deviasiarfilser from the expected quantized vakiBer
were observed although the measured current phat@au Iser plotted versus pump bias voltage)
showed reasonable flatness [41, 8]. This strongtifcates that current plateaux flatness has to be
considered anecessary, but not sufficiemtdication for the proper operation of SET curreatirce

devices as quantum current standards.

In the ECCS experiment developed at NIST [24, 35,3D] as well as in the experiment at PTB [38,
39, 48], the quantitative determination of SET eredfects was carried out by performing a
preliminary ‘shuttle pumping’ experiment. The SEdvite is connected to an on-chip metallic island
provided with a small stray capacitanCe., (Fig. 4). This node is via a coupling capacitaikg
electrostatically connected to the input of an S&&ctrometer, which provides sebcharge
resolution, as the ratiG./Csyay is made sufficiently large by a suitable deviceigie. The SET pump
is operated so that it repeatedly pumps one eledtrand out from the island, while the electromete

is used to monitor the charge state of the island.

SET
electrometer —

Fig. 4: Schematic operational principle to deteeirisfer errors in an SET pump device by the ‘shuttl
pumping’ method. Single electrons are shuttledrid aut from the island at the frequengy;fIf the
effective charge divider rati€./Cqyay is sufficiently large (typically around 1/203ingle electron
charges on the island can be resolMeyl the SET electrometer, and pump error events lmn

detected.

The charge transfer accuracy of the SET pump ierated by measuring the average rate of the

error events detected by the electrometer andnglétis number to the pumping frequerigy. The
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best results for SET pumps based on metallic tujumadtions, obtained for frequenciégr of few
MHz, correspond to relative single-electron trangigors of about few parts in 40r better [24, 25,

30, 48].

Although this procedure, the first and still onl¥£™ error detection method applied successfully in
QMT experiments, is suitable to quantify SET ewontributions for uncertainty assessments [24, 25,
30, 48], it has conceptual flaws and limitationkeTmain one is given by the necessary assumption
that the error rates during the shuttling phastgerdened by bidirectional pumping of single eleasp

are equal to the ones in the unidirectional pumgiracess phase of the experiment, when the SET
current (or charge) is sourced to the resistor‘cuaent’ QMT (or to a capacitor in a ‘charge’ QWIT
More advanced variants for SET error detection acwbunting is currently pursued at PTB [49, 50].
Here, the errors occurring in a serial array ofo(oy more) SET pump devices are detected on small
charge nodes between each two pump devices by G&figelectrometers as single-electron charge
detectors. A logic circuit, processing the outpighals of individual electrometers, allows then to
identify the error-producing device. Once errois identified and quantified, they can be incorpeulat

as known correction terms for the determinatiothefcurrent or charge sourced by the device.

Reliable error detection requires SET electrometetis sufficiently large bandwidth. For very well-
performing pump devices with error rates of theeorof about 1005(corresponding, for example, to
an accuracy of 1 part in i0at a pumping frequencyser= 100 MHz), conventional dc-SET
electrometers are still adequate. For less accuteweces with higher error rates, or for higher
pumping frequenciser, the detector must have a correspondingly largadWwidth. This is achievable
by the implementation of an rf-SET circuit opergtiwith a typical carrier frequency of about

500 MHz and with a bandwidth around 1 MHz [51].

Several European institutes, among them the NMKEB#8 (FI), NPL (UK) and PTB (D), will pursue
the development of advanced SET error accountihgrees in a new joint European research project

throughout the next years [52].
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6. Results and progress of QMT experiments worldwide

In the following, the principles, preliminary retiland ongoing progress of existing QMT
experiments is reviewed, each including an assetdsofi¢he estimated ultimate accuracy limit of the

experimental variant.

6.1.Direct’ QMT experiments

The ‘direct’ QMT experiment at LNE

The QMT experiment at LNE uses a 3-junct®pump, developed and fabricated at PTB, for the SET
current generation, and a specially developed Ggg@rhplifying this current. A simplified scheme of
the experimental setup is shown in Fig. 5. The exmnt is described in [11, 40, 41, 8, 53] and in
references therein. Further details and recenttseate published in a dedicated article by the LNE

group in this journal issue [54].

The R-pump is an improved concept of the conventional $lEmp based on Al-AlIQAl tunnel
junctions [55]. This pump is equipped with on-clelromium micro-strip resistors in series with the
junctions, each resistor having a resistance exogé&t. The resulting modification of the effective
electromagnetic environment of the junctions hasnbghown to suppress unwanted co-tunnelling
events, which are presumed to compromise the aogwfdser. At LNE the 3-junctionrR-pump was
operated up at a maximum frequenfgyr = 100 MHz, corresponding thser= 16 pA. The current
amplifier of LNE was composed of a CCC with a higihding ratioG = 20 000:1 together with a dc-
SQUID, capable of amplifyingser to about 0.3 pA. A secondary current source igaseontrolled by
the SQUID which works as a null detector for thegnetic flux @ in the CCC. The polarity of the
SET current to be amplified is periodically reverse order to reduce contributions fronf flicker
noise. The voltagdé) across the room-temperature standard resi®er 10 kQ) is simultaneously
measured by a programmable JVS system in combmatith a precision voltmeter. The irradiation
frequencyf; of the JVS and also the pumping frequengy are referred to a 10 MHz frequency

standard.
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Fig.5: Principle of the QMT experiment at LNE, ilwing a CCC-based current amplifier and an R-
pump as SET quantum current source. Two detectersised: a SQUID (not shown) which detects
and nulls the magnetic flu induced in the CCC, and a voltmeter to measuraéwation4U from

the quantized voltage given by the JVS system.

The preliminary results of the LNE experiment preed in [41, 8, 53] showed a relative deviation
Jour from the expected QMT relation (equ. 3) of fewtpan 10, with a relative uncertainty afowr

of few parts in 10 Considering the fact that the experiment suffdrech irreproducibility problems
observed in a series of measurements [41, 8, B8] gaven the present knowledge on the maximum
Jour value to be expected, which is less than oneipatf [7], those preliminary results hinted to
problems of the experiment. However, very recemigrovements of the setup remedied the lack of
reproducibility, and the best result achieved ie tbNE experiment to date iQde - 1 = (-

5+ 13)[110° [54].

The measurement uncertainty for the LNE QMT expenims in principle limited by statistical (type
A) uncertainty contributions dominated by the naidehe SQUID null detector. These uncertainty
contributions are inversely proportional to thereat and inversely proportional to the square ajot
the measurement time. The largest uncertaintieseatto systematic effects (type B components) are
estimated to be on the order of one part ifidiOless, and depend weakly on the current lev. [3
They arise from the CCQuécc 0108 including capacitive leakage, finite open loopngand winding

ratio error), the calibration of the 1@kstandard resistor against a QHR (typicailyr < 10%), and
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the systematic uncertainties related to the JV$eByduys< 10%, mainly due to residual thermal

voltages, resistive leakage, and detector and émxuerrors). However, the QMT experiment at LNE
lacks of the means for an independent determinatiothe SET transfer errors, e.g. by shuttle
pumping measurements, since it does not includegeselectron charge detector. Thus, uncertainty

contributions related to the SET pumping errorsnoaibe quantified.

The principal ultimate accuracy limit of the expeeint, assessed in frame of the REUNIAM project
[34], is crucially dependent on the performancéhefCCC including SQUID detector. Ager= 1 pA
and a CCC input current resolution of 1Az it was estimated that a standard uncertaingboft 4
parts in 16 should be realistically achievable during a measient time of 10 hours. Considering a
relative standard uncertainty of one part ifl 48 the ultimate, ambitious target for QMT experitag
it was further concluded that the LNE experimentlddbe performed with such uncertainty if the

following conditions are fulfilled:

« availability of a CCC with a current resolution ofA/Hz*?

or less in the white noise regime,
* immunity of the electrical wiring between the CC@dathe SET current source against
microphonic and interference pick-up effects, and

» availability of an SET current source generatigg= 100 pA with highly stable performance.

The ‘direct’ QMT experiment at MIKES

The QMT experiment currently under development 8B will involve a hybrid turnstile device as

SET current source, a cryogenic resistor, and @gemic current null detector.

Hybrid turnstiles are a relatively new kind of SEjliantum current source devices [36]. They
comprise two metallic nano-scale superconductowdtsr—normal (in this sense ‘hybrid’) tunnel

junctions in series. The interplay of the Coulonmbckade and the superconducting energy gap
enables the clocked transfer of single electronadiiyg only one driving gate signal. The devices ar
categorized as ‘turnstiles’ since they must be afeer with a finite bias voltage applied to their
source-drain terminals, in contrast to pumps wlaioh able to clock-transfer electrons without such
bias [9].
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In the QMT experiment at MIKES, the currdgtr delivered by the turnstile device will be directly
opposed to a curremk which is generated by applying a Josephson voltage cryogenic resistor
with a resistance of 1 M [37, 42]. The small unbalanced current differeAte Iser - Ig is detected
by a cryogenic null detector, presently realizedabglc current transformer with moderate gain in
combination with SQUID as current null detector.eTprinciple of the experiment is sketched in

Fig. 6.

I

SET @ Reryo cryogenic

! current current
| souree JJ null detector;
R I B N 100 mK___|

Fig. 6: Principle of the QMT experiment under counstion at MIKES. The currentgd; delivered by
the SET device is nearly balanced by an oppasiteent Iz from the voltage of a Josephson junction
biasing a cryogenic resistor (i =1 MQ). The residual current differencal is measured by a

cryogenic null detector including a dc current tedarmer and a SQUID (not shown).

In the first experiments it is planned to operate ¢ryogenic resistor at a temperature of 0.7 Kclwvh
creates a Nyquist current noise of about 6/(¢ [34]. The dominant type-A uncertainty contriloi

in this experiment will, however, be given by th@se level of the SQUID null detector, generating a
noise equivalent to 20 fAHz or higher. In a later development stage, thishvei improved by using a
null detector specially designed for this purpdsesuming that the SET current device is generating
current of 100 pA at sufficient accuracy, the ndigares of the setup would limit the total relativ
uncertainty to about 8 parts in“1@equiring an averaging time of about 10 h. Indhsee if the hybrid
turnstile current source would be able to prodigee= 100 pA at sufficient accuracy, the uncertainty
could be reduced to about 8 parts iff. Ihese preliminary estimates have neglected pesfitker

noise and drift effects which may appear when measents are averaged over a very long time.
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A preliminary assessment of the possible ultimateueacy limit of this experiment shows that -
besides the noise of the current null detectoe cilrrent dependence and possible flicker noigbeof
thin-film cryogenic resistor are the dominant typeontributions [34]. The calibration of this retsis
against a QHR at a current of aboytALis possible with a relative uncertainty < a CCC bridge

is used, but difficulties may arise since the maximcurrent of the SET device is limited to about
100 pA. This mismatch in current together with terent coefficient of the cryo-resistor may cause

relative uncertainties of the order of few partd 6A[56].

A significant improvement of the uncertainty of SHQMT experiment below 1 part in %@ould
require a better understanding of these currenemtdgnce effects and the availability of a null
detector with lower noise floor. In addition it wdwneed a drastic increase of the output curretief
guantum current source by about a factor of 1Géxh the 1 nA level, which seems not possible at

present but may be feasible in future, e.g. byralighcombination of SET current source devices.

6.2.‘Indirect’ QMT experiments

The ECCS experiment at NIST

After the invention of the principle for the Elemtr Counting Capacitance Standard experiment in
1992 [28], the Martinis group at NIST continuouslgveloped a corresponding experiment. In the
beginning, their work was focussed on the develaofiroéa suitable SET pump device, starting with
metallic single-electron pump containing five juoos in series [29]. Since its pumping accuracy was
found to be insufficient for the metrological pusgo in the following years pumps with an increased
number of junctions were developed and investigated1996, the first 7-junction pump with
sufficiently high pumping accuracy, i.e. with aatéle uncertainty of only about 1.5 parts irf, 0as
presented [30, 31]. Such pump was used in the &8p8riment which demonstrated the first proof-

of-principle of the ECCS [24].

Besides the 7-junction SET pump combined with aii SEctrometer on-chip, the NIST experiment
comprised a vacuum-gap cryogenic capacitas,{[12 pF, in the following for simplicity called

‘capacitor’) with parallel-plate arrangement of thkectrodes. Furthermore, two specially designed
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mechanical needle switches were used to providesable electrical contacts between the SET chip
and the capacitor, or, respectively, between tpaator and a capacitance bridge for measudng.
The experimental setup is schematically shown i Fiand in detail described in [24, 25, and

references therein].

to electrometer bias UCWO

Voltage F __ D _____ :L_'] ‘
Feedback I_ 7T
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capacitance; NS2 NS1 Cep !
bridge ; 5
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; == |t
: e A - electrometer
. | bias
: — :
: = |
| 7-j SET pump ;

1 20 mK

Fig. 7: Scheme of the ECCS experiment at NIST clilpewith the SET circuit (7-junction SET pump
and SET electrometer) is shown shaded. In the dapacharging phase shown here, the needle
switch NS1 is closed to connect the SET pump torglogenic capacitor while the SET electrometer
acts as voltage null detector, controlling the sewltage U, driven by the feedback circuit. In the
next phase, the needle switch NS1 is opened anasN&&ed to connect the cryogenic capacitor to a
capacitance bridge for measuring. . The bias circuit for the electrometer sourceidreerminals

(dotted line ends in the figure) is not shown farity.

After tuning the SET pump for its optimum workingipt, i.e. adjusting the dc voltages on the pump
gate lines to the six pump islands for minimizingrping errors during shuttle-pumping, the ECCS

experiment is performed according to the followmprgcedure.
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With the needle switch NS1 closed, the SET pumpsfeas charge quanta onto one side (the ‘low
potential’ electrode) of the capacitor. In ordernmaintain proper working conditions for the pump
during this phase, the voltage across the pump ipeistept near zero. This also ensures that all
transferred charge is collected on the capaciecteides and not on the stray capacitances between
the SET chip and ground (not shown in Fig. 7). Tikiglone by using the electrometer as a null
detector for driving a feedback circuit that appleecompensating voltagk,,, to the ‘high potential’
electrode of the capacitor. The feedback voltayg, is constantly measured by using a high-
resolution voltmeter, which is calibrated with aSIVTypically, the capacitor is charged up to about
10 V while monitoringU., during several successive charging-dischargingoraeycles. Details on

the experimental ECCS procedure as well as ondteahalysis are given in [24, 25].

The operation of the initial prototype ECCS expemty reported in 1999 [24], showed a
reproducibility of order of 1T (relative scatter of the result data), but fiestked a full uncertainty
analysis. The completion of the uncertainty budgguired quantifying several Type B uncertainties,
particularly the frequency dependence of the crgageapacitor, which was accomplished in 2006
[57]. The full uncertainty budget for this first ES experiment (nicknamed ECCS-1) was published

in 2007 [25], and the result was
(domt £ Ugmm)eccs1= (- 0.10 + 0.92)10°. 9

Thus, the ECCS-1 experiment ‘closed’ the QM < Uomt) With a relative uncertainty of about
0.910°, which was the first result of any QMT experimener realized, and is still the best result

for any QMT experiment to date.

The further analysis in [25] showed that the achid® uncertainty of the ECCS-1 was determined by
the calibration uncertainty of the commercial cajgace bridge used, which was traced to the
calculable capacitor of NIST. An improved setupdaecond generation of the ECCS experiment was
announced by the NIST group which should be abte/gycome this limitation as well as others, and
finally allow the realization of an ECCS that coalchieve a total uncertainty of aboufIB’. In the
following years, the development of such improvedup was pursued at NIST, and extensive

practical knowledge on the operation of the ECCS wathered [45]. However, due to technical
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problems with the fabrication of suitably accur&®ET pumps, the successful implementation and
execution of an improved ECCS experiment was natpteted, and finally NIST stopped work on

this experiment in 2008.

The combination of the ECCS-1 experiment resulu (&) with those of a Watt balance experiment
was discussed in [26]. This combination forms a Qat yields a value foQs in terms of the Sl

coulomb, independent of the Josephson and quanalheffects. The result was
Qge-1=(-0.09 +0.92)10°, (10)
with an uncertainty identical to that of the ECC8xperiment.

In summary, the best knowledge to-date about thel (8virepresented by the ECCS-1 experiment
from NIST, implying that the validity of the relanh R(K;[@s = 2 is experimentally proven with an
uncertainty of about 9 parts in “2QFurthermore, it allowed to derive the value oé ttorrection
parameteks for the SET charge quantum, which was consistetit zero at the same uncertainty

level [26].

The ECCS experiment at PTB

The ECCS experiment pursued at PTB is similar éodtiginal NIST setup (see Fig. 7), however it

differs in significant points (see [38, 39, 48] amferences therein):

i) The SET quantum charge device idRgpump type mentioned above [55]. However, instdfaal &
junction device as used in the direct QMT experinarLNE, the ECCS at PTB uses a 5-junctidn
pump which has shown relative single-electron fiarerrors corresponding down to only few parts in
10% in shuttle-pumping characterization measureme8@s 48]. Given the fact that this pump only
needs four gate electrodes to be tuned for adgigtie& working point (corresponding to the four pump
islands each between two of the 5 junctions inesgrihe practical benefit of this pump is its Bass

in use (compared to a 7-junction pump as used B$TN]24]) without sacrificing too much

performance in pumping accuracy.
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ii) The cryogenic vacuum gap capacitor used in BEB experiment (in the following called
‘capacitor’ for simplicity) has a coaxial electroderangement with a capacitanCgy, = 1 pF [58].
Trimming of the capacitor electrodes allowed toet@h,, to the decadic value of 1 pF within 10
(relative deviation). The robustness of the coaxaaistruction resulted in a reproducibility ©f, of
about 10 (relative scatter) between thermal cycles, whidlows high-precision capacitance
measurements by the use of special bridge techmii®e 38, 39]. Furthermore, the larger distance
between the capacitor electrodes (5 mm for the 88dtgn vs. 50 um for the NIST design) makes the

frequency dependence Gf, smaller than two parts in §(88].

iif) A high-precision capacitance bridge techniqdeyeloped and available at PTB [59], alloGg;,
to be measured in terms Bk with unexcelled accuracy of few parts in®1Thus, the dominant
uncertainty contribution in the ECCS-1 uncertaibtydget [25] will be negligible in the final PTB

experiment.

After a significant improvement of the SET chip ides first preliminary results of the ECCS
experiment at PTB were published in 2012 [39]. A ticertainty budget was not available because
several Type-B uncertainties have not been quadtifiet, but the conservative estimation of their

contributions allowed the quantification of a pnahary result (nicknamed ECCS-2)
Q/e-1=(-0.31+1.66)10°. (11)

Like the ECCS-1 from NIST, this result is also detent with zero and, thus, ‘closing’ the QMT,

however with a still slightly higher relative untainty of about 1.7 parts in 10

The conditions for this ECCS experiment are not metely optimized to date, and further
improvements of the PTB experiment are currentlssped. It is expected that the total uncertainty
eventually can be reduced to 3 parts ih[B9, 48]. Since the publication of [39], signifitgprogress

in the improvement of the pumping accuracy andhie 3VS-based voltage measurementgj,
already has been achieved [48]. Once all furthepravements are implemented, the ECCS
experiment at PTB is expected to produce resultis an uncertainty level of down to three parts in

10'.
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A principle accuracy limitation of the ECCS expegimh remains in the type-B uncertainty component
given by the ac-dc differend&,,(f) of the cryogenic capacitor. Such dependenceds tonsidered

in the frequency range from about 10 mHz, whicthéseffective frequency of the capacitor charging
cycles in the ECCS, up to about 1 kHz, which istifgcal operating frequency of the capacitance
bridge. The crucial point here is that to date Rpegimental measurement techniques exist which
allow the determination of this frequency dependenith the necessary accuracy, i.e. with a relative
uncertainty of better than 10All ECCS experiments performed yet thus rely stineates for the
frequency dependence of the capacitors involved 385 39] which are based on reasonable model
assumptions [57]. A corresponding conservativaregg for the PTB capacitor implies a very small
frequency dependence of about 2 parts ifi diOless [38], but the experimental verificatioiil st

remains a task of paramount difficulty.

7. Discussion

Fig. 8) summarizes the results from the ‘indire@MT experiments at NIST (ECCS-1) and PTB
(ECCS-2) in terms of the measured values Qafe - 1, together with two corresponding values

derived from CODATA values through different routes

The corresponding value from the ECCS-1 experiniaht 25] stems from [26] where the ECCS-1
result was combined with results from Watt balaaecel calculable capacitor experiments. The
corresponding figure derived from the preliminaggult of the ECCS-2 experiment stems from [39].
The best result of the LNE ‘direct QMT experimé@ig/e - 1 = -5 + 1310°° [54]) is not shown here

because it is not within the scale of the graph.

The data point with the value RiR[€) - 1 = - 9,510"° shown in the left panel of Fig. 8) was derived
by using actual CODATA values fdf;, R« and e [21], however considering the corresponding

uncertainty via two different routes, shown by tiwe different error bars:
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Fig.8: Right panel: Results of the QMT experimenttslIST (ECCS-1) and PTB (ECCS-2) in terms of
the measured values ford® — 1. Left panelCODATA value (data from the 2010 adjustment) fer th
corresponding value2/(K,[R«[@) - 1 with error bars from two different routes for theaertainty

analysis (see text).

« the smaller error bar corresponds to the totaldstahuncertainty,e(2/(K,R¢€)) 04.410° when
the actual CODATA standard uncertainties Kgr,) R¢ ande are used [21], which ang.(K;) =
2.2108 Uel(R¢) = 3.2710%° and Urel(€) = 2.210%. The effects of possible correlations between
these uncertainty values, inherent in the CODATAlgsis, were neglected here.

« the larger error bar corresponds to the total uamey u.(2/(K,R«€)) 05.310°. This figure
results when the uncertainties #fand R« from the 2010 CODATA adjustment under ‘relaxed
conditions’ and with discrepant input data negléctee usedu(K;) = 4910° and ue(Ry) =
1.810°) [6].

Fig. 8) shows that the impact threshold regarding tincertainty level of QMT experiments is

dependent on the interpretation of the latest CORAdjustment results. An assessment based on the
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rigorous CODATA analysis, i. e. on the assumptiuat the fundamental relations ib) — iiib) are exact
indeed implies that an uncertainty level of theeordf one part in 10is necessary to provide
significant input to future adjustment calculatiarfsthe constants. However, the more conservative
approach, i. e. considering results from an adjestnunder ‘relaxed conditions’ according to ic) —

iiic), implies that impact is possible at an unagrty level of 5 parts in 10r less.

8. Conclusion and outlook

More than two decades of experience with differestiups of QMT experiment at several NMIs
worldwide has shown that their setup requires awaing manifold difficulties and practical
challenges, and therefore long-term efforts. Thisat only because of the special challenges \wih t
operation of SET devices at a metrological accutaegl; rather it is also because of the very reatur
of the QMT in which all three quantum electricarsdards must be combined properly, and operated
linked together. As discussed in this article, thi&al uncertainty of the QMT experiments, pursued
currently and in the past, may be reduced down tewaparts in 10 as a realistic target with the

present methods, provided that all feasible impmmets in the set-ups are implemented successfully.

For the ‘direct’ or ‘current’ type QMT experimentgyolving a high-gain CCC or a cryogenic null
detector, respectively, the most important condii®the availability of robust and highly stablETS

current sources. These devices must be capableelofedng SET currents exceeding 100 pA
significantly. Other obstacles remain to be overepparticularly the reduction of the white noise

floor of the complete system, corresponding toraeri noise level of down to 1 fAHz or less.

The ‘indirect’ or ‘charge’ type QMT experiment, ak&CS, at PTB has the potential to reach a total
uncertainty of 3 parts in IQafter the completion of further improvements imale and when all
experimental components are operating properly48%9,A result at this level would bear on possible

corrections to both the SET charge quan@and the Josephson constint

To date all relevant realizations of QMT experingeméviewed in this paper, seem to cluster near an

uncertainty level of about one part in®1Blowever in the past years and ongoing, signifiedforts
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and progress on the further improvements of alhtjua electrical effects were made, in particular in
the field of single-electron transport devices dheir metrological application. This supports the
expectation that QMT experiments pursued at sevéhls in the near future will be capable of
reaching an uncertainty level of few parts iff,J#nhd so can produce relevant results for fundaahent
metrology. The ultimate target to close the QMTaatuncertainty level of about one part irf,10

however, remains a formidable experimental chakbeng
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