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We propose a scheme for the detection of microwave induced photons through current-biased
Josephson junction, from the point of view of the statistical decision theory. Our analysis is based
on the numerical study of the zero voltage lifetime distribution in response to a periodic train
of pulses, that mimics the absorption of photons. The statistical properties of the detection are
retrieved comparing the thermally induced transitions with the distribution of the switchings to
the finite voltage state due to the joint action of thermal noise and of the incident pulses. The
capability to discriminate the photon arrival can be quantified through the Kumar-Caroll index,
which is a good indicator of the Signal-to-Noise-Ratio. The index can be exploited to identify the
system parameters best suited for the detection of weak microwave photons.

I. INTRODUCTION

The detection of rare and weak electromagnetic sig-
nals finds application in many fields, e.g. gigahertz as-
tronomy and axions search [1–3], quantum computing [4]
and superconducting electronics [5–7], for which very
fast, low noise, and extremely sensitive detectors in the
microwave-to-Terahertz range are required. Indeed, in
recent years the progresses of nanotechnologies for su-
perconducting devices have led to the design of highly
sensitive superconducting detectors for electromagnetic
radiation, such as transition edge sensors [8, 9], kinetic
inductance detectors [10], Josephson escape sensors [11]
and travelling-wave parametric amplifiers [12, 13], high-
sensitivity calorimeters [14–16] and nanobolometers [17],
graphene-[18–21] and qubit-based detectors [22–24].

In this scenario, Josephson junctions (JJs) are promis-
ing single-photon, current-controlled, threshold sensors
that operate at cryogenic temperatures. Moreover, JJs
can be easily integrated in large numbers, thus allowing
the scaling to array detection systems.

The JJ detection process can be investigated through
the study of the dynamics of a “virtual particle”, whose
position is given by the Josephson phase, subject to a
cosine-“washboard” potential in which it is confined [25].
The zero voltage state of a JJ corresponds to such parti-
cle trapped in one well of the washboard potential. The
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escape of the particle out of the potential well towards
the running state, after which the particle slides down
along the potential slope, corresponds to the appearance
of a measurable voltage across the JJ. Such escape can be
determined by the absorption of an electromagnetic sig-
nal [26–33], or by thermal activation above the well en-
ergy barrier due to intrinsic noise [34], or even by macro-
scopic quantum tunneling [35, 36]. By repetitively mea-
suring the lifetime of the zero voltage state it is possible
to build their statistical distribution, and from its anal-
ysis it is possible to reveal the presence of an exciting
signal, even in the presence of intrinsic noise [37].

In this work we numerically investigate, in the frame-
work of signal detection [26, 38, 39], a scheme to reveal
the absorption of photons through the analysis of the
switching time distributions in a JJ [37, 40]. In par-
ticular, we discuss how to plan Josephson detection ex-
periments to reveal the existence of a weak signals in a
thermal noise background. The employed methodology
consists in comparing the switching probabilities of a cur-
rent biased JJ exposed to a train of small current pulses,
which mimics a weak photon field, with that obtained in
the absence of signal. The investigation of the unbalance
in the distribution of switching times in the two cases
gives an estimate of the efficiency of the detection. The
performances of the detector are quantitatively evaluated
through the Kumar-Caroll (KC) index [26, 41–43], which
is a proxy for the Signal-to-Noise-Ratio (SNR). The opti-
mization of the detection probability can provide a guide
to select the JJ parameters that best suit the detection
of weak microwave signals.

Many noisy systems, whose response is characterized
by a sudden passage from an initial metastable state to
a readable outcome, have been already studied through
the KC index, e.g., from Josephson devices [26, 42, 43] to
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FIG. 1. Equivalent electrical model of a current-biased short
Josephson junction. The dc bias current, Ib, the current
source used to mimic a weak microwave field, Is, and the
noise current, In(t), of the JJ are included in the diagram.
RJ represents the quasiparticle tunneling resistance and CJ
the junction capacitance.

Fabry-Perot interferometers [44, 45]. In these cases, one
usually measures the escape times, or even the switch-
ing currents dealing with Josephson devices, to retrieve
some information about the physical system. The com-
bined action of the bias current and noisy fluctuations
has already demonstrated a peculiar response in the
distribution of Josephson switching times [46] and cur-
rents [47, 48], both in the case of Gaussian and non-
Gaussian noise sources [49–51].

The paper is organized as follows. Section II is devoted
to the description of the JJ model used. Section III is
dedicated to introduce the details of the detection strat-
egy and the KC index. In Section IV the numerical com-
putational details are presented. In Section V we discuss
the obtained results and the detection performances as a
function of the JJ parameters. Finally, in Section VI the
conclusions are drawn.

II. MODEL

The electrodynamics of a short tunnel type JJ can be
described in terms of the Resistively and Capacitively
Shunted Junction (RCSJ) model [25]. This is an electri-
cal model whose elements are related to specific physical
characteristics of the junction, i.e., the capacitance CJ
between the JJ electrodes of the device, the resistance
RJ , due to quasiparticles tunneling, and IJ the Joseph-
son supercurrent. The electrical currents flowing through
the junction are provided by external (the constant bias
current and the electromagnetic signal to be detected)
and intrinsic (the Johnson noise associated to quasipar-
ticle tunneling) sources, see Fig. 1.

The Josephson current IJ and the corresponding volt-
age drop V depend on the phase difference, ϕ, between
the macroscopic wavefunctions of the two superconduc-

tors, following to the Josephson equations [52, 53]

IJ = I0 sinϕ and V =
~
2e

dϕ

dt
. (1)

Here, I0 is the critical current, that is the maximum su-
percurrent that can flow in the JJ element, and ~ and e
are the reduced Planck constant and elementary charge,
respectively. If a dc bias current, with a value below
I0, is present, the Josephson equations admit as a so-
lution a stationary phase, corresponding to a zero av-
erage voltage. Conversely, if the dc bias current over-
comes I0, Eq. (1) predicts an ever increasing phase, that
corresponds to a finite-voltage state. The resistor RJ
depends nonlinearly both on voltage and temperature,
although, as it is related to the dissipation in the sys-
tem, in the case of a moderate or weak damping its
nonlinearity is often not taken into account. Associated
to the Ohmic resistor RJ there is a thermal noise cur-
rent source, indicated with In in Fig. 1, whose spectral
power density is frequency-independent but temperature-
dependent (Johnson noise) [54–56].

The external signal to be detected is a weak microwave
field coupled to the junction (“weak” because carrying few
photons). It is modeled as a deterministic source, labeled
with Is in Fig. 1, of well separated, periodic, rectangular
current pulses, each corresponding to an absorbed pho-
ton, see Fig. 2(a).

The detection experiment considered in this work in-
volves a JJ initially d.c. biased in the zero voltage state
by a current Ib smaller than the critical value I0. Sub-
sequently an external signal, generated by Is, is applied
and the appearance of a finite voltage is monitored to
determine the value of the zero voltage state lifetime.
The presence of thermal noise In can cause a premature
switching to the finite voltage state, that, in the detector
jargon, is called dark count. Of course, the distinction
between real and dark counts cannot occur on the basis
of a single event, therefore a statistical analysis of the
switchings distribution is necessary. Let us add, for sake
of completeness, that the switchings can be collected in
a variety of detection schemes, e.g., biasing the junction
with an oscillating [42, 46, 57] or a linearly ramping elec-
tric current [26, 43].

Thus, considering all the current contributions and
Josephson equations, from Kirchhoff’s laws it is straight-
forward to derive the following Langevin equation [58]

CJ
~
2e

d2ϕ

dt2
+

1

RJ

~
2e

dϕ

dt
+I0 sinϕ = Ib+Is (t)+In (t) . (2)

In terms of the normalized time τ = ωJ t, with ωJ =√
2eI0/CJ~ being the Josephson plasma frequency [25],

Eq. (2) can be cast as

d2ϕ

dτ2
+ α

dϕ

dτ
+ sinϕ = γb + γs (τ) + γn(τ). (3)

In this, we recognize the damping parameter α =
1/(RJCJωJ), the normalized currents γb = Ib/I0 and
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γs = Is/I0, and the stochastic noise term γn = In/I0,
which has the following statistical properties

〈γn(τ)〉 = 0 and 〈γn(τ), γn(τ ′)〉 = 4αD δ(τ−τ ′). (4)

Here, the parenthesis 〈〉 indicate ensemble averages, δ()
is the Dirac delta function, and

D =
2e

~
kBT
I0

(5)

is the normalized noise intensity, where kB is the Boltz-
mann constant and T is the JJ temperature. The nor-
malized values used in our calculations for the damp-
ing parameter and the noise amplitude are α ' 0.025
and D ' 0.01, respectively. These values correspond to
an Al-based JJ having a normal-state resistance RJ '
0.57 kΩ, a capacitance CJ ' 3.2 pF, a critical current
I0 ' 0.5 µA, a Josephson frequency ωJ ' 22 GHz,
a critical temperature Tc = 1.2 K, and operating at
T ' 0.12 K.

In Fig 2(a) is shown a train of current pulses that mim-
ics the arrival of photons and that can be expressed as

γs(τ) =

+∞∑
n=−∞

A
[
θ
(
τ − nT

)
− θ
(
τ − n(T + δτ)

)]
, (6)

where θ is the Heaviside step function, A is the normal-
ized amplitude of the signal, δτ is the pulse width, and T
is the distance between consecutive pulses arriving with
the repetition rate rA = 1/T . The initial time T0 prior
to the arrival of the very first pulse to the junction is a
random time uniformly distributed between 0 and T . To
give a realistic measure of the photon signal amplitude,
we observe that in Ref. [29] the estimated mean ampli-
tude of the current produced by a photon absorption is
Iph ≈ 25 nA. This quantity depends on the capacitance
and inductance of the resonator, and also on the induc-
tance of the connected JJ, which in turn is a function of
both the bias and the critical currents. In our normal-
ized units and assuming the same resonator’s parameters
used in Ref. [29], the normalized photon current ampli-
tude reads Aph ≈ 0.05 [59]. However, for the sake of
completeness, we have considered amplitudes in a quite
large range of values, i.e., A ∈ [0.1− 0.5]. This allows to
discuss the system response in both the low- and high-
amplitude regimes. In the former, the pure-noise and the
pulse-sustained switching dynamics are quite close, just
like in a real single-photon detection experiment, while
in the latter the pulse-sustained evolution departs signif-
icantly from the pure-noise situation.

The washboard potential responsible for the phase dy-
namics U(ϕ), see Fig. 2(b), has the functional form [25,
58]

U(ϕ, γ) = EJ0
[1− cos(ϕ)− γ ϕ], (7)

where EJ0
= (~/2e) I0 and γ is the normalized dc bias

current. The presence of a bias current γ flowing through
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FIG. 2. (a) Train of current pulses used to mimic the effect
of photons absorption. The height and the width of each
pulse, A and δt, the distance, T , between two consecutive
pulses, and the time T0 the first pulse takes to arrive are also
indicated. Each experiment consists in N trains of pulses,
each sequence spans for a time P . (b) Sketch of the tilted
washboard potential in the case of three different bias current
values.

the junction tilts U(ϕ, γ), so that for γ < 1 the potential
shows metastable wells with a barrier height given by [58]

∆U(γ) =
∆U(γ)

EJ0

= 2
[√

1− γ2 − γ cos−1(γ)
]
, (8)

while for γ ≥ 1 the potential profile shows no maxima
and minima, see Fig. 2(b). Moreover, the bias current
changes the shape of the potential wells, and therefore
also the value of the plasma frequency, which is the small
amplitude oscillation frequency of the particle in the po-
tential well. In the harmonic approximation it can be
written as ωp(γ) = ωJf0(γ), where f0(γ) =

(
1− γ2

)1/4.
Thermal fluctuations can drive the system out of a

washboard minimum. In fact, in the presence of noise
the phase solution in the potential minima becomes
metastable, and the resulting thermally activated es-
cape rate rta(γ) is given by the Kramers approxima-
tion [34, 60], for moderate damping, as

rta(α, γ,D) =

(√
α2

4
+ f2

0 (γ)− α

2

)
e−

∆ U(γ)
D

2π
. (9)

In the case of a weak dissipation, this equation can be
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simplified into

rta(γ,D) ' f0(γ)

2π
e−

∆ U(γ)
D . (10)

In this approximation the escape rate depends only on
the noise intensity and the bias current, and allows to
identify the current value γKr at which, for a certain
noise intensity D, the inverse Kramers rate equals the
measurement time, i.e., r−1

ta (γKr, D) = P . For current
values below γKr, thermal fluctuations are too weak to
trigger escapes before the measurement time P . In this
condition, and in the absence of external signal, i.e.,
γs = 0, the phase particle remains trapped within the
initial metastable well.

Another escape mechanism that can cause the particle
to leave the metastable state is the macroscopic quantum
tunneling (MQT), whose rate is given by [35, 61]

rmqt(α, γ) = aq
f0(γ)

2π
e

[
−7.2

∆U(γ)
~ωp(γ)

(1+0.87α)
]
, (11)

where aq =
√

120π [7.2∆U(γ)/~ωp(γ)] [62]. The tunnel-
ing rate is independent of the temperature, being mainly
a function of the height ∆U of the potential barrier to
overcome. Thus, decreasing the temperature, the ther-
mal activation rate can reduce so much that macroscopic
tunneling processes dominate the escape dynamics. The
temperature that separates the thermal regimes in which
the two processes, thermal activation and quantum tun-
neling, equal each other is called crossover temperature,
Tcr. In the case of α � 1 and aq ≈ 1, this threshold
temperature can be simply estimated as Tcr ≈ ~ωp/7.2kB,
and acquires a value of Tcr ' 23 mK if ωp = 22 GHz.

In summary, a JJ can be seen as a threshold detector
that produces a measurable output (the voltage state)
when perturbed by an energy comparable with the en-
ergy barrier height given by Eq. (8). The unavoidable
intrinsic thermal noise determines random switchings to
the voltage state with a certain statistical distribution,
which is modified by the absorption of photons. How the
distribution changes, as well as the strategies to distin-
guish the absorbed photons, is the subject of the follow-
ing Section.

III. THE dkc INDEX

This Section describes a possible approach to quantify
the goodness of signal detection [63, 64] in the Josephson
framework [37]. First, one supposes that the system has
been repeatedly prepared, N being the number of such
repetitions, in the initial state with the phase particle at
rest in the bottom of a washboard well. Due to external
deterministic disturbances and/or thermal fluctuations,
during a measurement time P , some switches from the
superconducting to the voltage state occur. For each
of the N repetitions, we store the time the junction
takes to pass from the zero- to the finite-voltage state
to construct a distribution of switching times, that can

FIG. 3. Application of the detection scheme to the averaged
data, assumed to be Gaussian distributed. The threshold
〈t〉th determines the quantities α and β, the false detection
probability and the probability to miss detection, respectively.

be visualized in the form of a histogram. Qualitatively,
one asks whether this histogram is compatible with the
two pivotal hypotheses: the presence of thermal noise
alone (hypothesis H0), or the absorption of microwave
photons in a thermal noise background (hypothesis H1).
This is schematically presented in Fig. 3, where the two
hypothesis of the binary test are

H0 ≡ {Null hypothesis} ≡ {Escapes induced by thermal
noise alone}

H1 ≡ {Alternative hypothesis} ≡ {Escapes induced by
thermal noise + the arrival of current pulses at a rate
rA = 1/T}.

The cyan curve in Fig. 3 indicates the distribution un-
der the null hypothesis H0, while the gray curve is the
distribution under the alternative hypothesis H1.

The chosen value of the threshold 〈t〉th determines the
quantities α and β highlighted in Fig. 3. In detail, the pa-
rameters α and β indicate the false detection probability,
i.e., that the switching has been caused by a purely ther-
mal activated escape and the probability that the signal
is missed, respectively. Therefore, the lower the quanti-
ties α and β, the better the test. If the two distributions
are well separated, it is possible to choose an appropri-
ated threshold 〈t〉th that allows both a low significance,
e.g., α ≤ 1% to exclude that the pure thermal noise ex-
plains the results, and a sufficiently high test power, e.g.,
1 − β ≥ 99% to guarantee that the presence of a sig-
nal has not gone amiss. We underline that the values
of α = β = 1% are purely indicative: in practice, the
acceptable values for α and β depend on the specific ap-
plication. For instance, in the case of rare particles ex-
periments, where indications about the possible presence
of a particle is important, even quite high α and β values
could be acceptable. Conversely, in telecommunication,
where the adequate error rate is very small, the values of
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α and β are typically much lower.
A convenient way to quantify the discrimination power

of a detection strategy is the KC index dkc [41]. If the
switching occurs in all the N experiments, the dkc index
can be defined as

dkc =
|〈τsw〉1 − 〈τsw〉0|√

1
2 [σ2(τsw)1 + σ2(τsw)0]

, (12)

where

〈τsw〉1 =
1

N

N∑
i=1

τi

∣∣∣∣∣
1

(13)

is the estimated average value of the switching times in
the presence of the signal and noise, and

σ2(τsw)1 = Var
[
〈τsw〉1

]
= Var

[
τ1 + τ2 + ...+ τN

N

∣∣∣∣
1

]
=

1

N (N − 1)

N∑
i=1

(
τi − 〈τsw〉1

)2

(14)

is the corresponding estimate of the variance of the av-
erage switching time. The same quantities with the sub-
script “0” describe the case of the absence of the signal
and presence of noise alone. The KC index defined in
Eq. (12) represents a qualitative indication, depending
on the specific statistical distribution, and corresponds
to the SNR only in the case of Gaussian distributions.
However, one can use the dkc index as a first estimate of
the capability to discriminate the two conditions (with or
without photon-induced switches). In the framework of
microwave field detection, a quite similar statistical esti-
mator, called Hellinger distance [65], is used to character-
ize distributions of switching currents in a JJ operating
as a qubit [29].

Indeed, by comparing the average in Eq. (13) (more
accurately, the sample mean) with the corresponding av-
erage in the absence of external signal, the index is clearly
related to the t-test statistics. Although this is a good
indicator, it is clear, however, that a full test is needed
to compare the entire information content of the escape
times distribution and, therefore, usually can outper-
form the t-test [42]. The dkc index has been already
employed for a Josephson-based detection scheme in the
case, however, of a sinusoidal exciting signal, for both a
fixed [26, 42] and a linearly ramping bias current [43].

The strategy presented above exploits the information
content of the switching time distribution. This strategy
is only possible if during each experimental run, that we
suppose of duration P , see Fig. 2(a), a switching occurs.
If this is not the case, that is, if in at least in one of the
N pulse trains no switchings occur, it is not possible to
determine the escape time in all the N experiments, and
at least one of the terms in Eqs. (13,14) remains unde-
termined. In fact, Eq. (12) is formulated assuming that
all switching events occur within the observation time P .
Conversely, if a portion of the measurements does not

exhibit switching events during the time P , we expect
that the distribution of collected switching times might
be relatively poor and somehow deformed, since a por-
tion of the switching times, those longer than P , are not
recorded. When this is the case, one has only a limited
information on the escape times, and can for instance
assume that the average time reads exactly P , and the
standard deviation, consequently, vanishes, σ (τsw) = 0.
However, this is but an estimate; more accurately one
can just record whether or not a switching event has oc-
curred during the measurement time. We thus propose
to determine the information content of the experiments
in which the escape time passes the maximum waiting
time P with an alternative definition of the KC index.
It is in fact conceivable to detect the signal in a thermal
noise background by grouping the measurements in two
classes: those in which at least one escape process occurs
within the measurement time P , and those in which it is
not. This dichotomous classification of the experimental
runs can be dealt with a counting statistics. To do so,
one defines the probabilities, p0 and p1, of the occurrence
of a switching prior to the measurement time P under the
two hypotheses H0 and H1, respectively, as

p0 = P (τi ≤ P |H0) and p1 = P (τi ≤ P |H1) , (15)

which have to be estimated from the experiments. In the
case of a finite N , the estimated probabilities read

p̃0 '
N0

N
, N0 ≡ #τi ≤ P |H0 (16a)

p̃1 '
N1

N
, N1 ≡ #τi ≤ P |H1. (16b)

The estimates are Gaussian distributed with a variance
∼ p̃j (1− p̃j), with j = 1 or 0, so that one can evaluate
the SNR through the binomial KC index, d̃kc, defined as

d̃kc =
√
N

|p̃1 − p̃0|√
1
2 [p̃1 (1− p̃1) + p̃0 (1− p̃0)]

(17)

if at least one of p̃0 and p̃1 is not equal to 0 or 1, and
d̃kc = 0 otherwise. If a switching occurs in any run,
the probabilities in Eq. (16) assume the value p̃j = 1, so
that the SNR with this method vanishes. In the opposite
case, that is if no switching occurs in the experiments,
one obtains p̃j = 0, that also gives a vanishing SNR.
Therefore, a detection method based on the dichotomous
grouping of the switching events (15) has to be adopted
only when the switching occurs for some, but not all,
the N experiments [40]. A further distinction has to be
made. In the limit case in which in one condition all
the escape times occur prior to the limit time P , say
p1 = 1, and the other distribution consists of switching
time longer than the limit P , p0 = 0, Eq.(17) is not
defined as the denominator vanishes. When this is the
case we assume d̃kc = 0. However, the detection is likely
to be very good, for the two responses are well distinct:
no switchings without signal, and switchings in every run
if the signal is there.
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IV. NUMERICAL DETAILS

Equation (3) is simulated by means of an Euler algo-
rithm, with a small enough time step h = 5× 10−3. We
use the Box-Mueller algorithm to generate a Gaussian
distribute noise, ζ =

√
−4Dh log(r1) cos(2πr2), from two

random numbers, r1 and r2, which are uniformly dis-
tributed over the unit interval [66].

To compute the mean switching times τi and the stan-
dard deviation σ, we integrate the stochastic equation (3)
and results are averaged over N independent repetitions
(typically, N ∈ [103 − 104]). During each numerical ex-
periment, we record the time at which the Josephson
phase particle ϕ leaves the potential well in which it re-
sides, i.e., the instant at which ϕ > π − arcsin(γb). The
maximum integration time used in this work is P = 106.
In the initial conditions the phase particle is at rest in the
bottom of the potential well, that is, ϕ(0) = arcsin(γb)
and ϕ′(0) = 0, i.e., in the zero-voltage state. The time
〈τsw〉 thus calculated is a mean first passage time: when
the phase particle overcomes the threshold, the simula-
tion is cut short and the system is prepared again in the
prescribed initial state. A word of caution: in a real
experiment an additional time to set the initial condi-
tions after each passage is required to restore the initial
state. This additional time should be included in a care-
ful analysis of the performances of the signal detection.
However, for the sake of simplicity, we consider only the
escape time in our scheme.

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In the following, the performances of the detection
method are analyzed in terms of the intensity of the signal
(that is, the pulse amplitude A), the bias current value
γ, and the temperature of the system (that is, the noise
intensity D). As the system is subject to a low damping
and operates at low temperatures, the dissipation param-
eter is set to α = 0.025, and two different intensities of
thermal noise, D = {0.01, 0.1} are considered. The sim-
ulation is repeated for different values of the amplitude
A of the driving periodical signal. The distance between
two consecutive pulses is T = 1000, and the width of
each pulse is δt = 10. See Fig. 2 for the meaning of these
parameters.

The detector is investigated through the obtained val-
ues of the average switching time 〈τsw〉, and of the KC
indexes dkc and d̃kc. As expected, the SNR changes
with the JJ parameters even if the amplitude A of the
pulses and the temperature are fixed. Among the JJ
parameters, the bias current is presumably the easiest
to tune, it is therefore interesting to search for its the
best values to detect a signal. Even without the driv-
ing signal, i.e., γs = 0, or equivalently A = 0, ther-
mal fluctuations can push the phase particle out of the
metastable well. The presence of a signal, γs 6= 0, is
expected to further facilitate the escape process, that
is to reduce 〈τsw〉. This is shown in Fig. 4, that dis-

plays the bias-current-dependence of average switching
time in the case of a dynamics determined by thermal
noise alone (A = 0, denoted with 〈τsw〉0), and for in-
creasing pulse amplitudes (A ∈ [0.1− 0.5], denoted with
〈τsw〉a). Figures 4(a) and 4(b) correspond to two dif-
ferent noise intensities, D = 0.01 and D = 0.1, respec-
tively, while the other parameter values are kept fixed to
N = 103, P = 106, α = 0.025, T = 1000, and δt = 10.
A vertical cyan dashed line indicates the threshold bias
current, γKr, above which Kramers theory predicts that
thermal fluctuations, corresponding to the noise intensity
D, trigger escape events within the measurement time P .
In fact, thermally activated switchings can only occur if
the potential barrier is sufficiently low, that is, if the
bias current tilts enough the potential U . In the case of
switchings induced by noise alone, the average switch-
ing time 〈τsw〉0 saturates at 〈τsw〉0 ' P for γ . γKr,
see the blue dashed curve. This corresponds to the fact
that, for low γ values, thermal noise alone is not able
to cause escape processes within the measurement time
P . Conversely, for higher γ values the potential barrier
is low enough that sizable thermally induced switchings
are permitted. To estimate the system response in this
regime, we include in Fig. 4, as a gray dashed curve, the
Kramers time, r−1

ta (γ), as per Eq. (9). The mean switch-
ing time well agrees with the estimate r−1

ta (γ) behavior
above γKr, while it diverges from this estimate as γ in-
creases. In other words, the numerical results are poorly
described by Kramers theory in the high-current regime,
that is, when the height of the potential barrier is quite
small. This is not surprising, inasmuch the Kramers ap-
proach describes the evolution from a metastable state
in the case of a noise intensity much smaller than the
potential barrier height.

For completeness, we insert in Fig. 4 also a black dot-
dashed curve tracing the inverse MQT rates, r−1

mqt(γ),
calculated according to Eq. (11). In the temperature
regimes explored in this work, r−1

mqt(γ) is much larger
than the other characteristic times. This means that
macroscopic quantum tunneling processes do not play a
role and only thermally activated switching dynamics are
to be taken into account.

In more details, Fig. 4(a) displays the mean switching
time in the low noise intensity case, D = 0.01. The blue-
dashed curve for A = 0 exhibits a plateau 〈τsw〉0 ' P
for γ values below the threshold value γKr ' 0.84, and
an exponential decrease for γ > γKr. For A > 0 the
behavior of the 〈τsw〉a vs γ curves is more complex, i.e.,
four different response regimes can be distinguished. At
low bias currents, γ . (γKr −A), it appears a plateau at
〈τsw〉a ' P where no switching events occurs within the
measurement time P , despite the action of both thermal
noise and impulsive current. With a further increase of
the bias current, the 〈τsw〉a vs γ curves tend to decrease
exponentially. In this range of γ values the current pulses
induce, with a certain probability, a voltage switch. The
width of this current values range depends on the noise
intensity D, and vanishes for D → 0, for the transition is
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FIG. 4. Mean switching time, 〈τsw〉, as a function of the nor-
malized bias current γ at different values of A, in the case
of D = 0.01 (a) and D = 0.1 (b). The blue dashed curve
indicates the average switching time in the case of purely
noise-activated escape processes. The values of the other pa-
rameters are: N = 103, P = 106, α = 0.025, T = 1000, and
δt = 10. The gray dashed and black dot-dashed lines indi-
cate the inverse Kramers and MQT rates, r−1

ta (α, γ,D) and
r−1
mqt(α, γ), calculated according to Eqs. (9) and (11), respec-
tively. The vertical cyan dashed line marks the noise ampli-
tude, γKr, at which r−1

ta (α, γKr, D) = P . The legend in (a)
refers to both panels.

abrupt in the absence of noise. Moreover, the reduction
of the mean switching time indicates that the switching
probability grows as the bias current increases, up to the
γ point where the first current pulse alone triggers the
escape from the metastable state. From this point on,
the phase dynamics at higher γ values does not change,
i.e., the potential is so tilted that the first pulse induces
an escape, so that 〈τsw〉a tends to a constant value, which
is independent of γ and dominated by the arrival rate of
the first pulse. Of course, the greater the value of A,
the larger the range of γ values that exhibits the lower
plateau at 〈τsw〉a ' 500, see Fig. 4(a). The actual 〈τsw〉a
value only depends on the randomly distributed initial
waiting time T0, i.e., on the time the first pulse takes
to arrive in the range [0 − T ]; in the present case the
distance between two consecutive pulses reads T = 1000.
Finally, for very high bias currents, γ & 0.92, all curves
coalesce, and 〈τsw〉a is drastically reduced for higher γ
values. In this regime, the potential barrier is so small
that the system switches to the voltage state before the
arrival of the first pulse. As the initial waiting time is

T0 ≤ T , the current value γ̃Kr after which the dynamics
is dominated by the noise can be roughly estimated as
r−1
ta (γ̃Kr, D) = T , that is γ̃Kr ≈ 0.92 for T = 1000 and
D = 0.01.

In Fig. 4(a) a neat separation between the curves with
and without signal occurs, as we have motivated above,
around the current value γKr. If the noise intensity is in-
creased to the value D = 0.1, see Fig. 4(b), the threshold
bias current is lowered to γKr ' 0.28 and the 〈τsw〉 vs
γ curves are closer to each other and less separated by
the unperturbed, purely thermal curve 〈τsw〉0 (that de-
viates from the r−1

ta (γ) Kramers theory, as expected for
high noise intensity). For instance, the curve 〈τsw〉a for
A = 0.1 tends to the pure-noise curve 〈τsw〉0 for almost
any value of the bias. In general, all 〈τsw〉a curves for
A ∈ [0.1 − 0.5] superimpose at high current values, i.e.,
γ & 0.75. Under these circumstances, in which the data
obtained in different conditions roughly overlap, only a
careful analysis of the switching times can distinguish
whether the impulsive signal is present or not.

It is important at this point to interpret the results in
terms of the possibility to detect current pulses. Let us
recall that we consider the JJ as the detector, and that,
through the analysis of the average escape time 〈τsw〉, it
should be possible to decide if the pulses have been ab-
sorbed. It is therefore convenient that the undisturbed
escape time curve, the dashed line in Fig. 4, is separated
as much as possible from the curves obtained in the pres-
ence of pulses. In the low-noise case, D = 0.01, shown
in Fig. 4(a) the signal analysis is straightforward, being
the 〈τsw〉 curves well separated for almost all γ values.
In other words, at a given γ & (γKr−A) there is an indi-
cation of how easy would be to detect the presence of an
external signal embedded in a thermal noise background.
If the curves are well separated, and enough data are
provided (N = 103 in the numerical examples), by in-
spection of the mean switching time distributions it is
possible to decide. A quite different scenario emerges at
high bias currents, γ & γKr, where all 〈τsw〉a curves tend
to coalesce. Moreover, if one assumes a much smaller
signal amplitude, i.e., A � 0.1, the 〈τsw〉a and 〈τsw〉0
curves are superimposed and the analysis is problem-
atic. Similarly, at higher noise intensity, e.g., D = 0.1,
one cannot rely only on a simple analysis of the average
switching times, especially for the lower signal amplitude,
A ' 0.1, because the 〈τsw〉 vs γ data in the pure-noise
and pulse-sustained experiments overlap appreciably, see
the blue-dashed and the red curves in Fig. 4(b). To make
quantitative these observations, it is essential to use an
estimator of the goodness of detection such as the dkc
index.

In Fig. 5 we show both the conventional and the bino-
mial KC indexes, dkc and d̃kc, as a function of γ, calcu-
lated through Eqs. (12) and (17), respectively. Here, we
choose the parameter values as in Fig. 4. In particular,
the top panels of this figure are obtained for D = 0.01,
while the bottom panels for D = 0.1.

We start discussing the dkc vs γ behavior in the low-



8

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

10

100

1000

104

105

0.8

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

1

10

100

1000

104

105

0.8

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

1

10

100

1000

104

105

0.6 0.8

0.6

0.6

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

1.0

1

10

100

1000

104

105

0.8

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 11
10
102
103
104
105

dKC

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

200

400

600

800

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

200

400

600

800

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

200

400

600

800

0.6

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

1.0

200

400

600

800

00.6

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

200
400
600

N = 103 P = 106 = 0.025 D = 0.01

~
dKC

(a) (c)

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

1

10

100

1000

= 0.025 D = 0.1

0.6

10

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

1

10

100

1000

0.4 0.6

0.2 0.4

1

1

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

1

10

100

1000

0.2 0.4 0.6

0.2

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

1.0

1

10

100

1000

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
1
10
102
103

dKC

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

1

10

100

1000

10

100

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

1

10

100

1000

0.2

1

1

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

1

10

100

1000

0.2

0.2

1

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

1.0

1

10

100

1000

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
1
10
100
1000

dKC
~

(b) (d)N = 103 P = 106

0 0

0 0

A
0.1
0.2
0.3
0.4
0.5

FIG. 5. Conventional and binomial KC indexes, dkc and d̃kc, as a function of the normalized bias current γ at different values
of A, in the case of D = 0.01 [top panels (a) and (c)] and D = 0.1 [bottom panels (b) and (d)]. The values of the other
parameters are: N = 103, P = 106, α = 0.025, T = 1000, and δt = 10. The legend in panel (d) refers to all panels.

noise case, see Fig. 5(a) for D = 0.01. As expected, the
KC index increases with the amplitude A of the signal,
while the different dkc curves, obtained by changing A,
look quite similar. In particular, at low bias currents,
i.e., γ . (γKr − A), the dkc vanishes, since the mean
switching times are almost independent of the signal am-
plitude, being 〈τsw〉0 ' 〈τsw〉a ' P . This suggests that
this region of γ values is not suitable for detection. In-
stead, increasing γ, we observe the upsurge of the KC
index, since 〈τsw〉a ' 500 � 〈τsw〉0 ' P . In correspon-
dence of the γ values giving the plateau at 〈τsw〉a ' 500
shown in Fig. 4(a) we obtain a similar plateau with a
dkc � 1. Finally, at even larger bias currents, γ & γKr,
we observe that the dkc tends first to the value dkc ' 40,
but then it reduces drastically when γ → 1, for all pulse
amplitudes.

Increasing the noise intensity, the dkc vs γ behav-
ior changes, as shown in Fig. 5(b) for D = 0.1.
In particular, for A > 0.1 a quite large dkc � 1
non-monotonic behavior appears, that exhibits a max-
imum at γ ≈ {0.28, 0.20, 0.14, and 0.08} for A =
{0.2, 0.3, 0.4, and 0.5}, respectively. Instead, in the case
of A = 0.1, the dkc vs γ curve is quite scattered, notwith-
standing the existence of a large interesting region of
γ values giving a dkc ≈ 5. This means that, even
if the mean switching times in the pulse-sustained and
in the pure-noise cases are almost indistinguishable, see
Fig. 4(b), a signal with A = 0.1 embedded in a thermal
noise background with fluctuations intensity D = 0.1 is
still detectable if a proper level of bias current is used.
Moreover, the detector performances can be improved in-

creasing the number of experiments N . This is shown in
Fig. 6 for D = 0.1 and A = 0.1, comparing the results
for the cases N = 103 and N = 104 repetitions.

The dkc vs γ curve in light color for N = 104 shows
a non-monotonic behavior, characterized by two distinct
maxima, i.e., dkc ≈ 106 at γ = 0.3 and dkc ≈ 52 at
γ = 0.88. These are the ideal low- and high-current con-
ditions to perform the detection. In other words, one can
retrieve the information on the presence of the pulses in
two working regimes, i.e., two quite different levels of po-
tential energy barrier. In the two cases the typical switch-
ing times are quite diverse. In fact, at high bias currents
the escape dynamics is very fast even in the pure-noise
case, while at low bias currents the average switching
time is expected to be quite long, i.e., 〈τsw〉 & P with
P = 106. To briefly summarize this part, one can achieve
the desired level of the KC index increasing the number
of experiments N and optimizing the bias point.

In Fig. 5 is presented the behavior of the binomial KC
index, d̃kc in Eq. (17), as a function of γ at different signal
intensities, A ∈ [0.1 − 0.5], and for two different noise
intensities, D = 0.01 and D = 0.1, see panels (c) and
(b), respectively. This estimator of the SNR is different
from zero if in one process (either the pure-noise or the
pulse-sustained case) escapes occur in some, but not all,
the numerical experiments. In the case ofD = 0.01, when
A > 0.1 the d̃kc vs γ is double-peaked, while for A = 0.1,
the two peaks are close enough to appear as a single
peak, see Fig. 5(c). In particular, the low-current peak
indicates the situations where pure-noise switches never
occur within the measurement time P , while the pulse-
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P = 106, α = 0.025, T = 1000, and δt = 10.

sustained switches take place with a finite probability.
Conversely, the high-current peaks indicate the situation
where pure-noise switches occur with a finite probability,
while the pulse-sustained switches certainly happen in all
experiments. This is why the position of the latter peak is
independent of the pulse intensityA. At γ values between
the two peaks, the SNR estimate vanishes, d̃kc = 0, for
one never observes pure-noise switches, while the pulse-
sustained switches occur systematically. Finally, for γ >
0.86 (or for γ → 0) one observes d̃kc = 0, for both the
pure-noise and the pulse-sustained switching occur (or do
not occur) in every experiment.

The d̃kc vs γ behavior changes at higher value of the
noise intensity, D = 0.1, see Fig. 5(d). First for γ &
0.38, the SNR estimate reads d̃kc = 0, for both the pure-
noise and the pulse-sustained conditions result in escapes
within the measurement time P for all runs. At lower
γ, the d̃kc behaves non-monotonically. Interestingly, for
γ < 0.08 both the A = 0.1 and A = 0.5 cases show
d̃kc = 0, but for different reasons. In fact, within the
measurement time P , for A = 0.1 at low bias current
both the pure-noise and the pulse-sustained case show
no switchings, while for A = 0.5 we have no pure-noise-
induced escapes although the pulse-sustained dynamics
show switching events in all experiments. In the latter
case d̃kc is not defined [see Eq.(17)], but the detection is
presumably very effective, see the discussion at the end
of Section V.

Finally, Fig. 7(a) shows how the KC index depends
on the pulse amplitude A at fixed D, and conversely
Fig. 7(b) displays the dependence of the index as a func-
tion of noise at fixed bias points and amplitudes. In
particular, in panel (a) we have a fixed noise intensity
D = 0.1 and different γ = {0.35, 0.6, and 0.8}. All
curves exhibit an S-shaped envelop; for A . 0.05 the
dkc values are quite low and highly scattered, therefore
this region of A values is not recommended for signal
detection. Instead, for higher signal amplitudes the dkc
exponentially increases, up to a threshold A value, after
which the dkc saturates, i.e., it is independent on the am-
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FIG. 7. KC index, dkc, as a function of A, at different values
of γ and D = 0.1, and D, at different values of γ and A, see
panels (a) and (b), respectively. The vertical dashed lines in
panel (a) indicate the A values chosen to draw the curves in
panel (b). The values of the other parameters are: N = 104,
P = 106, α = 0.025, T = 1000, and δt = 10.

plitude A; however, the dkc saturation value depends on
γ. Thus, the detection is favored by a sufficiently large-
amplitude signal, although, depending on the bias cur-
rent value, the specific performances, i.e., the KC index
value, do not change appreciably above a certain ampli-
tude value.

In Fig. 7(a), we use vertical dashed lines to evidence
the signal amplitudes A at which the dkc takes a value
roughly equal to half of the maximum value reached in
the high-amplitude plateau. We set just these values of A
to show how the KC index depends on the noise intensity,
i.e., to trace the dkc vs D curves shown in Fig. 7(b).
This figure reveals that the dkc exponentially decreases
by increasing D. Moreover, we observe that the curve
at high currents, i.e., γ = 0.8, is shifted towards low
noise amplitudes, with respect to the other two curves at
γ = 0.6 and 0.35, which seem instead to overlap. In other
words, referring to the values in Fig. 7(b), to obtain the
same level of dkc, if γ = 0.8 the noise amplitude must
be approximately half of that necessary if γ = 0.6 or
0.35. Summing up, Fig. 7(b) tells us that, at a given γ, a
higher noise amplitude D negatively affects the detection
performances. This is due to the fact that by increasing
D the mean switching time distribution in the pure-noise
case, 〈τsw〉0, tends to reduce drastically, e.g., compare the
dashed curves in Figs. 4(a) and (b), getting closer and
closer to the 〈τsw〉a distribution in the pulse-sustained
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case. This confirms the expected result that reducing the
temperature is an effective way to improve the detection
performances, at least as long as MQT effects do not
enter in play.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we have shown that the distributions of
escape times can be effectively employed to determine the
presence of pulsed signals affecting a metastable system.
In particular, we investigated the response of an under-
damped current-biased Josephson junction, embedded in
a thermal noise background, to a train of current pulses
that mimics a weak microwave photon field. We compare
the distributions of mean switching times in the case in
which the photon signal is absent, so that only thermal-
induced processes are recorded, and where the combined
action of thermal noise and current pulses can speed-up
the escape process. In order to efficiently analyze these
situations in the framework of signal detection, we ex-
ploited a statistic tool estimating the SNR, that is the
Kumar-Caroll index, through which we can investigate
how the performance of the detector depends on the var-
ious system parameters.

The dkc index, for each value of bias current, tem-
perature, and signal amplitude, highlights the conditions
that give an effective detection, that is the combination
of junction parameters for which the KC index is maxi-
mized. It is important to stress that the KC index rep-
resents one possibility among others [41, 67, 68] to dis-

criminate between two distinct hypotheses and to sum-
marize the detection performances in a single value. For
instance, a similar statistical estimator, called Hellinger
distance [65], has been employed to distinguish switching
current distributions in a junction operating as a qubit
for microwave photon detection [29].

We stress that this work is focused on the junction
details, without prescriptions for the neither the cavity
absorbing the photons or the transmission line [69]. In-
stead, we concentrate on the methodological aspects of
the analysis of the switching time distributions for a suit-
able photon detection. However, limitations in the fab-
rication process or in the electrodynamics of the cavity
can restraint the detection performances.

Finally, the detection method discussed in this work
will be employed for the analysis of data collected from
single microwave photons detectors under study within
the SIMP project [8, 9, 70]. Specifically, current-biased
JJs are tested at Frascati National Laboratory (LNF) as
switching detector [30], and, recently, a chip fabricated at
the CNR-IFN in Rome with Al transmission lines termi-
nated by a single JJ or a dc-SQUID was tested at 10 mK
to verify the sensitivity to rf photons.
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