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Cr1/3NbS2 is a transition metal dichalcogenide that is also a chiral helimagnet, and so lacks
inversion symmetry and has non-zero Berry curvature in position and momentum space. It is well
known that the combination of broken time-reversal symmetry and broken inversion symmetry
can generate non-reciprocal phenomena, but the interplay between these kinds of systems and
superconductivity is not well known. We present Josephson junctions fabricated from Cr1/3NbS2 that
give magnetic diffraction patterns with asymmetry in both the magnetic field and the critical current.
The non-reciprocity in positive critical current and negative critical current, generally called the
Josephson diode effect, has an efficiency of up to η = 20% in some parts of the magnetic diffraction
pattern and persists even at zero applied field. We propose that pinned Abrikosov vortices are a main
mechanism for the asymmetric magnetic field response in this system, and that the non-zero spin
chirality of the Cr1/3NbS2 causes the diode effect. Simulations of magnetic diffraction patterns from
Josephson junctions with vortices present show offsets from zero-field consistent with observations,
while simulations of chiral spin structures with an out-of-plane canting show a diode effect.

I. INTRODUCTION

The majority of experiments on non-reciprocal
superconductivity focus on systems with strong spin-
orbit coupling, conventional ferromagnetism, and
external magnetic fields. However, the combina-
tion of proximity superconductivity with complex
magnetic textures that host rich physics, such as
antiferromagnets or altermagnets remains relatively
unexplored. In this manuscript we present transport
measurements of Josephson junctions fabricated with
the chiral helimagnet Cr1/3NbS2. Compared to fer-
romagnets and antiferromagnets, Cr1/3NbS2 has a
complex, non-collinear spin texture, after undergoing
a magnetic phase transition at around 128K. Above
the transition it is paramagnetic, and below the tran-
sition the spin configuration becomes helimagnetic,
with the helical axis pointing in the c-direction of the
crystal shown in Figure 1a, with a helical period of
48 nm.[1] When an applied magnetic field is parallel
to the helical axis, then the helimagnetic spin texture
can become a chiral conical configuration, where the
spins are canted along the helical axis. However, a
magnetic field applied perpendicular to the helical
axis (i.e. within the ab-plane of the crystal) can give
rise to one-dimensional solitons.[2] Cr1/3NbS2 is also

a transition metal dichalcogenide, made of NbS2 lay-
ers with intercalated Cr atoms in between the layers,
and belongs to the space group P6322.[1]

The simultaneous broken inversion symmetry and
broken time-reversal symmetry in Cr1/3NbS2, along
with its rich magnetic phase diagram, make it a good
material for studying non-reciprocal effects. We ob-
serve that the Cr1/3NbS2 Josephson junctions exhibit
the Josephson diode effect, and that magnetic diffrac-
tion patterns from the junctions show an offset from
zero magnetic field and non-monotonic amplitude de-
cay. We propose that the helimagnetic spin-texture
of the Cr1/3NbS2 creates the diode effect, based on
simulations done with helical spin textures. At the
same time we propose that Abrikosov vortices in the
leads of the junction are the cause of the offsets in
magnetic field and unconventional magnetic diffrac-
tion patterns. Importantly, the simulated diode effect
only occurs when the spins have some out-of-plane
canting, i.e. when there is a chiral-conical configura-
tion. To explain both the offset and the diode effect,
we further suggest that there is an out-of-plane field
from the Cr1/3NbS2 that creates vortices in the leads
of the junctions, possibly do to finite thickness of the
Cr1/3NbS2 flake compared to its helical period.

The interplay between broken time reversal and
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spatial inversion symmetry, leading to non-reciprocal
effects, was first deliberately observed in chiral
molecules in an applied magnetic field, where it was
found that the refractive index of the molecules de-
pended on their handedness.[3] The class of known
non-reciprocal effects arising from broken time re-
versal and inversion symmetries is now quite large,
with the effects arising from chiral broken inversion
symmetry often called magnetochiral anisotropies.[4–
9] This has also come to include non-reciprocal
charge transport in superconducting systems, proto-
typically thought of as the combination of a non-
centrosymmetric superconductor with an applied
magnetic field that breaks TRS.[10–12] In these sys-
tems it is possible for a supercurrent to flow in one
direction, but in the opposite direction the current
flow will be normal. In other words, the magnitudes
of the positive and negative critical currents are not
the same, Ic+ ̸= Ic−.[13] This phenomenon is gen-
erally called the superconducting diode effect, and
often the Josephson diode effect, if the system is a
Josephson junction.

Asymmetric critical current was observed as early
as 1967, in wide, high current Josephson junctions
made of tin films.[14] Schemes have also existed for
producing a non-reciprocal supercurrent using arrays
of Josephson junctions, long Josephson junctions,
and intentionally designed fluxonic diodes.[15–18]
There are also now examples of asymmetric critical
currents in systems without explicitly broken time-
reversal symmetry, such as strained heterostructures
and electrically polarized materials.[19, 20] More re-
cently though, the superconducting diode effect has
been observed in materials where the nonreciprocity
arises from intrinsic material properties, rather than
as a consequence of circuit design.

In superconductor/ferromagnet bilayers the diode
effect has been attributed to asymmetric vortex dy-
namics arising from the stray field of the ferromag-
netic layer.[21] The Josephson diode effect under
zero-field has been reported in non-centrosymmetric
NbSe2/Nb3Br8/NbSe2 Josephson junctions and also
in inversion-symmetric twisted tri-layer graphene.[22,
23] In the former case the diode effect is attributed
to polarization of the junction inducing asymmet-
ric Josephson tunneling, while in the latter case the
diode effect is suspected to come from a spin po-
larization or polarization of the valley occupations.
The diode effect has also been observed in atomic
Josephson junctions with a magnetic impurity, where
it is attributed to dissipation caused by quasiparticle
currents that have a particle-hole asymmetry.[24] To
date there is no universal explanation for the super-
conducting diode effect in all systems, as the exact

mechanism can be system specific.

II. EXPERIMENT

The Cr1/3NbS2 used in these experiments was
grown via chemical vapor transport with an iodine
transport gas, which resulted in plate-like hexagonal
crystals of about 2mm on a side. Representative crys-
tals were characterized via single crystal x-ray diffrac-
tion and Laue diffraction. Analysis of the diffraction
data confirmed the P6322 space group with Cr3+
atoms at the 2c site, consistent with the expected
chiral structure, pictured in Figure 1a. Magnetization
was measured using a SQUID magnetometer with
applied field in the ab-plane (parallel to the large
face of the crystal). Figure 1b shows that the mag-
netization has field hysteresis at temperatures below
TN, with the width of the hysteresis increasing with
decreasing temperature, while above the transition
temperature the behavior is paramagnetic. Figure
1c shows a sudden increase in magnetic susceptibility
with decreasing temperature, with a sharp maximum
of 22× 106 emu/Oe at TN = 132K. The magnetiza-
tion hysteresis is caused by the formation of a soliton
lattice, and the susceptibility peak is associated with
the transition to a helical spin structure.[25, 26]

The junctions are fabricated from thin flakes of
Cr1/3NbS2 on Si substrates with 500 nm oxides that
were cleaned by oxygen reactive ion etching to en-
hance flake adherence. All successfully proximity-
coupled flakes were under 40 nm thick and were iden-
tified via atomic force microscopy. Electron beam
lithography was used to pattern the junctions with
pseudo-four-point leads, shown in Figure 2a, with at
least 60 nm of DC plasma sputtered NbTiN. The sam-
ples were cooled to mK temperatures in a dilution
refrigerator with a 6:1:1T vector magnet. Electrical
measurements were done with a combination of an
SR830 lock-in amplifier, Keithley 2400 voltage source,
Keithley 6221 current source, DC-DAQ, and custom
electronics.

An optical microscope image of one of the junc-
tions without NbTiN is shown in Figure 2a, where
the dimensions of this junction are roughly 0.4 µm ×
2.6µm × 20 nm. The x̂- and ŷ-directions are in the
ab-plane of the crystal, which is also the plane of the
junction. x̂ is defined as parallel to the current run-
ning through the junction, the ŷ-direction is defined
as perpendicular to that current, and the ẑ-direction
is perpendicular to the plane of the junction and is
equivalent to the c-direction of the Cr1/3NbS2. Fig-
ure 2b shows an initial superconducting transition
for the NbTiN leads at around 10.7K, with a zero
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Figure 1. (a) The crystal structure of Cr1/3NbS2, Cr atoms (purple) are intercalated between the planes of NbS2 (blue,
yellow). (b) Applied magnetic field vs magnetization data showing magnetic hysteresis in bulk Cr1/3NbS2. Above the
magnetic transition temperature there is a purely paramagnetic response. The hysteresis in the measurements below
the transition temperature indicates the presence of solitons. (c) Magnetic susceptibility data for field-cooled and
zero-field-cooled bulk Cr1/3NbS2, with a clear transition at ∼132K.

Figure 2. (a) An optical microscope image of a quasi-four-point Josephson junction, with a Cr1/3NbS2 weak link and
NbTiN superconducting leads. (b) The resistance across the same junction as a function of temperature. The blue
points are the raw data, and the red line is a fit. (c) The resistance of the junction as a function of applied current.
This measurement was taken immediately after the initial cooldown to superconducting temperatures, with no applied
magnetic field. There is a slight asymmetry in the positive and negative critical currents, as well as a difference in
resistance peak amplitude at the critical currents.

resistance state below 4.6K, and Figure 2c shows
the critical current for the same junction at 16mK
with no applied magnetic field. The positive critical
current is 0.94 µA, while the negative critical cur-
rent is −1.05µA. These measurements indicate that
the junction is well-proximitized and there is a zero-
field Josephson diode effect, where the magnitude of
the negative critical current is 12% larger than the
positive critical current.

III. RESULTS

The magnetotransport measurements of the
Cr1/3NbS2 junctions show several phenomena, includ-
ing anomalous magnetic hysteresis, magnetic field
asymmetry, magnetic field aperiodicity, and a diode
effect. All of these phenomena result in magnetic
diffraction pattern measurements that are signifi-
cantly distorted from an ideal Fraunhofer pattern.

Figure 3 shows resistance measurements in the
junction with out-of-plane magnetic field sweeps of
varying magnitude and direction. In Figures 3a and
3b the magnetic field is swept from positive to nega-
tive, with the yellow curve starting at 0.05T and the
superconducting gap region shifted significantly from
zero field. Darker curves start at smaller field magni-
tudes and are shifted less. There is a clear hysteresis
in the critical field gap, with no sweep centered at
zero magnetic field, and this is more apparent in
Figure 3b where the magnetic field scale is logarith-
mic. The size of the critical field gap also increases
with the strength of the starting field. The observed
hysteretic behavior is not consistent with standard
ferromagnetic hysteresis. In a weak ferromagnet a
large positive field strongly magnetizes the mate-
rial and simultaneously weakens superconductivity.
As the magnetic field is brought towards zero, the
remnant magnetization should continue to weaken
superconductivity, and to return to an un-magnetized
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Figure 3. (a) The magnetoresistance of the junction as a magnetic field is applied perpendicular to the plane of the
junction. The left plots show magnetic field sweeps going from positive magnetic field to negative magnetic field, and
the right plots from negative to positive. The lighter yellow curves begin at larger field magnitudes and are further
offset from zero, while the darker blue curves begin at smaller magnetic field values and show less hysteresis. (b)
Magnetoresistance as a function of out-of-plane magnetic field strength for a second junction. The hysteresis is more
apparent when plotted on a logarithmic scale, and multiple dips in resistance are seen at larger field values. The
reproducibility of the curves suggests that the hysteresis and local extrema are part of the larger magnetic diffraction
pattern.

state a small negative field must be applied to unpin
the positive remnant magnetization, and so the prox-
imitized superconductivity should be strongest (the
critical current should be largest) at a small nega-
tive field. We report an opposite response, where a
large positive (negative) magnetizing field does not
need to be brought back to a negative (positive) field
to recover a superconducting state; in fact a small
positive (negative) field accomplishes this. Ferromag-
netic Josephson junctions typically show either this
expected behavior or negligible hysteresis.[28–30]

By applying a magnetic field and DC bias cur-
rent together the magnetic hysteresis from Figure
3 presents as a magnetic diffraction pattern that
is offset from zero field. Figure 4a shows that the
nonstandard features appear in magnetic diffraction
patterns with a field applied in the ẑ-direction, i.e.
perpendicular to the applied current through the junc-
tion and parallel to the chiral axis of the Cr1/3NbS2.

Differential resistance measurements in Figures 4b
and 4c show a clear diode effect for both positive and
negative field, and that the direction of the effect
does not depend on the sign of the magnetic field.
The tilting of the lobes in Figure 4b shows that the
diode efficiency of the effect varies with the magnetic
field. Joule heating can mimic the Josephson diode
effect, by asymmetrically changing critical current
depending on the direction of the current sweep. This
is ruled out as the cause of the observed diode effect
in this manuscript for two reasons. First, the mea-
sured diode effect does not depend on the current
sweep direction, whereas heating induced diode-like
effects would. Second, the measured diode effect
shows both a larger positive current magnitude and
larger negative current magnitude without depending
on the sign of the magnetic field and within the same
measurement.

The magnetic diffraction patterns in Figure 5 show
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Figure 4. (a) Magnetic diffraction pattern in a Cr1/3NbS2 junction for a field applied perpendicular to the plane
of the junction. The field has been normalized to units of flux divided by flux quanta using the cross-sectional
area of the junction. There are several notable features: there is a shift of the patterns largest peak from zero
magnetic field, a large asymmetry with respect to field, a decay in peak amplitude that does not follow the standard
sin(πΦ/Φ0)/(πΦ/Φ0) Fraunhofer behavior, and a small diode effect. (b) A zoomed-in section of a magnetic diffraction
measurement similar to a. In this section the superconducting diode effect is easily visible as a tilting of the lobes in
the pattern. (c) Line cuts at specific flux values from b. The left image shows the diode effect with a larger magnitude
positive critical current, while the right image shows a larger magnitude negative critical current. Note that both of
these are at negative field values within a single flux quanta of each other.

Figure 5. Magnetic diffraction patterns with a magnetic field sweeping from negative to positive, and positive to
negative. The patterns are not perfect mirror images of each other, but do have the same overall shape and features.
The central node shift away from zero field is not consistent with ferromagnetic hysteresis, where a positive (negative)
coercive field is necessary to return from negative (positive) remnant magnetization to zero magnetization.[27]
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multiple features that deviate from the standard
sin(πΦ/Φ0)/(πΦ/Φ0) Fraunhofer behavior seen in
rectangular SNS Josephson junctions. The node spac-
ing of the patterns is aperiodic, rather than being
spaced at integer flux quanta values. Note that the
flux quanta values in the axes of Figure 5 are scaled
from Φ = BA, where B is the value of the applied
magnetic field, and A is the actual cross-sectional
area of the junction perpendicular to the field, and
does not account for any flux focusing effects. In
addition to aperiodicity the antinodal critical cur-
rents for larger applied fields do not monotonically
decay, which can be seen clearly in Figure 5. Patterns
with anomalous features have also been reported in
other devices such as semiconductor Josephson junc-
tions, topological insulator junctions, and ferromag-
net junctions.[29, 31–33] It is known that asymmetry
in magnetic diffraction patterns can be caused by
slips in the superconducting phase difference across a
junction and anisotropic magnetic susceptibility.[34]
Such a phase skip can be caused by external mag-
netic fields or geometric defects in the junction. For
junctions made from mechanically exfoliated mate-
rials if the junction is not rectangular or the height
of the flake in the junction varies sharply, then the
Rashba coefficient, which characterizes the strength
of spin-orbit coupling, could vary across the junction.
However, the junctions used in this experiment show
no geometric defects in atomic force microscopy scans.
Because we see these unconventional Fraunhofer fea-
tures in multiple devices, with a coexisting Josephson
diode effect, we lean towards more intrinsic material-
specific mechanisms to explain these results. The
next section will discuss the origin of the anomalous
features in these helimagnet junctions, and reconcile
them with the presence of the Josephson diode effect.

IV. ORIGINS OF THE DIODE EFFECT AND
MAGNETIC ANOMALIES

We propose that a primary source of the magnetic
field offsets in the magnetic diffraction patterns is
the presence of Abrikosov vortices, and that the
superconducting diode effect is primarily caused by
the spin-chirality of the helimagnetic Cr1/3NbS2.

The vortices induce a phase difference in the junc-
tions, through vortex currents and vortex fields, each
dependent on the vortex core’s proximity to the junc-
tion and the junction’s geometry [35, 36]. For thick
superconductor vortex currents circulating around
the core decay with a characteristic length λ known
as the London penetration length. In contrast, for
a thin superconducting film d ≪ λ, where d is the

thickness of the superconductor in the ẑ-direction,
the characteristic length is given by the Pearl length
λP = λ2/d. When the vortex distance from the junc-
tion is comparable to the Pearl length, these currents
cause a phase difference

ϕv(y) = −V arctan
y − yv
|xv|

, (1)

across the junction. Here, (xv, yv) denotes the po-
sition of the vortex in the lead, and V = +(−)1
means the vorticity (antivortex). In contrast, when
the vortex distance from the junction is larger than
the Pearl length, the vortex current effects on the
junction may be negligible. However, the vortex may
have a long-range influence on the junction due to
its stray magnetic fields [37]. These fields induce an
effective magnetic flux within the junction, opposing
the vortex’s polarity. Due to flux-focusing effects in
the junction region, this field can be significant, lead-
ing to a shift in the Fraunhofer pattern. Although
the long-range vortex field and the short-range vortex
circulating current are distinct effects, they can lead
to a similar phase difference across the junction [37].
In the presence of a vortex, we obtain the magnetic
interference pattern, i.e., the Fraunhofer pattern, as

Ic+(Φ) = max
ϕ

[Itot(ϕ,Φ)], (2)

Ic−(Φ) = min
ϕ

[Itot(ϕ,Φ)], (3)

where

Itot(ϕ,Φ) =
1

Ly

Ly/2∫
−Ly/2

Ic sin (θ(y)) dy, (4)

with a local phase, θ(y), defined as

θ(y) = ϕ+ 2π
Φ

Φ0

y

Ly
+ ϕv(y). (5)

Figure 6. Fraunhofer patterns for vortex (left) and
antivortex (right) at (xv, yv) = (0.1, 0). Here, we set
Ly = Φ0 = 1 and ignore the vortex stray fields, Φv = 0.
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Here, Ly is the lateral dimension of the junction per-
pendicular to the current direction and Ic is the
critical current of the junction. Figure 6 shows
the simulated Fraunhofer patterns for a (anti)vortex
V = (−) + 1 at (xv, yv) = (0.1, 0), with Ly = Ic = 1.
Note that although Ic+(Φ) = |Ic−(Φ)|, the simulated
Fraunhofer patterns show similar features to the mea-
sured Fraunhofer patterns, including: finite offsets
from zero magnetic field, non-monotonic decay in the
amplitude of the higher field lobes, and asymmetry
about the central node. The phase difference given in
Eq. (1) results in a central peak shift for the vortex
and antivortex that are compatible with the exper-

Figure 7. (a) Plot showing the normalized supercon-
ducting diode effect for different spin structures and
corresponding diode efficiencies (ηeff ), modeled using
a two-part chiral and BCS Hamiltonian, shown in the
Appendix. The data are normalized to Imax. The blue
line represents helical AFM phase ( θ = 90◦ and ∆ϕ = 9◦)
with an efficiency of ηeff = 1.00. The red line represents
conical spin structure (θ = 60◦ and ∆ϕ = 9◦) with an
efficiency of ηeff = 0.89. The black line represents chi-
ral spin structure with opposite chirality (θ = 60◦ and
∆ϕ = −9◦) with the same efficiency of ηeff = 0.89, but
a reversed diode effect. (b) Diagram depicting the rel-
ative directions of the magnetic moments on Cr atoms
in different planes. The polar angle, θ, is the in-plane
rotation of the moment, while the azimuthal angle, ϕ, is
the out-of-plane rotation of the moment. The diode effect
only appears when there is an out-of-plane component
to the moments, i.e. in the crystallographic c-direction
of Cr1/3NbS2.

imental Fraunhofer patterns in Figure 5 (sweeping
the field from a large positive field to zero and a
large negative field to zero). Notably, if there were
a ferromagnetic domain in the Cr1/3NbS2, it would
also shift the Fraunhofer pattern. However, in our
observations, the observed shift is attributed to the
vortex-induced phase difference, evidenced by the
critical current’s maximum occurring before the mag-
netic field sweeps to zero, contrary to the behavior
expected with a ferromagnetic domain. Considering
the effect of vortex flux Φv would enhance the shift in
the Fraunhofer patterns and agree with the magnetic
behavior of the junction.

A key question is whether vortices are sponta-
neously created or explicitly nucleated by external
magnetic fields. We suggest that the magnetization
of the Cr1/3NbS2 is the source of the vortices in our
devices, through a combination of a finite out-of-
plane magnetic moment while the material is in a
chiral conical spin configuration and stray fields from
the edges of the exfoliated flake. Previous simulations
have shown that in a superconductor/helimagnet bi-
layer system, where the chiral axis is in the plane of
the superconductor, the helical magnetic field can
induce vortices in the superconductor.[38] It has also
been reported that vortex pinning at the edges of a
superconducting film can produce a diode effect in
superconducting thin-films.[39] These vortices could
be caused by the fringing field at the edge of a neigh-
boring ferromagnetic layer, or a small applied field
fringing around a jagged edge of the superconduct-
ing film. Below the magnetic transition temperature,
each layer of Cr atoms in Cr1/3NbS2 is akin to a ferro-
magnetic thin-film, and the edge of an exfoliated flake
could have a complicated geometry. This field may
also provide a Zeeman interaction, which combined
with the spin-orbit coupling present in Cr1/3NbS2
could lead to a diode effect. Another explanation
for the anomalous hysteresis and asymmetry in the
magnetic diffraction patterns is the presence of chiral
domain walls in the crystal. The dynamics of chiral
domain walls with the application of a magnetic field
can show similar effects to vortices.[40, 41]

While pinned Abrikosov vortices can explain the
magnetic field shifts, aperiodicity, and non-monotonic
decay in the magnetic diffraction patterns, they do
not account for the Josephson diode effect by them-
selves. Rather, a combination of IS and TRS breaking
are known to be able to induce the diode effect, which
can be thought of as having Cooper pairs with finite-
momentum coupling that carry directional critical
supercurrent.[42, 43] Because of the symmetry break-
ing requirements, the diode effect typically appears
with an external electric or magnetic field; however,
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Cr1/3NbS2 can inherently satisfy the IS and TRS con-
ditions because of its chiral spin structure. The P6322
space group that Cr1/3NbS2 in non-centrosymmetric.

At the same time, the chiral spin structure induces
effective spin-orbit coupling, breaking inversion sym-
metry. The bulk chiral helimagnetic structure of
Cr1/3NbS2 is an antiferromagnetic phase that pre-
serves TRS, but for crystal thicknesses below the
chiral period of 48 nm, there is a net magnetic field.
In both bulk and exfoliated crystals, the chiral conical
spin structure also has a non-vanishing net moment,
breaking TRS. Although the chiral conical structure
is not the default state for spins in Cr1/3NbS2, it can
be induced by a magnetic field. Additionally, strain is
known to induce new magnetic phases in Cr1/3NbS2,
which could be caused by the deposition the metal-
lic leads or thermal stresses from cooling.[44] Non-
centrosymmetric superconductors can also host spin-
singlet and spin-triplet pairing in the presence of mag-
netic ordering, and there is evidence for spin-triplet
pairing in superconductor/Cr1/3NbS2 heterostruc-
tures, which can also lead to a diode effect.[45–48]

We focus on explaining the diode effect via
the chiral conical phase of Cr1/3NbS2. To un-
derstand how the spin structure could induce the
diode effect, we study the current-phase relation-
ship in a Josephson junction with a chiral spin
structure using a tight-binding and non-equilibrium
Green’s function formulation. The crystal struc-
ture of the simulated junction is designed to pre-
serve IS. The spin orientation is represented by
Sn = (sin(θ) cos(nϕ), sin(θ) sin(nϕ), cos(θ)), where θ
is the polar angle between the z -axis and the spin, ϕ is
the azimuthal angle that rotates in the x-y plane, and
n is the number of layers along the ẑ direction. We
demonstrate in Figure A1 that the junction exhibits
the diode effect when θ = π

3 , where the spin structure
is in a chiral conical configuration. Conversely, the
junction does not maintain the diode effect when
θ = π

2 , where the spin structure is in a chiral helical
antiferromagnetic configuration. Detailed results and
the methodology for the supercurrent calculation are
provided in the Appendix.

To summarize, the Cr1/3NbS2 Josephson junctions
studied in this experiment show both a Josephson
diode effect, and magnetic diffraction patterns with
pronounced asymmetry and offsets from zero mag-

netic field. We suggest that the primary cause of the
Fraunhofer anomalies is the presence of one or more
Abrikosov vortices. The superconducting diode’s rec-
tification direction does not depend directly on the
direction of the applied field, unlike in devices where
the diode’s directionality is switched by the direction
of the applied field. This suggests a relation between
the broken IS and broken TRS caused by the helimag-
netism of the Cr1/3NbS2. Spins in helimagnets can
form a chiral conical configuration, and simulations
of a Josephson junction with such a chiral conical
spin structure show a diode effect. Simulations of a
Josephson junction with a phase difference caused by
the addition of a single vortex or anti-vortex produce
Fraunhofer patterns with an asymmetry about their
central lobe, that are also offset from zero magnetic
field. Both the chiral conical spin structure and pres-
ence of vortices can be caused by the presence of a
magnetic field perpendicular to the plane of the junc-
tion. While some preliminary evidence suggests that
the vortices are generated by the chiral field of the
helimagnet, further studies are needed to disentangle
intrinsic effects from potential external factors.
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MODELING THE CHIRAL SPIN STRUCTURE OF CR1/3NBS2

We begin our modeling by constructing the Hamiltonian as follows:

HT = HC +HBCS (A1)

where HC represents the middle part of the junction with a square lattice structure and chiral spin structure,
and HBCS denotes the left and right superconducting contacts of the junction. We project the sample onto
the 2-dimensional x̂, ẑ plane to account for the transport direction and helical axis. The dimensions are
denoted as Nx = 7, Nz = 11. In real space, both terms of the Hamiltonian can be expressed as:

HC = −t
∑
i,j,α

c†i,j,αci+1,j,α − t
∑
ij

c†i,j,αci,j+1,α +∆cσ · n̂j (A2)

and

HBCS =
∑
ij,α

∆∗
i,jc

†
i,j,↑c

†
i,j,↓ +∆i,jci,j,↑ci,j,↓. (A3)

Here, ci,j,α = (ci,j↑, ci,j↓)
T are the creation and annihilation operators at the (i, j)-th atom of the square

lattice in the x̂, ẑ plane, α represents the spin degree of freedom, and σ⃗ are the Pauli matrices corresponding
to the spin degrees of freedom. The final term accounts for the magnetism in the lattice manifest in the spin
exchange between n̂ representing the magnetization, and ∆c represents the intensity of the exchange. To
account for the helical spin structure, n̂j = (sin(θ) cos(jϕ), sin(θ) sin(jϕ), cos(θ)), where θ is polar angle, ϕ is
azimuthal angle, and j is the number of layers along the ẑ-direction. ∆i,j accounts for s-wave superconducting
order parameter at (i, j). To account for the semi-infinite superconducting contacts at the left (x = 0) and
right (x = 7), we use the self-energy formalism in the Green’s function as follows, [50–52],

GR(ϵ) = (ϵI + iη −HT )
−1 = (ϵI + iη −HC −ΣL −ΣR)

−1 (A4)

where

ΣL(R)(ϵ) =
τL(R)

2
β(ϵ)×

(
I i

∆L(R)

ϵ σye
iϕL(R)

−i
∆L(R)

ϵ σye
iϕL(R) I

)
(A5)

In this context, ϵ is the energy, I is the identity matrix for corresponding dimension, η is a small positive
value for avoiding singularity in Green’s function, τL(R) is the tunneling constant at left(right) contact, β(ϵ) s
the ratio between the superconducting state and the normal density of state, σy is one of the Pauli matrices,
∆LR is superconducting order parameter at the left (right) contact, and ϕL(R) is the superconducting phase
at the left (right) contact.

In a Josephson junction, the superconducting order at the contact penetrates the middle part in order to
lower the free energy. With the constructed Green’s function, we utilize the self-consistent calculation to
reach the ground state of the junction. The pairing superconducting potential is obtained from the energy
spectrum of HT and then fed back into HT to calculate a new energy spectrum.

After the Hamiltonian reaches the ground state, we use the Green’s function to obtain the supercurrent
induced from Andreev reflection and the current-phase relationship (CPR) as follows:

Isupercurrent =
∑
µ,ν,α

λΓµ
ν,αG

µ
ν,α′ where µ ∈ {L,R}, ν ∈ {h, e}, α(α′) ∈ {↑ (↓), ↓ (↑)} (A6)

Here, µ is an index for electron (lesser) or hole (greater) electron degree of freedom, λ has a value of
1(−1) for electron(hole), ν is an index for left and right, α is the spin degree of freedom. These indices are
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Figure A1. Fraunhofer patterns for a single vortex (a) antivortex (b) at (xv, yv)/Ly = (0.01, 0.1), and double vortex
(c) antivortex (d) at (xv1 , yv1)/Ly = (0.05, 0.1), (xv2 , yv2)/Ly = (0.05,−0.1) .

used in the lesser and greater Green’s functions, Gµν, α′, and the broadening (linewidth) function, Γµν, α.
In supplementary Fig. 7 we show CPRs at θ = 60◦, 90◦, which correspond to the conical or helical spin
structures. The CPR shows the diode effect in the conical spin structure with 89% efficiency. The numerical
parameters used in our calculations are summarized in Table 1.

1. Fraunhofer patterns for a single and double vortex configurations

Fig. A1 shows Fraunhofer patterns for a single vortex (a) antivortex (b) located at (xv, yv)/Ly = (0.01, 0.1).
The case of double vortex (c) antivortex (d) located at (xv1 , yv1)/Ly = (0.05, 0.1), (xv2 , yv2)/Ly = (0.05,−0.1)
shows a greater shift of the maximum supercurrent compared to the single vortex case, which qualitatively
match the experimental magnetic diffraction patterns.

Parameter Symbol Value
Number of lattice sites in the x̂ direction Nx 7
Number of lattice sites in the ẑ direction Nz 11

Hopping parameter t 1
Exchange interaction strength ∆c 0.001
Polar angle for spin orientation θ 60° or 90°

Azimuthal angle for spin orientation ϕ 9°
Superconducting order parameter at the contacts ∆L(R) 0.1

Transmission Coefficient of contacts τL(R) 0.01
Small positive value to avoid singularity η 0.0001

Energy ϵ -0.0024
Superconducting phase at left contact ϕL 0°

Superconducting phase at right contact ϕR from 0° to 360°

Table A1. Numerical Parameters Used in the Calculations
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