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We investigate the nonequilibrium current response in diffusive superconductor-normal-metal-
superconductor junctions subjected to a low-frequency AC voltage. Using a kinetic description based
on the adiabatic motion of Andreev bound states, we derive a general expression for the admittance
of a junction under a DC phase bias, formulated entirely in terms of the phase-dependent density of
states induced by the proximity effect. A numerical solution of the full nonlinear Usadel equations
that describe the dynamics of the junction is presented. The obtained results for the admittance
and the Josephson current-phase relation apply to two-dimensional planar junctions with Rashba
spin-orbit coupling and an in-plane Zeeman field, as well as to Josephson junctions formed with
topological insulator surface states as the normal layer. The frequency dependence of the admittance
captures the crossover between the hydrodynamic and collisionless regimes, distinguished by the
relation between the drive frequency and the inelastic relaxation rate in the normal region.

I. INTRODUCTION

Josephson junctions driven out of equilibrium by ex-
ternal voltages exhibit complex dynamical responses. In
the simplest case of a tunnel-type junction, such as a
superconductor-insulator-superconductor (SIS) junction,
the current response can be calculated for an arbitrarily
time-dependent applied voltage [1]. In the limiting case,
the governing equations for the superconducting phase
[2], when coupled to the dissipative electromagnetic envi-
ronment, can be reduced to a simple circuit description –
the resistively and capacitively shunted junction (RCSJ)
model, which is widely used in modeling superconducting
electronic devices [3].

When the insulating barrier of a junction is replaced
by a normal metal, forming a superconductor–normal
metal–superconductor (SNS) junction, the dynamical
properties of the device are governed by the interplay
between the proximity effect (PE) [4, 5] and multiple
Andreev reflections (MAR) [6–8]. The proximity effect
induces a spectral gap in the normal region. For a long
disordered normal layer, the size of this gap is of the
order of the Thouless energy [9], which is determined
by the dwell time required for electrons to diffuse across
the layer between the superconducting reservoirs and es-
tablish phase-coherent transport. On top of that, mul-
tiple Andreev reflections at the superconducting inter-
faces along with the inelastic processes generate a highly
nontrivial energy distribution of electrons in the normal
layer. As a result, calculating even a linear-response co-
efficient, such as the admittance of the junction, poses
major technical challenges due to the nonperturbative
nature of both PE and MAR.

The AC response of diffusive SNS junctions has been
investigated theoretically in numerous works [10–18] and
measured experimentally including devices where the
normal layer was a topological material [19–22]. In par-
ticular, the frequency-dependent admittance [23]

Υ(ω, ϕ0) =
J(ω, ϕ0)

U(ω)
, (1)

which characterizes the linear current response J of a
junction with phase bias ϕ0 to an applied voltage U , has
been calculated across a variety of temperature and fre-
quency regimes. Crucially, the superconducting proxim-
ity effect causes Υ to deviate from the admittance of a
normal metallic bridge (wire) even in the DC limit at fi-
nite temperature owing to the energy dependence of the
diffusivity of quasiparticles [24–26].
For a long junction, ET ≪ ∆(T ), where ∆(T ) is the

superconducting energy gap at temperature T , and ET =
D/L2 is the Thouless energy of a disordered junction
of length L and diffusion constant D, the admittance
was first described theoretically by Lempitskii [10], who
derived the following analytical expression:

Υ(ω, ϕ0) = ΥN

(
ET

T

)(
τinET

1− iωτin

)
Q(ϕ0). (2)

In this formula, τin denotes the inelastic scattering time
of electrons in the normal layer, ΥN is the normal-state
admittance of the junction, and Q(ϕ0) is a dimension-
less function that can be expressed in terms of Green’s
functions of a disordered superconductor. The applica-
bility of Eq. (2) requires the adiabatic regime, ω < ET ;
nevertheless, it captures the system’s response across the
crossover from the hydrodynamic limit, ωτin ≪ 1, to the
collisionless limit, ωτin ≫ 1. Originally, Eq. (2) was
derived under the additional assumption of high tem-
perature, T > ET . However, improved computations
(see, e.g., Refs. [16, 18]) have relaxed this restriction.
It should also be noted that MAR processes are not es-
sential in the regime of small applied voltages, which is
another limiting assumption underlying Eq. (2).
At higher frequencies, ω > ET , the admittance of the

junction reduces to that of two SN junctions connected
in series. In this incoherent limit, Υ becomes indepen-
dent of ϕ0. By contrast, in the adiabatic limit the ad-
mittance exhibits a strong ϕ0 dependence, which persists
even at high temperatures, T > ET , where phase coher-
ence would normally be expected to weaken. The crucial
point and the practical value of Eq. (2) and its gener-
alizations is that they provide a useful tool for inferring
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the dynamical properties of Andreev levels in the junc-
tion through their impact on the conductive properties
of the proximity-modified normal region.

Motivated by the recent interest in nonreciprocal
Josephson junctions and superconducting diode effects
[27–30], we extend Lempitskii’s result to the case of non-
centrosymmetric SNS junctions and investigate their dy-
namical AC response. In contrast to earlier approaches
based on Green’s function techniques, we describe the
low-frequency dynamics of the junction in terms of the
quasiparticle distribution function n(ϵ, t), subject to the
adiabatic motion of instantaneous energy levels induced
by the phase dynamics. Using the framework developed
in Refs. [31, 32], which captures the dynamics of SNS
junctions in the low-frequency regime, we derive a general
expression for Υ(ω, ϕ0) in terms of the phase-dependent
density of states in the junction. Finally, we apply these
results to a diffusive planar SNS junction with spin-orbit
coupling and an in-plane Zeeman field, and describe the
phase dependence of the admittance for different param-
eters of the model. Our results are also applicable to
superconductor-topological insulator-superconductor (S-
TI-S) junctions in the diffusive limit. In parallel, we in-
vestigate the anomalous Josephson current–phase rela-
tion in these devices as part of our broader analysis.

II. KINETIC DESCRIPTION OF ADIABATIC
DYNAMICS IN SNS JUNCTIONS

Consider an SNS junction subjected to an external
voltage, U(t) =

∫
dωU(ω)eiωt. The phase difference ϕ(t)

across the junction then evolves in time according to the
Josephson relation

ϕ̇ ≡ dϕ

dt
= 2eU(t). (3)

In the presence of an AC voltage, the phase difference
oscillates around a DC phase bias ϕ0. Because the An-
dreev bound states in the junction are sensitive to ϕ(t),
the phase dynamics induced by the external drive influ-
ence the quasiparticle kinetics and complicate the current
response.

Due to Andreev reflection at the normal metal-
superconductor interfaces, sub-gap quasiparticles with
energies ϵ < ∆ are confined within the normal region
of the junction, and their spectrum depends sensitively
on the superconducting phase difference ϕ. When an
external voltage is applied, in accordance with Eq. (3)
the resulting phase dynamics drive temporal variations
of these energy levels, inducing a spectral flow. In the
limit of small voltages, the quasiparticles occupying these
levels follow the levels adiabatically, leading to the for-
mation of a nonequilibrium quasiparticle distribution.

The kinetic equation for the distribution n(ϵ, t) can be
phenomenologically derived by considering two continu-
ity equations. The first equation describes the conserva-

tion of the number of energy levels,

∂tν(ϵ, ϕ(t)) + ∂ϵ [vνν (ϵ, ϕ(t))] = 0. (4)

Here ν (ϵ, ϕ(t)) is the phase dependent density of states
in the junction and vν (ϵ, ϕ(t)) is a phenomenologically
introduced parameter representing the “velocity” of the
levels in energy space. The second equation represents
the conservation of quasiparticles,

∂t [n(ϵ, t)ν(ϵ, ϕ(t))] + ∂ϵ [n(ϵ, t)vν (ϵ, ϕ(t)) ν (ϵ, ϕ(t))]

= I [n(ϵ, t)] .
(5)

Here I [n(ϵ, t)] is the collision integral. Although its ex-
act form is generally complex and depends on the mi-
croscopic scattering mechanisms (e.g., electron-phonon
interactions), for simplicity we treat it within the
relaxation-time approximation,

I [n(ϵ, t)] = −δn(ϵ, t)

τin
, (6)

where δn(ϵ, t) = n(ϵ, t) − nF (ϵ) is the deviation of the
quasiparticle distribution n(ϵ, t) from the equilibrium
Fermi function nF (ϵ) that relaxes over the typical time
τin [33]. By substituting Eq. (4) in (5) and using the
Josephson relation, we get the kinetic equation for n(ϵ, t),

∂tn(ϵ, t) + 2eU(t)Vν (ϵ, ϕ(t)) ∂ϵn(ϵ, t) = −δn(ϵ, t)

τin
. (7)

Here we have defined

Vν

(
ϵ, ϕ
)
≡ − 1

ν(ϵ, ϕ)

∫ ϵ

0

dε
∂ν(ε, ϕ)

∂ϕ
, (8)

which can be interpreted as the sensitivity of the energy
levels to a change in the phase difference. The second
term on the left-hand-side of Eq. (7) is a source term,
which describes the influence of the spectral flow of en-
ergy levels on the distribution function.
In addition to the kinetic equation, we will also need

an expression for the current. In the adiabatic regime,
contributions to the current associated with transitions
between energy levels can be neglected and the current
across the junction can be expressed as follows

J(t) = −2e

∫ ∞

0

dϵν
(
ϵ, ϕ(t)

)
Vν

(
ϵ, ϕ(t)

)
δn(ϵ, t)+Js

(
ϕ(t)

)
.

(9)
Here ν(ϵ, ϕ) is the total density of states and Js(ϕ) is
the equilibrium supercurrent. The supercurrent contains
contributions from both the ground state and the equi-
librium quasiparticle excitations. It can be written as

Js(ϕ) = −2e

∫ ∞

0

dϵ tanh
( ϵ

2T

)
ν(ϵ, ϕ)Vν(ϵ, ϕ), (10)

Although Eqs. (7)–(9) can be derived rigorously using a
method involving Green’s functions, we will not discuss
the details of this derivation in this article (see e.g. Refs.
[32, 34] for further technical details).
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III. GENERAL FORMULA FOR THE
ADMITTANCE OF DIFFUSIVE SNS JUNCTIONS

As is evident from the kinetic theory formulated in the
previous section, the total current in a junction [Eq. (9)],
including both dissipative and superflow contributions, is
highly nonlinear in the applied time-dependent voltage,
even within the simplified adiabatic approximation. Con-
sequently, obtaining the full current-voltage characteris-
tic analytically remains a challenging task. We therefore
focus on the linear-response regime, where a closed-form
analytical expression for the admittance can be derived.
The exact functional dependence of the admittance on
the phase bias and other control parameters of the model
must be evaluated numerically. We demonstrate this by
solving the Usadel equation without assuming a weak
proximity effect in the following section. In particular,
we account for all nonperturbative features, such as the
minigap. The reduction of the problem to a spectral cal-
culation makes our approach more controlled than a fully
numerical solution of the time-dependent Usadel equa-
tion.

When a junction with phase bias ϕ0 applied across su-
perconducting reservoirs is subject to an AC voltage, the
phase dynamics are given by the solution of the Joseph-
son equation (3) in the form

ϕ(t) = ϕ0 +

∫
dω

(
2eU(ω)

iω

)
eiωt. (11)

Substituting this into Eq. (7) and linearizing the resulting
kinetic equation with respect to U(ω), which amounts to
replacing ϕ(t) → ϕ0 in all the functions describing the
spectral flow, we obtain(

∂t +
1

τin

)
δn(ϵ, t) = −2eU(t)Vν(ϵ, ϕ0) ∂ϵnF (ϵ). (12)

Solving this equation by the Fourier transform we have

δn(ϵ, t) = −
∫

dω

(
2eU(ω)τin
1 + iωτin

)
∂ϵnF (ϵ)Vν(ϵ, ϕ0)e

iωt.

(13)

Next, substituting the result into the expression for the
current Eq. (9), we get

J(t) = Js(ϕ0) +

∫
dω∂ϕJs(ϕ0)

(
2eU

iω

)
eiωt

+

∫
dω

(
4e2U(ω)τin
1 + iωτin

)
eiωt

×
∫ ∞

0

dϵν(ϵ, ϕ0)V
2
ν (ϵ, ϕ0)∂ϵnF (ϵ). (14)

The first two terms describe the variation of the equilib-
rium supercurrent as ϕ oscillates, and they do not con-
tribute to the dissipation in the junction. The real part

of the admittance is then given by the following formula,

ReΥ(ω, ϕ0) = ΥN

(
ET

T

)(
τinET

1 + (ωτin)
2

)
Q(ϕ0, T ).

(15)

Here ΥN = e2νNET is the admittance of the normal
metal region, and we have defined the dimensionless func-
tion

Q(ϕ0, T ) =

∫ ∞

0

ν(qET , ϕ0)dq

νN cosh2 qET

2T

(
Vν(qET , ϕ0)

ET

)2

. (16)

For the case of long diffusive junctions, it can be shown
that Q(ϕ0) reduces to the known result and thus Eq. (15)
is consistent with the Lempitskii formula (2). The main
difference between this result and the Lempitskii formula
is that the dimensionless function Q(ϕ0) is expressed in
terms of the phase dependent density of states ν(ϵ, ϕ0)
rather than superconducting Green’s functions.
Another contribution to the admittance arises from the

AC supercurrent. Indeed, it follows from Eq. (14) that
the corresponding part takes the form

Υs(ω, ϕ0) =
2e

iω
∂ϕJs(ϕ0). (17)

From Eq. (10) we can obtain the Josephson current-phase
relation (CPR). In the scattering theory of mesoscopic
systems, CPR is usually expressed in terms of separate
contributions of sub-gap Andreev bound states and the
continuum above the gap [35]. In contrast, Eq. (10) gives
an alternative representation. Using Eq. (8) we express
CPR in terms of the density of states

Js(ϕ0) =
2ΥNET

e
K(ϕ0),

K(ϕ0) =

∞∫
0

dq

q∫
0

dq′ tanh

(
qET

2T

)
∂ν(q′ET , ϕ0)

νN∂ϕ0
. (18)

Since we have not assumed any specific form of the
density of states, Eqs. (15)–(18) remain fully general, in
direct analogy to the corresponding formula for the lin-
ear conductivity [32]. As long as the applied voltage and
frequency are sufficiently small, this expression for the
admittance holds irrespective of the details of the nor-
mal region, including the strength of disorder, the form of
spin–orbit coupling, or the presence of an external mag-
netic field. Consequently, the problem of determining the
linear admittance in nonreciprocal junctions reduces to
calculating the density of states. This conclusion repre-
sents a key result of this work.
In noncentrosymmetric junctions, we introduce a pa-

rameter Ξ(ϕ0) that quantifies the degree of asymmetry in
the dissipative response with respect to the phase bias,

Ξ(ϕ0) = Re

(
Υ(ω, ϕ0)−Υ(ω,−ϕ0)

Υ(ω, ϕ0) + Υ(ω,−ϕ0)

)
=

Q(ϕ0)−Q(−ϕ0)

Q(ϕ0) +Q(−ϕ0)
. (19)
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FIG. 1. Top down view of a planar SNS junction. The junc-
tion is aligned along the x̂ direction, there is a parallel mag-
netic field H directed in the ŷ direction, and there is an out of
plane vector n̂ pointing in the ẑ direction from the spin-orbit
effect that breaks inversion symmetry.

This definition closely parallels that of the diode effi-
ciency recently introduced in the context of the supercon-
ducting diode effect. Whereas diode efficiency measures
the asymmetry of the critical supercurrent Js, the pa-
rameter Ξ captures the asymmetry of the dissipative cur-
rent in the junction. Importantly, in junctions possessing
either time-reversal or inversion symmetry, the density
of states satisfies ν(ϵ, ϕ) = ν(ϵ,−ϕ), consequently, the
asymmetry parameter vanishes, Ξ = 0.

IV. APPLICATION TO A JUNCTION WITH
SPIN-ORBIT COUPLING IN MAGNETIC FIELD

As an illustrative example of a junction that breaks
the necessary symmetries to allow for a nonreciprocal re-
sponse, we consider a diffusive planar SNS junction with
an in-plane magnetic field H and Rashba spin-orbit cou-
pling (SOC) in the normal region. The normal region is
described by the Hamiltonian

H = p2/2m− EF + βαipiσα + Vimp(r) + gµBH · σ.
(20)

Here EF is the Fermi energy, m is the electron effective
mass, σi are the Pauli matrices in spin space, g is the gy-
romagnetic factor, µB is the Bohr magneton, and Vimp(r)
is the random impurity potential. For Rashba spin-orbit
coupling βαi = αRϵ

αij n̂j , where n̂ is a unit polar vector
and parameter αR has units of velocity. Since the mag-
netic field is chosen to be parallel to the plane, see Fig.
1, it enters the Hamiltonian, Eq. (20), only via the Zee-
man term. For simplicity, we consider junctions whose
length greatly exceeds their width, L ≫ W , allowing us
to treat them in the quasi-one-dimensional limit. In addi-
tion, we assume that the junction size is much larger than
both the mean free path and the spin-relaxation length,
L ≫ {l, lso}, ensuring that transport is fully diffusive.

A. Usadel equations

In general, the average density of states ν(ϵ, ϕ) of disor-
dered superconducting systems can be obtained by solv-

ing Usadel equations [36], which in the presence of lin-
ear spin-orbit and a Zeeman fields corresponding to the
Hamiltonian Eq. (20) are given by [37]

[ϵτ̂3 −∆(r)τ̂1 +A0τ̂3, ǧ]− i∂k
r

(
Dǧ∂k

r ǧ
)

− i

2m

{
Ak(r),∇k

r ǧ
}
= 0. (21)

Here ǧ(ϵ, r, ϕ) is the isotropic part of the quasi-classical
Green’s function, D = τell/2 is the diffusion coefficient
for elastic scattering on impurity potential Vimp(r). The
notations [·, ·] and {·, ·} are used to denote the commuta-
tor and anti-commutator operator respectively. ∆(r) is
the superconducting order parameter given by

∆(r) =


∆e−iϕ/2, x < −L

2 ,

0, −L
2 < x < L

2 ,

∆eiϕ/2, x > L
2 .

(22)

The effect of the spin-orbit and Zeeman fields are cap-
tured by the fictitious SU(2) gauge fields, which are de-
fined as

A0 = − gµBH
iσi, Ak = −mβikσi. (23)

Finally, we have introduced the gauge covariant deriva-
tive ∂k

r = ∇k
r − i[Ak, ·].

The Green’s function ǧ is a 4×4 matrix in Nambu-spin
space subject to the normalization condition ǧ2 = 1. The
density of states can then be obtained from the Green’s
functions using the identity,

ν(ϵ, ϕ) =
νN
2L

∫ L/2

−L/2

dxRe
[
Tr
(
τ̌3ǧ(ϵ, x, ϕ)

)]
, (24)

where and Tr is the trace over Nambu-τ and spin-σ Pauli
matrices respectively.
The boundary equation for Eq. (21) depends on the

transparency of the NS interfaces. For simplicity, we will
consider the case where the NS interfaces are fully trans-
parent, such that the ǧ evaluated at the boundaries is
equal to Green’s function in the bulk of the superconduct-
ing electrodes. For energies which are small compared to
the bulk gap, {T,ET } ≪ ∆, the effective boundary con-
dition is given by

ǧ

(
±L

2

)
=

(
0 e±

iϕ
2

e∓
iϕ
2 0

)
σ0. (25)

In this approximation, we assume that the superconduct-
ing gap drops abruptly to zero at the NS interfaces, ne-
glecting small corrections that would arise from enforcing
self-consistency.

B. Perturbative solution in magnetic field

The Usadel equations (21) can be greatly simplified
in the case of weak spin-orbit coupling, αRpF ≪ τ−1

el ,
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FIG. 2. Numerically calculated density of states in a diffusive
SNS junction from the solution of Usadel equations (30) plot-
ted for various phase differences ϕ0. The energy is normalized
by the Thouless energy ET .

and relatively weak magnetic field, h < τ−1
so , where h =

gµBH is the Zeeman energy and τso = (p2Fα
2
Rτel)

−1 is the
Dyakonov-Perel spin relaxation time [38]. The details
of this procedure are given in Ref. [32] and we briefly
summarize the main steps required for our analysis of
the admittance calculation.

In this approach, the Green’s function ǧ is decomposed
into spin-singlet and spin-triplet components,

ǧ = ĝs + ĝkt σ̌
k, (26)

with the implicit assumption that ĝs ≫ ĝt. In this ap-
proximation the normalization conditions becomes ĝ2s =
1 and {ĝs, ĝαt } = 0. Inserting Eq. (26) into Eq. (21) one
finds two coupled equations for ĝs and ĝt. The equation
for the triplet component can be solved in the form

ĝt = −iτso
(
ĝs[h

ατ̂3, ĝs]− iβαkĝs∇k
r ĝs
)
, (27)

which is valid provided an additional assumption ET ≪
τ−1
so is satisfied. This, in turn, leads to a closed equation
for the singlet component of the form

D∇k
r (ĝs∇k

r ĝs) + i[ϵτ̂3, ĝs]− τsoh
2[τ̂3, ĝs[τ̂3, ĝs]]

+ iτsoβ
αkhα([τ̂3, ĝs∇k

r ĝs] +∇k
r (ĝs[τ̂3, ĝs])) = 0. (28)

In the following, we choose a conventional parameter-
ization for gs in terms of two complex variables (θ, φ),

ĝs(ϵ, x) =

(
cos θ(ϵ, x) sin θ(ϵ, x)eiφ(ϵ,x)

sin θ(ϵ, x)e−iφ(ϵ,x) − cos θ(ϵ, x)

)
,

(29)

which explicitly resolves the nonlinear constraint im-
posed on the Green’s function by its normalization con-
dition. Unpacking then the Nambu components of Eq.

(28) for the quasi-1D geometry and field configuration
specific to Fig. 1 one arrives at two coupled nonlinear
equations that completely define the singlet component
of the Green’s function

∂x
[(
D∂xφ+ 2τsoαRh

)
sin2 θ

]
= 0, (30a)

D∂2
xθ + 2iϵ sin θ − 2τsoh

2 sin 2θ

−D

2
sin 2θ

(
∂xφ+

2τsoαRh

D

)2

= 0. (30b)

In these variables, the boundary condition Eq. (25) is
given by

θ(ϵ, ϕ,±L/2) =
π

2
, φ(ϵ, ϕ,±L/2) = ±ϕ0

2
. (31)

The expression for the density of states Eq. (24) is equiv-
alently given by

ν(ϵ, ϕ) =
νN
L

∫ L/2

−L/2

dxRe [cos θ(ϵ, ϕ0, x)] . (32)

C. Linear order estimates

We make an observation that the terms in Eqs. (30a)-
(30b) which are linearly proportional to h can be ab-
sorbed into a shift in the local phase φ(ϵ, x). Indeed, this
is achieved by introducing a gauge transformation with
a change of variables (θ, φ) → (θ, χ), where

χ(ϵ, ϕ, x) = φ(ϵ, ϕ, x) +

(
2τsoαRh

D

)
(x+ L/2), (33)

As a result, with the accuracy up to linear in hτso < 1
order, the Usadel equations (30) written in terms of χ
are equivalent to Usadel’s equations for a junction with
h = 0 and αR = 0, biased at phase difference of ϕ0 + δϕ,
where the additional phase shift is given by

δϕ =
2τsoαRhL

D
. (34)

This means that the solution for θ is equal to the zero
field solution with a phase shift of δϕ. Thus, the density
of states, which depends only on θ(ϵ, ϕ), can be expressed
in terms of the zero field density of states ν0(ϵ, ϕ),

ν(ϵ, ϕ,H) = ν0(ϵ, ϕ+ δϕ). (35)

Since Q(ϕ0,H) is defined as a functional of ν(ϵ, ϕ0,H),
it is shifted by the same phase,

Q(ϕ0,H) = Q(ϕ0 + δϕ, 0). (36)

This conclusion is reminiscent of that concerning the
anomalous Josephson effect in SNS junctions, where the
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FIG. 3. The top panel shows numerically calculated density
of states in a diffusive SNS junction plotted for a sufficiently
high magnetic field h = 5ET at two representative values of
the phase ϕ0 across the junction. The values of other control
parameters related to the strength of spin-orbit are listed on
the plot. The bottom panel shows sensitivity of the energy
levels Vν(ϵ, ϕ0) to a change in the phase difference plotted for
the same set of parameters.

current-phase relation preserves its functional form but
acquires a phase shift induced by spin–orbit coupling and
the applied field [39–41].

Since the Usadel equation remains nonlinear even at
H = 0, it is not possible to obtain a fully closed ana-
lytic expression for Q(ϕ0, 0). Nevertheless, because zero-
field solutions of the Usadel equation in diffusive SNS
junctions have been extensively studied (see, e.g., Refs.
[9, 42–44]) and the main qualitative features of ν0(ϵ, ϕ)
are well established, we can estimate the magnitude of
both Q(ϕ0, 0) and Ξ(ϕ0,H) without fully resorting to nu-
merics.

The main feature of ν0(ϵ, ϕ) is the presence of a phase-
dependent minigap Eg(ϕ), which has a size of the order

of the Thouless energy ET and closes at ϕ = π, see Fig. 2.
At energies above the minigap, ϵ ≫ ET , the density of
states asymptotically approaches νN and becomes weakly
sensitive to the phase difference ϕ. If the temperature is
above the gap ET ≲ T , the dominant contribution to
Q(ϕ, 0) comes from the energy interval ϵ ≲ ET , where
the level sensitivity has a characteristic size Vν ∼ ET and
ν0 ∼ νN . Substituting these crude estimates in Eq. (16),
we get

Ξ(ϕ0) ≈
∂ϕQ(ϕ0, 0)

Q(ϕ0, 0)
δϕ ∼ αRτso

L

gµBH

ET
f(ϕ0) (37)

where f(ϕ0) ∼ 1 is the dimensional function.

D. Numerical results

Outside the regime of the linear in magnetic fields
limit, the Usadel equations must be solved numeri-
cally. For this purpose we use the methods described
in Ref. [45]. The implementation, available in Ref. [46],
requires discretization of the continuum action, whose
saddle point is precisely the Usadel equation in the dif-
fusive limit.
For comparison to the zero-field results, we plot in

Fig. 3 density of states computed at a relatively high
fields in the units of Thouless energy h = 5ET . To
stay within the applicability domain of diffusive limit
other parameters involving spin-orbit coupling and spin-
relaxation were chosen accordingly as indicated on the
plot. We observe closing of the gap in this limit. The
main feature in the density of states is the presence of
a “well” with a width that is sensitive to ϕ0. We ob-
serve weak nonreciprocity, which is displayed for two rep-
resentative values of the phase ϕ0. On Fig. 3 we also
show the sensitivity of the energy levels computed from
Eq. (8) for the same choice of parameters in the den-
sity of states. Similar to the zero-field case where the
level sensitivity is peaked near the gap edge, the sensi-
tivity in this limit is peaked near the edges of the well.
It should be noted that in nonmagnetic systems the den-
sity of states is invariant under the change of sign of
both the superconducting phase ϕ0 and magnetic field
H, namely ν(ϵ, ϕ0,H) = ν(ϵ,−ϕ0,−H), which implies
Vν(ϵ, ϕ0,H) = −Vν(ϵ,−ϕ0,−H). However, changing the
sign of either while keeping the other fixed does not in
general imply a symmetric function. In our numerical
computation we kept the direction of magnetic field fixed.
For the generated set of density of states we also nu-

merically computed admittance function Q(ϕ0) for dif-
ferent temperatures and fields. The results are shown
in Fig. 4. At very low temperatures, the dissipation
ReΥ(ω, ϕ0) ∝ Q is noticeable only in the vicinity of
the minigap closing corresponding to phases ϕ0 ∼ ±π.
This result is indeed expected. In the adiabatic regime,
ωτin ≪ 1, and at with an increasing temperature the
region of values of ϕ0 where Q is finite broadens signif-
icantly. The frequency dependence is governed by the
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FIG. 4. Variation of the dimensionless admittance function of a long SNS junction as a function of temperature and magnetic
field. Parameters of the plot are shown for each line.

FIG. 5. Josephson current-phase relation of a long SNS junction computed as a function of temperature and in-plane magnetic
field for the Rashba-Zeeman model.

Lorentizan factor in Eq. (15). At finite field we observed
the appearance of the additional structure, a shoulder-
like feature, which is correlated with the depletion of the
density of states at intermediate energies visible at the
Fig. 3 in the range of energies where ϵ ∼ h ∼ ET .

From Eq. (18) we have also calculated the Josephson
current-phase relationship. The results of this computa-
tion are displayed on Fig. 5. It is worthwhile to recall
that at T → 0 the critical current of a long diffusive
SNS junction scales with the Thouless energy and ex-
hibits an algebraic, rather than exponential, decay with
junction length, eIcRN ≈ 10ET [47, 48], where Ic is the
critical current amplitude and RN is the normal state
resistance of a junction. However, at any finite temper-
ature it decays exponentially, ∝ exp(−L/LT ), provided
that the junction length exceeds the diffusive thermal
length LT =

√
D/T . For this reason, the contribution

to the admittance governed by Js in Eq. (17) is strongly
suppressed in this limit.

At the finite in-plane field applied to the junction the
critical current is suppressed. Increasing temperature
also leads to a diminishing critical current amplitude.
Both of these expected features are reflected in the plots
of Fig. (5). Even though we expect to have the anoma-
lous phase shift in the CPR and overall nonreciprocity
of the Josephson current amplitude in reverse directions,
these features do not clearly appear in the plot. This
has to do with the magnitude of these effects in disor-

dered systems. Applicability of the diffusive approxi-
mation of Usadel equations, {h,ET } ≪ τ−1

so , limits us
in the allowed choice of numerical parameters. For in-
stance, for the anomalous phase shift we can estimate
δϕ ∼ (αR/LET )(τsoET )(h/ET ) ≲ 5 × 10−2, which is
practically invisible on the plots even for the largest rea-
sonable values of parameters in the model. To corrobo-
rate this point, we performed a more detailed numerical
analysis of the anomalous phase shift. The results are dis-
played in Fig. 6, which shows a linear scaling of ϕ0 with
the magnetic field, with a magnitude consistent with the
above estimate.

These conclusions are qualitatively consistent with the
earlier similar results on the superconducting diode ef-
fect in nonreciprocal disordered systems [40, 49–52]. We
can also estimate that the nonreciprocity of the critical
current amplitude is even further suppressed by an ad-
ditional parameter (∆τel)

3/2 ≪ 1. It should be noted
though that the conclusion, that the terms linear in the
field can be gauged away, thus leading to a reciprocal
response, arises from the one-dimensional character of
the idealized model of the SNS junction. A more gen-
eral situation can be envisioned, where model parame-
ters such as the diffusion coefficients and spin-orbit cou-
pling strengths depend on the coordinate r = (x, y) in
the plane of the junction. Moreover, the junction itself
may possess additional inhomogeneities. In these cases,
the density of states cannot be expressed in the form of
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FIG. 6. Anomalous phase shift in the Josephson current-
phase relation of a diffusive SNS junction plotted as a function
of the in-plane field.

Eq. (35), which results in nonreciprocity of the response
functions including the critical current.

V. SUMMARY

Using a kinetic description based on the adiabatic mo-
tion of Andreev bound-state energies, we derived a gen-
eral formula for the low-frequency admittance of SNS
junctions [Eq. (15)], expressed entirely in terms of the
phase-dependent density of states ν(ϵ, ϕ). This formula
reproduces known results for long diffusive junctions and
remains valid for any type of SNS junction, including
nonreciprocal ones, provided the frequency is sufficiently
low. In nonreciprocal junctions, where both time-reversal
and inversion symmetries are broken, the density of states
can acquire a component that is odd in the phase differ-
ence, ν(ϵ, ϕ) ̸= ν(ϵ,−ϕ), leading to an admittance that is
asymmetric with respect to the DC phase bias.

To illustrate this effect, we analyzed a diffusive pla-
nar SNS junction with an in-plane magnetic field and
Rashba spin–orbit coupling in the normal region. By
solving the Usadel equations, both perturbatively and
through exact numerical integration, we obtained the
phase-dependent density of states and the corresponding
admittance. Although the frequency dependence of the
admittance is restricted to the regime below the Thouless
energy, the characteristic scale of the proximity-induced

gap in the normal layer, it nevertheless exhibits a nontriv-
ial Lorentzian profile with a width set by the quasiparti-
cle inelastic relaxation rate. We find from the numerical
analysis that both the admittance asymmetry and the
nonreciprocity of the critical current are strongly sup-
pressed in the diffusive limit.
The applicability of our results is not limited to SNS

junctions with disordered Rashba metals. For example,
diffusive junctions where the normal region is formed by
the surface of a topological insulator can also be analyzed
using the Usadel equation as shown in detail e.g. Ref [32].
Interestingly, these equations are structurally identical to
Eq. (28) used in our analysis. The only modification
required is to replace the spin-relaxation time with the
elastic scattering time, τso → τel, and the Rashba ve-
locity with the linear dispersion velocity of the surface
states, αR → v. Technically, these changes arise from
the physics of strong spin-momentum locking of surface-
state electron transport, which restricts spin relaxation
to the rate of elastic scattering. Consequently, we expect
that the S-TI-S junctions exhibit the same nonrecipro-
cal features in their frequency-dependent admittance as
the SNS junctions with Rashba spin–orbit coupling and
a Zeeman field. A promising direction for further explo-
ration is the extension to multiterminal Josephson junc-
tions. These systems provide an additional ingredient –
the synthetic topologies of Andreev bound states (see,
e.g., Refs. [53–56]) – which can manifest in the AC re-
sponse [57–59].

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank Anton Andreev, Maxim Dzero, Daniel Shaf-
fer, and Boris Spivak for useful discussions. This work
was financially supported by the National Science Foun-
dation (NSF), Quantum Leap Challenge Institute for Hy-
brid Quantum Architectures and Networks Grant No.
OMA-2016136 (T. L.), NSF Grant No. DMR-2452658
(A. L.) and the H. I. Romnes Faculty Fellowship pro-
vided by the University of Wisconsin-Madison Office of
the Vice Chancellor for Research and Graduate Educa-
tion with funding from the Wisconsin Alumni Research
Foundation.

DATA AVAILABILITY

All data presented in the figures were generated from
the publicly available package that can be downloaded
from [46].

[1] A. I. Larkin and Yu. N. Ovchinnikov, “Tunnel effect
between superconductors in an alternating field,” Sov.
Phys. JETP 24, 1035 (1967).

[2] Ulrich Eckern, Gerd Schön, and Vinay Ambegaokar,
“Quantum dynamics of a superconducting tunnel junc-
tion,” Phys. Rev. B 30, 6419–6431 (1984).

http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.30.6419


9

[3] K. Likharev, Dynamics of Josephson Junctiond and Cir-
cuits (Gordon and Breach Science Publishers, Tokyo,
Japan, 1991).

[4] K. K. Likharev, “Superconducting weak links,” Rev.
Mod. Phys. 51, 101–159 (1979).

[5] A. A. Golubov, M. Yu. Kupriyanov, and E. Il’ichev,
“The current-phase relation in Josephson junctions,”
Rev. Mod. Phys. 76, 411–469 (2004).

[6] A. V. Zaitsev and D. V. Averin, “Theory of ac Joseph-
son Effect in Superconducting Constrictions,” Phys. Rev.
Lett. 80, 3602–3605 (1998).

[7] E. V. Bezuglyi, E. N. Bratus’, V. S. Shumeiko,
G. Wendin, and H. Takayanagi, “Circuit theory of mul-
tiple Andreev reflections in diffusive SNS junctions: The
incoherent case,” Phys. Rev. B 62, 14439–14451 (2000).

[8] J. C. Cuevas, J. Hammer, J. Kopu, J. K. Viljas, and
M. Eschrig, “Proximity effect and multiple Andreev
reflections in diffusive superconductor–normal-metal–
superconductor junctions,” Phys. Rev. B 73, 184505
(2006).

[9] W. Belzig, C. Bruder, and Gerd Schön, “Local density
of states in a dirty normal metal connected to a super-
conductor,” Phys. Rev. B 54, 9443–9448 (1996).

[10] S. V. Lempitskii, “Stimulation of superconductivity by
a direct current in a superconductor-normal metal-
superconductor junction,” Sov. Phys. JETP 58 (1983).

[11] Anatoly F. Volkov and Hideaki Takayanagi, “ac
Long-Range Phase-Coherent Effects in Mesoscopic
Superconductor–Normal Metal Structures,” Phys. Rev.
Lett. 76, 4026–4029 (1996).

[12] B. Spivak and F Zhou, “Resistance of superconductor-
normal-metal-superconductor (SNS) junctions,” Jetp
Lett. 65, 369–374 (1997).

[13] Nathan Argaman, “Nonequilibrium Josephson-like ef-
fects in wide mesoscopic SNS junctions,” Superlattices
and Microstructures 25, 861–875 (1999).

[14] A. Brinkman, A. A. Golubov, H. Rogalla, F. K. Wil-
helm, and M. Yu. Kupriyanov, “Microscopic nonequi-
librium theory of double-barrier Josephson junctions,”
Phys. Rev. B 68, 224513 (2003).

[15] Pauli Virtanen, Tero T. Heikkilä, F. Sebastián Bergeret,
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