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We propose a universal mechanism for the Josephson diode effect in short Josephson junctions.
The proposed mechanism is due to finite Cooper pair momentum and is a manifestation of simulta-
neous breaking of inversion and time-reversal symmetries. The diode efficiency is up to 40 %, which
corresponds to an asymmetry between the critical currents in opposite directions Ic+/Ic− ≈ 230 %.
We show that this arises from both the Doppler shift of the Andreev bound state energies and the
phase-independent asymmetric current from the continuum. Finally, we propose a simple scheme
for achieving finite-momentum pairing, which does not rely on spin-orbit coupling and thus greatly
expands existing platforms for the observation of supercurrent diode effects.

Introduction. — Recently, there has been a surge
of interest in nonreciprocal phenomena in superconduc-
tors. In particular, recent experiments have observed an
asymmetry between forward and reverse critical currents
Ic+ ̸= Ic− in superconducting films [1–3] and Josephson
junctions [4–8]. In the presence of such a nonreciproc-
ity, currents of magnitudes in the range between Ic+ and
Ic− can flow without resistance in only one direction,
resulting in supercurrent diode effect. The dissipation-
less superconducting diodes should be contrasted with
the asymmetric current-voltage characteristics of conven-
tional semiconductor diodes, which are based on resistive
and dissipative transport.

The supercurrent diode effect can occur when the free
energy is asymmetric under the sign change of the super-
current. This requires time-reversal symmetry breaking,
which can be achieved by an external magnetic field or
an exchange field from magnetic proximity effect. As
an example, in the presence of Zeeman field, a noncen-
trosymmetric superconductor with spin-orbit interaction
can acquire finite Cooper pair momentum, resulting in
the so-called helical superconducting state [9, 10]. Recent
theory predicts [11–15] that such systems possess super-
current diode effect, where the critical currents along and
against the direction of the Cooper pair momentum have
different magnitudes. Thus, the supercurrent diode effect
is a direct manifestation of unconventional superconduc-
tivity with broken time-reversal and inversion symme-
tries.

Supercurrent nonreciprocity has also been observed
in a number of experiments on Josephson junctions [4–
8, 16], often referred to as Josephson diode effect (JDE).
While several theoretical proposals based on various
physical mechanisms have been put forward [17–26],
a clear understanding of the microscopic origin of the
Josephson diode effect observed in experiments is still
lacking. Very recently, an experiment [7] showed simul-
taneous occurrence of the Josephson diode effect and fi-
nite Cooper pair momentum in a superconductor-normal-
superconductor junction where two niobium electrodes
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FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of a short junction formed
by placing a metallic nanowire bridge on top of two super-
conducting slabs. Due to an applied in-plane magnetic field
By < Bc1, screening currents js emerge in the superconduc-
tors leading to finite-momentum Cooper pairing and periodi-
cally modulated pairing potentials (∆1,2 ∼ e2iqx) at the sur-
face of the slabs S1 and S2. Consequently, the proximity-
induced pairing potential in the metallic nanowire acquires
the same spatial modulation.

were coupled by a thin flake of topological semimetal
NiTe2. Moreover, the observed features of the Joseph-
son diode effect, such as the temperature and the mag-
netic field dependence of ∆Ic ≡ Ic+ − Ic−, were ac-
counted for by a phenomenological model based on finite-
momentum Cooper pairing [7]. This suggests a previ-
ously unknown link between the Josephson diode effect
and finite-momentum Cooper pairing. However, a micro-
scopic theory relating these two phenomena is yet to be
developed.

In this work, we present a universal theory of Joseph-
son diode effect due to Cooper pair momentum in short
Josephson junctions. An analytical formula for the
Josephson current is obtained for a short junction be-
tween finite-momentum superconductors, which general-
izes the well-known result for zero-momentum supercon-
ductors. We find an asymmetry between the critical cur-
rents in opposite directions that is directly related to the
Cooper pair momentum. We propose a simple scheme
for achieving finite-momentum pairing and thus induc-
ing the JDE, which is based on the Meissner effect. This
scheme only involves a small magnetic field H < Hc1,
does not require spin-orbit coupling, and is applicable to
all superconductors. Thus, our work greatly expands the
material platform for observing the JDE.

Our mechanism of the Josephson diode effect has the
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following origin. The presence of finite Cooper pair mo-
mentum results in Doppler energy shift of quasiparticle
energies by ±qvF for left and right movers with mo-
mentum close to ±kF , respectively. Since left and right
movers carry currents in opposite directions, by break-
ing their degeneracy the Doppler shift causes the Joseph-
son current to be direction-dependent and thus gives rise
to the Josephson diode effect, as we show below. We
find that the contribution from the continuum of states
plays important role for determining the magnitude of
the asymmetry between the critical currents in opposite
directions.

Unlike previous proposals, the Josephson diode effect
we found in short junctions is universal: it is independent
of the junction parameters and occurs already in the bal-
listic limit. It arises from and provides a measure of the
Doppler shift of quasiparticle energy due to Cooper pair
momentum. The proposed mechanism does not rely on
scattering between multiple conduction channels [17–21],
layered magnetic structures [23], curved geometry of a
nanowire [24], or doped Mott insulator region at the in-
terface [25]. We find that the diode effect remains present
in the presence of disorder in the system and potential
barrier in the junction.

Finite-momentum pairing from the Meissner effect. —
We consider a short weak link between two superconduct-
ing regions as shown in Fig. 1, where both superconduc-
tors possess Cooper pair momentum q. Thus, the super-
conducting order parameter (pair potential) in regions 1
and 2 is

∆1(x) = ∆e2iqx, ∆2(x) = ∆eiφ+2iqx (1)

respectively, where φ is the overall phase difference be-
tween them. Note that q ̸= 0 breaks both inversion
and time-reversal symmetry, which is necessary for the
Josephson diode effect. Our goal is to calculate the
current-phase relation for this setup and demonstrate the
asymmetry between the critical currents in opposite di-
rections.

While finite-momentum superconductivity is thought
to be elusive, the finite-momentum Josephson junction
— the subject of our study — can be achieved by plac-
ing a normal metal bridge or semiconductor wire on top
of two conventional superconductors, as shown in Fig. 1.
Applying a small in-plane magnetic field By < Bc1 in the
direction perpendicular to the wire induces a screening
current on the surface of each superconductor. Corre-
spondingly, the superconducting order parameter on the
surface develops a spatially modulated phase θ(x) = qx,
where q is the Cooper pair momentum (assuming the
gauge A = 0 within the superconductor). For thick su-
perconducting slabs, q ≈ ByλL where λL is the London
penetration depth.

By means of superconducting proximity effect, the in-
duced pair potential in regions 1 and 2 of the normal
metal or semiconductor bridge (see Fig. 1) inherits the
spatially modulated phase θ(x) from the superconduct-

ing order parameters on the surface of the two supercon-
ductors. Our setup thus realizes the required condition
(1) for finite-momentum Josephson junction. Here, the
proximity-induced gap ∆ is generally smaller than the
gap of the parent superconductor. The Cooper pair mo-
mentum q is controlled by the external magnetic field.
Note that this scheme for creating finite momentum pair-
ing does not rely on spin-orbit coupling, but instead uti-
lizes surface screening current that is universally present
in the Meissner phase of all superconductors. Indeed, a
clear evidence of finite-momentum pairing has recently
been observed in thin Bi2Te3 layers proximitized by the
superconductor NbSe2 under a small magnetic field on
the order of 10 mT [27]. We also discuss alternative ways
to achieve finite Cooper pair momentum later.

The current-phase relation. — We find the current-
phase relation for a short junction with two supercon-
ducting regions at x < 0 and x > d, where the junction
length is much smaller than the induced coherence length
d ≪ ξind ∝ vF

∆ . The order parameters in the supercon-
ducting regions are given in eq. (1), and in the normal
region 0 < x < d we assume ∆(x) = 0. Without loss of
generality, we assume that ∆ > 0. In what follows, we
solve for N = 1 mode in the junction. It is straightfor-
ward to generalize this approach to the case of multiple
modes.

The BdG Hamiltonian in the superconducting regions
is

H =

∫
dx(ψ†

↑, ψ↓)

(
− ∂2

x

2m − µ ∆(x)

∆∗(x)
∂2
x

2m + µ

)(
ψ↑
ψ†
↓

)
(2)

where ∆(x) in left and right superconducting regions
are defined in Eq.(1). Assuming that the chemical po-
tential is large µ ≫ ∆, we linearize the kinetic energy
near momenta ±kF , which correspond to right and left
movers, respectively. We also rotate the wavefunctions
in the superconducting regions 1 and 2 according to
ei(qx+φ1,2/2)τz , where φ1 = 0, φ2 = φ, and τz is the
Pauli matrix in the Nambu basis. Thus we arrive at an
especially simple Hamiltonian:

H = 1
2

∫
dx

[
(c†+, c↓−)H+

(c↑+
c†↓−

)
+ (c†↑−, c↓+)H−

(c↑−
c†↓+

)]
H+ =

(
vF (−i∂x + q) ∆

∆ −vF (−i∂x − q)

)
, (3)

H− =

(
−vF (−i∂x + q) ∆

∆ vF (−i∂x − q)

)
,

where the notation ‘+/−’ pertains to the states with mo-
mentum near ±kF , respectively. Note that in an infi-
nite system described by this Hamiltonian, due to the
Doppler effect from Cooper pair momentum, ∆ ± qvF ,
the quasiparticle dispersion possesses two spectral gaps
for quasiparticles moving in the right and left directions,
correspondingly.

We use the scattering matrix formalism developed in
refs. [28, 29] in order to find the spectrum of the bound
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FIG. 2. Spectra of the bound states in the junction at (A)
zero and (B) nonzero values of Cooper pair momentum 2q in
perfectly transparent junction. The bound states originating
form left- and right-moving states are shown in blue and red,
respectively.

states. In the absence of normal reflection, it is given by
roots of the equation:(

(r+A)
2 − e2iqd+iφ

) (
(r−A)

2 − e−2iqd−iφ
)
= 0. (4)

The effect of the normal reflection is discussed later in
the text. Here, r±A are up to a phase proportional to the
Andreev reflection amplitudes at the interface for right-
and left-moving particles:

r±A =
E ∓ vF q

∆
− i

√
1−

(
E ∓ vF q

∆

)2

. (5)

The presence of two different coefficients r±A is a direct
consequence of the broken time-reversal and inversion
symmetries.

In the absence of any normal reflection, the right- and
left-moving states are decoupled and produce two sepa-
rate bound states:

E1 = −∆cos
φ̃

2
+ vF q, −∆+ qvF < E < ∆+ qvF

E2 = ∆cos
φ̃

2
− vF q, −∆− qvF < E < ∆− qvF (6)

where we introduced the notation φ̃ = φ + 2qd. The
constant phase 2qd is negligible in short junctions and is
not relevant to the discussion of the supercurrent nonre-
ciprocity.

The spectrum is shown in Fig. 2; for φ̃ near 0 and
2π the branches enter the continuum and the resulting
spectrum is 2π-periodic in φ̃. The bound state energies
generalize the known result for the short junctions at
q = 0 [28, 30]. In the presence of finite Cooper pair
momentum q ̸= 0, the key difference is that the branches
for right- and left-moving particles are shifted in energy
by ±qvF .

The Josephson current can be determined as I = 2e
ℏ

dF
dφ ,

where F is the free energy of the system [29]. At zero
temperature, the current is:

I = −2e

ℏ
∑
E>0

dE

dφ
− 2e

ℏ

∫ ∞

E ∈ cont.

dE E
dν(E)

dφ
. (7)

The first term is the contribution from the bound states
and the second term corresponds to the current from the
continuum of states; here, ν(E) is the density of states
in the continuum. Thus, we decompose the total current
as I = Ibound + Icont. The contribution from the bound
states equals

Ibound = −2e

ℏ
d|Ebound|

dφ
=
e∆

ℏ
sin

φ̃

2
sgn

(
∆cos

φ̃

2
− qvF

)
(8)

Unlike in conventional short Josephson junctions, the
branch change does not occur at π anymore but is deter-
mined by the zero of argument of sgn(..) function, namely
φ̃0 = 2arccos

(
qvF
∆

)
, which is shown in Fig. 2B. This is

the consequence of the shift of the two bound state ener-
gies seen Fig. 2B.

Let us now discuss the second contribution to the
Josephson current. When time-reversal symmetry is bro-
ken, the continuum of states is known to contribute to
the Josephson current (see refs. [24, 31] and the discus-
sion in the Supplementary). The density of states ν(E)
in the junction can be evaluated as [29],

ν(E) = − 1

π
Im

∂

∂E
ln det (1− sAsN ) + const. (9)

where sA and sN are the scattering matrices transforming
the wavefunctions due to Andreev reflection at the inter-
faces and due to the propagation/scattering in the weak
link; the ‘const.’ is the phase-independent part of the
density of states. The expression det (1− sAsN ) equals
left-hand side of eq. (4), where in the continuum, the
expressions for r±A have to be properly analytically con-
tinued. In the absence of normal reflection, the energy
range for the continuum of states formed by decoupled
right- and left-movers is {E > ∆+ qvF , E < −∆+ qvF }
and {E > ∆− qvF , E < −∆− qvF }, respectively. Thus,
the current originating from the continuum is:

Icont =
2e

ℏ
1

π
Im

[∫ ∞

∆−qvF

dE E
∂

∂E

d

dφ
ln
(
(r−A)

2 − e−iφ̃
)
+

+

∫ ∞

∆+qvF

dE E
∂

∂E

d

dφ
ln
(
(r+A)

2 − eiφ̃
)]

(10)

We evaluate this integral analytically (see Supplemen-
tary) and find a phase-independent contribution to the
current from the continuum of states:

Icont =
2eqvF
πℏ

. (11)

This part of the Josephson current is exactly equal to the
supercurrent that would flow in an infinite single-mode
superconducting wire in the presence of finite Cooper pair
momentum q (a detailed discussion can be found in the
Supplementary).

Finally, the resulting total current through the junc-
tion equals

I =
e∆

ℏ
sin

φ̃

2
sgn

(
∆cos

φ̃

2
− qvF

)
+

2eqvF
πℏ

. (12)



4

FIG. 3. (A) Current-phase relation at qvF = −0.5∆. The
blue line is the analytical expression eq. (12); the red solid
and dashed lines correspond to the tight-binding calculation
for transparent junction (T ≈ 1) and with small normal re-
flection (T = 0.99), respectively. The magnitudes of the
critical currents in forward and reverse directions are Ic+
and Ic−, respectively. (B) The Josephson diode efficiency
η = |∆Ic|/(Ic+ + Ic−) as a function of the Cooper pair mo-
mentum q for transparent junction (T = 1) and several finite
values of junction transparency.

It is plotted in Fig. 3A at qvF = −0.5∆, shown by the
blue line. Because the time-reversal symmetry is broken,
the antisymmetry of the current-phase relation I(φ) ̸=
−I(−φ) doesn’t hold anymore. Additionally, when the
phase bias is set to be φ̃ ≈ φ = 0, there is still current
flowing through the junction. This is a manifestation of
the so-called ‘anomalous’ Josephson effect [17, 18, 32–35]
occurring in this system.

Because of the identity I = 2e
ℏ

dF
dφ , the total cur-

rent through the junction has to satisfy the condition∫ 2π

0
I(φ)dφ = 0. Because the current from the bound

states is modified in the presence of the Doppler energy

shift, now
∫ 2π

0
Ibound(φ)dφ ̸= 0. Interestingly, the con-

tribution from the continuum is exactly what makes the
condition of the total integral of the current being zero
satisfied. Note that in the thermodynamic equilibrium,
the free energy of our system is minimized at zero current
I|eq = 0, which is attained at nonzero phase φ.

Josephson diode effect.— The diode effect is quantified
by the difference between the magnitudes of the critical
currents in the opposite directions ∆Ic = Ic+−Ic−, which

equals:

∆Ic = sgn(q)

(
4e|q|vF
πℏ

− e∆

ℏ

[
1−

√
1−

(qvF
∆

)2])
.

(13)
The first term is the nonreciprocal contribution from the
continuum of states and the second term comes from the
bound states. The contribution from the continuum of
states is phase-independent, nonreciprocal, and its sign
is determined by the direction of the Cooper pair mo-
mentum. The nonreciprocity from the current carried
by the bound states at E < 0 can be understood as
follows: the maximum current in the positive direction
occurs at φ̃ = π (as in the case of q = 0 Josephson junc-
tion), when the bound state is an equal weight super-
position of right-moving electrons and left-moving holes.
On the other hand, its partner formed from left-moving
electrons and right-moving holes, which would carry the
same current in the opposite direction, is inaccessible be-
cause it is shifted to E > 0 by the Doppler effect. Instead,
the largest current in the reverse direction occurs at the
branch change φ̃0. The phases corresponding to these
points are marked in Figs. 2B and 3A.

The Josephson diode efficiency defined as η ≡
|∆Ic|/(Ic++ Ic−) is shown in Fig. 3A. η = 1 corresponds
to a perfect supercurrent diode where the critical current
is finite in the forward direction and zero in the reverse
direction. The maximum diode efficiency that we find
reaches about 40%. This corresponds to an asymmetry
of Ic+/Ic− ≈ 230 % which is of the order of the largest
diode effects reported so far. The maximum efficiency
is achieved at a universal point q0vF = 4π

4+π2∆ ≈ 0.9∆.
Assuming typical values of parameters ∆ = 0.5 meV and
λL = 140 nm (which are close to those of bulk NbSe2[36])
and vF = 105 m/s, we estimate that the magnetic field
By ≈ 40 mT is needed to induce optimal Cooper pair
momentum q ∼ ∆/vF . This is consistent with the fields
used in recent observation of finite Cooper pair momen-
tum and gapless superconductivity in ref. [27].

At small q, the diode effect is dominated by the con-
tribution from the continuum of states. Because usually
the continuum contribution through the short Josephson
junction vanishes, this is a remarkable example where
this contribution arises due to time-reversal and inver-
sion symmetry breaking and plays a key role. Note that
the first term in eq. (13) is independent of ∆ and the
second term only becomes large only when q approaches
∆/vF . Therefore, the asymmetry between the critical
currents ∆Ic provides a measure of the Doppler shift in
energy, while the critical current itself is the measure
of the gap ∆. If one includes the reduction in the gap
due to pair-breaking orbital effects or Zeeman field into
consideration, the dominating continuum contribution to
the diode efficiency will not change. At the same time,
the critical current will decrease, which will lead to an
increase in the diode efficiency.

At finite junction transparency T , the condition de-
termining the spectrum of the states in the junction is
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FIG. 4. The results of the tight-binding simulation of the
Josephson diode effect at different Cooper pair momenta q
(solid lines) averaged over disorder for different legnth of the
leads L. The calculations were performed for the system with
junction length d = 4a (where a is the lattice spacing) and
the length of each lead L. The on-site disorder in chemical
potential was uniformly distributed in the range [−10∆, 10∆].
The diode efficiency was computed for each disorder realiza-
tion separately and then averaged over 150 realizations. The
black dashed line shows the analytical results for a clean sys-
tem with T = 0.99 for comparison. The rest of the parameters
is given in the SM.

generalized to:

T
(
(r+A)

2 − e2iqd+iφ
) (

(r−A)
2 − e−2iqd−iφ

)
+

+ (1− T )(1− r−Ar
+
A)

2 = 0.
(14)

Using this condition and eq. (9), which can be used to
describe bound states as well as continuum, we compute
the current-phase relations and the diode efficiency at
finite junction transparency (see Supplementary section
VII.A). The results are displayed in Fig. 3B and demon-
strate that the effect, even though reduced, is robust and
persists in the presence of normal reflection.

As recent experiments show [7, 37], it is easy to achieve
relatively large values of Cooper pair momentum qvF ∼
∆. The situation when |q|vF > ∆ is also possible: it
corresponds to gapless superconductivity in the prox-
imitized region [38]. The gapless superconductivity is
possible because the pairing potential in the nanowire is
proximity-induced and thus, does not have to obey the
self-consistency equation. In this case, the presence of
mobile quasiparticles at zero energy may complicate the
observation of coherent phenomena, such as Josephson
effect, therefore do not address this regime here (the dis-
cussion can be found in the Supplementary). For com-
pleteness, we show this domain in Fig. 3B as well.

The mechnism for the JDE in short junctions consid-
ered in this work is universal because it does not depend
on parameters of materials in the junction and its geome-
try and only relies on finite Coope pair momentum. This
is not the case for long junctions; there, the transport

occurring in the normal region becomes important; in
particular, a finite-momentum Cooper pair will acquire
an additional phase δ = 2qd as it propagates through
the junction. This phase shift is not small in a long
junction [7], and, additionally, oscillations of the diode
efficiency were shown to arise due to the finite junction
length. Most of the experiments so far concern the long
junction limit, but the miscroscopic theory of the JDE in
long junctions is a matter of future work.

The effect of normal reflection.— In the presence of
any amount of normal reflection, there are no true bound
states in the range of energies ∆−|q|vF < |E| < ∆+|q|vF
anymore. However, at small normal reflection, because of
multiple Andreev reflections these states are quasi-bound
and, when normal reflection is small, the analytical re-
sult above is still relatively accurate. We compare our
analytical results for the case of transparent barrier with
tight-binding calculation in Fig. 3A without and with a
small barrier at the junction location (see Supplementary
for the details of the calculation).

The effect of disorder.— We examine the diode ef-
fect in the presence of the chemical potential disorder in
the system. We performed tight-binding simulations and
have found that the diode effect is robust and persists
even in the presence of relatively strong disorder. Fig. 4
shows the results of the simulations of the Josephson
diode in the presence of disorder uniformly distributed in
the range [−10∆, 10∆] for different lengths of the leads.
In the calculations, we assumed ∆ = t/60, where t is
the value of the next-nearest neighbor hopping and per-
formed averaging over 150 realizations of disorder for
each system length. As we see from Fig. 4 , even though
the effect is reduced in magnitude, it is robust and does
not depend on the system length. We find that the JDE
is robust regardless of the ratio between the localization
length and the coherence length as long as d, k−1

F ≪ ξloc.
Moreover, we find that when ξloc < L, the sensitivity of
the effect to the system length disappears entirely and
its magnitude depends on the values of disorder and the
superconducting gap only. See Supplementary Materials
for more details and further analysis.

Alternative ways to realize finite Cooper pair
momentum.— Lastly, let us discuss other possible
ways to realize finite Cooper pair momentum. In Fig. 5
we illustrate a superconductor-ferromagnet bilayer setup,
where the magnetic proximity effect from the ferromag-
net layer can be used to induce finite momentum pairing
[10] and thus achieve the Josephson diode effect in the
absence of external magnetic field. A short junction
setup will realize the universal JDE mechanism proposed
in this paper, which serves as a clear diagnostic tool for
intrinsic finite-momentum pairing. Next, if proximitized
system is a topological insulator or a semiconductor
with strong spin-orbit coupling, applying an in-plane
magnetic field can lead to finite Cooper pair momentum
via the Zeeman effect on spin-helical electrons [7, 37, 38].
Thus, constrictions based on these materials should
also be a suitable platform for observing short-junction
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FIG. 5. Schematic illustration of the proposal for achieving
the Josephson diode effect in the absence of external magnetic
field. A superconductor with a weak link at 0 < x < d is de-
posited on top of a magnetic layer magnetized in y-direction.
The finite Cooper pair momentum is achieved due to the mag-
netic proximity effect.

JDE. After completion of this work, we became aware
of a study [39] of ϕ0-Josephson effect in helical edge
states of a quantum spin Hall insulator, where a result
analogous to eq. (12) has been found and the presence
of critical current asymmetry was recognized. Note
that non-magnetic impurities in the leads and potential

barrier in the junction will not induce backscattering in
helical edge states of the quantum spin Hall insulator,
in contrast to the normal metal or semiconductor wire
considered in this work.

Conclusions.— In this work, we developed a theory for
a universal microscopic mechanism for Josephson diode
effect in short Josephson junctions originating from finite
Cooper pair momentum q. We found a large asymmetry
that reaches 40 % when qvF ∼ ∆, which does not depend
on the details of the junction. We also proposed a sim-
ple way to realize finite-momentum pairing based on the
Meissner effect, which makes this mechanism universally
applicable.
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I. SCATTERING STATES

We linearize the problem and consider +/− (where +/− corresponds to the vicinity of ±kF , i.e. right- and left-
movers) and use the ansatz

ψ1,2 =


a+e e

ikF xei(k+q)x+iφ1,2/2

a+h e
ikF xei(k−q)x−iφ1,2/2

a−e e
−ikF xei(k+q)x+iφ1,2/2

a−h e
−ikF xei(k−q)x−iφ1,2/2

 (S1)

in superconducting lead 1 and similarly in lead 2. Here k ≡ kx. Recall that φ1 = 0 and φ2 = φ. Notice that normally,
there should be wavefunction normalization by the quasiparticle current in order for the scattering problem to be
unitary; however, we will use Andreev approximation, which makes this normalization unnecessary.

We assume that 0 < qvF < ∆, and that the energies of the states will lie in the gap of the superconductor
0 < E < ∆− qvF .

The wavefunction for right-movers that decays as x→ +∞ in SC2:

a
+
e

a+h
0
0


SC2

=
1√
2


(

E−vF q
∆ + i

√
1−

(
E−vF q

∆

)2)
1
0
0

 (S2)

For this state, vF k = +i
√
∆2 − (E − vF q)2.

The L state in SC1 that decays as x→ −∞ is:

 0
0
a−e
a−h


SC1

=
1√
2


0
0(

E+vF q
∆ + i

√
1−

(
E+vF q

∆

)2)
1

 (S3)

For this state, vF k = −i
√
∆2 − (E + vF q)2.

It is known [29] that the result of the scattering formalism for short junctions will be independent of whether the
junction is represented by narrow weak link, a region of normal metal, or an insulating barrier. For simplicity of
calculation, we consider normal states in the middle region. We will be solving the problem of Andreev scattering at
two interfaces (N/SC2 and SC1/N). For incoming electron, the scattering states with that are relevant to the left
(1) and the right (2) contacts are:

ψ
(1)
N =


0
0

e−ikF xeikx

rAe
−ikF xeikx

 , ψ
(2)
N =


eikF xeikx

rAe
ikF xeikx

0
0

 (S4)

Where rA is not necessarily the same constant for scattering on the left and right contacts. For the incoming holes,
the problem is set up similarly.
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II. THE SCATTERING MATRIX FORMALISM

To obtain the amplitudes of Andreev reflection, we solve the condition ψ
(1,2)
N = Sinterface 1,2ψ

(1,2)
S at each interface

(x = 0 and x = d). In the case of perfectly transparent contacts, the scattering matrix at the interfaces is identity.
We solve these equations (for both incoming electrons and holes at both interfaces) and obtain the matrix describing
Andreev scattering at both interfaces:

ψout =


ψ−
N,e(0)

ψ+
N,e(d)

ψ+
N,h(0)

ψ−
N,h(d)

 =


r−A 0
0 r+Ae

−iφ

r+A 0
0 r−Ae

iφ



ψ+
N,e(0)

ψ−
N,e(d)

ψ−
N,h(0)

ψ+
N,h(d)

 ≡ s−1
A ψin (S5)

where the unfilled spaces correspond to zero entries, and we used the notation

r±A =
E ∓ vF q

∆
− i

√
1−

(
E ∓ vF q

∆

)2

. (S6)

The scattering matrix of the normal region is:

ψout =


ψ−
N,e(0)

ψ+
N,e(d)

ψ+
N,h(0)

ψ−
N,h(d)

 =

r t′

t −r′
r∗ t′∗

t∗ −r′∗



ψ+
N,e(0)

ψ−
N,e(d)

ψ−
N,h(0)

ψ+
N,h(d)

 ≡ sNψin (S7)

where in the limit of short junction (∆d
vF

≈ d
ξ ,

Ezd
vF

≪ 1) the transmission and reflection are energy-independent.

In our case, for one channel, r′ = r and t′ = t. The condition determining the spectrum of the ground states is
det (1− sNsA) = 0, which translates into

T
(
(r+A)

2 − e2iqd+iφ
) (

(r−A)
2 − e−2iqd−iφ

)
+ (1− T )

[
(1− r−Ar

+
A)

2
]
= 0. (S8)

where T = |t|2, |t|2 + |r|2 = 1. In the absence of normal reflection t = eiqd, T = 1 and this simplifies to:(
(r+A)

2 − e2iqd+iφ
) (

(r−A)
2 − e−2iqd−iφ

)
= 0 (S9)

from the main text, and the solutions to this equation produce the energies of the two bound states (6).

FIG. S1. Spectrum of the bound states in the junction at different values of the Cooper pair momentum q in superconducting
regions 1 and 2.

III. THE CURRENT-PHASE RELATION

The free energy is [28, 29]

F = − 2

β

∑
E>0

ln

[
2 cosh

(
βE

2

)]
+

∫
d2r

|∆|2

|g|
+TrH0 (S10)
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whereH0 is the particle block of the BdG Hamiltonian and β is the inverse temperature. We neglect the contribution

from the spatial integral
∫
d2r |∆|2

|g| to the Josephson current because we assume that ∆ changes as a step-function at

the contacts. Therefore, the free energy can be written as

F = − 1

β

∫ ∞

0

dEν(E) ln 2 cosh
βE

2
(S11)

The density of states ν(E) in the junction can be evaluated as[29],

ν(E) = − 1

π
Im

∂

∂E
ln det (1− sAsN ) + const. (S12)

which is good for describing both bound and continnum states. Here sA and sN are the scattering matrices trans-
forming the wavefunctions due to Andreev reflection at the interfaces and due to the propagation/scattering in the
weak link; the ‘const.’ is the phase-independent part of the density of states.

In the absence of normal reflection, we can rewrite the density of states as

ν(E) =
1

π
Im

∂

∂E
ln sin

(
arccos

E + qvF
∆

+
φ̃

2

)
sin

(
arccos

E − qvF
∆

− φ̃

2

)
+ const. (S13)

where, in order to work with energies of both bound and continuous states, we have to assume that E = E + i0, and
perform proper analytic continuation where necessary.

Lastly, we plug the expression for the density of states into the free energy and evaluate the current as I = 2e
ℏ

dF
dφ .

We extend the symmetric integration to (−∞,+∞) and integrate by parts using that the boundary terms vanishing
as ∝ 1/E. Thus, we obtain:

I(φ) = − e

2πℏ

∫ ∞

−∞
dE tanh

βE

2
Im

∂

∂φ
ln sin

(
arccos

E + qvF
∆

+
φ̃

2

)
sin

(
arccos

E − qvF
∆

− φ̃

2

)
(S14)

which is equal

I(φ) = − e

4πℏ

∫ ∞

−∞
dE tanh

βE

2
Im

[
cot

(
arccos

E + qvF
∆

+
φ̃

2

)
− cot

(
arccos

E − qvF
∆

− φ̃

2

)]
(S15)

We complete the contour in the upper half complex energy plane, picking up residues at each of the poles of the
hyperbolic tangent at Matsubara frequencies E = iωn ≡ i(2n+ 1)π/β to obtain a summation:

I(φ) =
e

ℏβ
Re

[
cot

(
arccos

iωn + qvF
∆

+
φ̃

2

)
− cot

(
arccos

iωn − qvF
∆

− φ̃

2

)]
(S16)

Which, finally, can be brought into the form:

I(φ) =
2e

βℏ

∞∑
n=0

Re cot

(
arccos

(
iωn − qvF

∆

)
− φ̃

2

)
(S17)

The zero temperature result, which we are interested in, is given by turning the sum
∑∞

n=0 into an integral β
2π

∫∞
0
dω.

1. The case of |q|vF < ∆

Here we derive the Josephson current at zero temperature using a slightly simpler approach than the one introduced
in the section above. This approach will also allow us to distinguish the current contributions from bound states and
continuous states. The Josephson current can be written as:

I = −2e

ℏ
∑
E>0

tanh

(
βE

2

)
dE

dφ
− 2e

ℏ
2

β

∫ ∞

E ∈ cont.

dE ln

[
2 cosh

(
βE

2

)]
dν(E)

dφ (S18)
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Where the first term only counts contributions from the bound states and the second term corresponds to the current
from the continuum. We are interested in the case when the temperature is zero, and the expression simplifies:

I = −2e

ℏ
∑
E>0

dE

dφ
− 2e

ℏ

∫ ∞

E ∈ cont.

dE E
dν(E)

dφ (S19)

The expression for the contribution from the bound states is given in the main text (eq. (8)). In what follows, we
present the details of derivation of the current arising from the continuum of states. ν(E) equals

ν(E) = − 1

π
Im

∂

∂E
ln
(
T
(
(r+A)

2 − e2iqd+iφ
) (

(r−A)
2 − e−2iqd−iφ

)
+ (1− T )(1− r−Ar

+
A)

2
)

(S20)

When T = 1, the expression is especially simple. The derivative over φ of the density of states for the continuum of
states at qvF = 0.5∆ and φ = 0 is shown in fig. S2.

To compute the current from the continuum of states analytically, we change the order of derivatives and separate
the contributions from left- and right-movers:

Icont =
2e

ℏ
1

π
Im

[∫ ∞

∆+|q|vF
dE E

∂

∂E

d

dφ
ln
(
(r+A)

2 − eiφ̃
)
+

∫ ∞

∆−|q|vF
dE E

∂

∂E

d

dφ
ln
(
(r−A)

2 − e−iφ̃
)]

(S21)

Then we proceed to evaluate the derivative over φ:

Icont = −2e

ℏ
1

π
Im i

[∫ ∞

∆+|q|vF
dE E

∂

∂E

1

e−iφ̃(r+A)
2 − 1

−
∫ ∞

∆−|q|vF
dE E

∂

∂E

1

eiφ̃(r−A)
2 − 1

]
(S22)

Next, we integrate by parts in order to obtain

Icont =
2e

ℏ
1

π
Im i

[
(∆− |q|vF )

1

e−iφ̃ − 1
− (∆ + |q|vF )

1

e−iφ̃ − 1

]
+

+
2e

ℏ
1

π
Im i

[∫ ∞

∆+|q|vF
dE

1

e−iφ̃(r+A)
2 − 1

−
∫ ∞

∆−|q|vF
dE

1

eiφ̃(r−A)
2 − 1

] (S23)

Note that Im i
e−iφ̃−1 = Im i

eiφ̃−1 = 1
2 . Thus, simplifying further:

Icont = − e
ℏ
1

π
[(∆− |q|vF )− (∆ + |q|vF )] +

2e∆

ℏ
1

π
Im i

[∫ ∞

1

dx
1

e−iφ̃+2arccoshx − 1
−
∫ ∞

1

dy
1

eiφ̃+2arccoshy − 1

]
=

=
e

ℏ
2|q|vF
π

− 2e∆

ℏ
1

π
Im

[∫ ∞

1

dx
2e2arccoshx sin φ̃

1 + e4arccoshx − 2e2arccoshx cos φ̃

]
(S24)

(recall that for continuous states (r±A)
2 = e2arccosh

E∓qvF
∆ ). We see that the imaginary part of the second term is

identically zero and thus:

Icont =
e∆

ℏ
2qvF
π∆

(S25)

which yields the result in eq. (11).

2. The case |q|vF > ∆

When qvF > ∆ and 0 < φ̃ < 2π, we evaluate the current using eq. (S17) at zero temperature:

I(φ) =
e

πℏ

∫ ∞

0

dωRe cot

(
arccos

(
iω − qvF

∆

)
− φ̃

2

)
(S26)
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FIG. S2. The derivative over φ of the density of states for the continuum part of the spectrum only at qvF = 0.5∆. The
dashed gray lines correspond to E = ∆− qvF and E = ∆+ qvF . The tails of the quantity dν(E)/dφ in the continuum have the
opposite sign and cancel exactly when q = 0. When q ̸= 0, the energies corresponding to the continuum states for right- and
left-movers acquire Doppler shift ±qvF ; on top of that, there is no perfect cancellation anymore, as we show in the calculation
above.

We obtain:

I(φ) = −
2e(qvF −

√
q2v2F −∆2)

π
+

2e∆sin
(

φ̃
2

)
2π

(π − arg[∆ + qvF cos

(
φ̃

2

)
+ i
√
q2v2F −∆2 sin

(
φ̃

2

)
] (S27)

−arg[∆− qvF cos

(
φ̃

2

)
+ i
√
q2v2F −∆2 sin

(
φ̃

2

)
]) (S28)

Which can be simplified to

I(φ) = −
2e(qvF −

√
q2v2F −∆2)

π
+

2e∆sin
(

φ̃
2

)
π

arctan
∆ sin φ̃

2√
q2v2F −∆2

(S29)

Here arg(z) refers to the argument of the complex number z.

The maximum negative current occurs at φ̃ = 0, |Ic−| = 2e
π (qvF −

√
q2v2F −∆2). The maximal positive current

occurs at φ̃ = π, Ic+ = 2e
π (∆ sin−1(∆/qvF ) − (qvF −

√
q2v2F −∆2)). Thus, the diode efficiency can be expressed as

Ic−−Ic+
Ic−+Ic+

=
2(1−

√
1−p2)−p sin−1(p)

p sin−1(p)
, where p ≡ ∆/qvF < 1.

In the limit qvF ≫ ∆, the diode efficiency approaches p2/12 + 13p4/360 + . . . and thus vanishes as ∝ 1/q2. The

expression for the supercurrent becomes symmetric in this limit I(φ)|qvF /∆→+∞ ≈ − e∆2 cos φ̃
πqvF

.

FIG. S3. The diode efficiency η through the junction as a function of the Cooper pair momentum q.
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FIG. S4. Dependence of the diode efficiency on the magnitude of magnetic field |B| and the angle θ between the magnetic field
and the direction of the current in the domain of parameters satisfying condition qx < ∆/vF . B0 is the value of magnetic field
at which qx = ∆/vF .

3. Magnetic field at an angle to the junction

In a quasi-1D geometry when there are only few transverse modes in the junction, the effect of misaligning the
in-plane magnetic field B from the direction y perpendicular to the current is easy to understand. The effect of
the x-component of the field, which is in-plane and parallel to the junction leads only to Zeeman energy. At small
magnetic fields, this contribution can be neglected, and therefore the Cooper pair momentum in x-direction equals
|B| sin θ, where θ is the angle between the current and direction of the magnetic field. The plot of this dependence is
shown in Fig. S4.

IV. TIGHT-BINDING CALCULATIONS

We simulate the minimal model with short Josephson junction by setting up a nearest-neighbor tight-binding chain
with superconducting regions of the same length LS = NSa and the thickness of the normal region LN = NNa,
NN ≪ NS . The hopping amplitude t is the same in all regions, and the chemical potentials are the same in the
superconducting regions µS and µN in the normal region. The pairing potential at lattice site n is ∆(n) = ∆1,2e

2iqna,
where ∆1 = ∆ and ∆2 = ∆eiφ. When t≫ ∆, this corresponds to the condition µ≫ ∆ used in analytical derivations.
In all the calculations, we used µS = 0, and thus, vF = 2at.

For calculation in Fig. 3, we used NS = 350, NN = 3 (the total length of the system is 703a), a = 1, t = 100 and
∆ = 2. The solid line shows the result at negligible normal reflection, which is achieved at µN = 0. The dotted line
shows the result at small normal reflection, when a small potential barrier is introduced inside the junction by setting
µN = 25, which opens a small gap in the dispersion, see Fig. S5(a-c).

The current was found by evaluating the expression I = 2e
ℏ

dF
dφ numerically, where the free energy is found by

summing over all the negative energy states. We plot it in Fig. Fig. S5(d-f). We estimate that when the potentials
at the junction are equal to µN = 0.1t and µN = 0.4t, the junction transparency is T = 0.998 and T = 0.975,
respectively. We obtained this correspondence by comparing the energy spectrum obtained from the tight-binding

calculation with the analytical expression E =
√
1− T sin2 φ

2 . We estimate the junction transparency to be T = 0.99

for the tight-binding calculation at µN = 0.25t shown as a dashed red line in Fig. 3A.

V. SPECTRAL FLOW

In the presence of normal reflection, the left-and right moving states mix, and in the energy domain ∆ − |q|vF <
|E| < ∆+ |q|vF there are no true bound states anymore. As we see, now the contributions from left-movers and right-
movers at these energies (associated with r+A and r−A , respectively) are now related. From tight-binding calculations,
we see that these states are not connected to the rest of the continuum states as shown in Fig. S6. Upon changing the
phase, there is spectral flow of one bound state into these quasi-continuum states and back into another bound states.
This allows us to estimate the contribution of the continuum states into the Josephson current based on spectral flow
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FIG. S5. (a-c) Energy spectra of bound and extended states from tight-binding calculation at qvF = −0.5∆. The parameter µN

is the potential at the junction that controls the amplitude of the normal reflection. The other parameters used are NS = 150,
NN = 3, a = 1, t = 20, ∆ = 2. (d-f) Corresponding phase-current relations showing that the current nonreciprocity is decreased
when the normal reflection becomes large.

argument:

Icont = −2e

ℏ
∑

i in continuum

d|Ei|
dφ

=
2e

ℏ
∆E

∆φ
= −2e

ℏ
2|q|vF
2π

= −e∆
ℏ

2|q|vF
π∆

(S30)

Which exactly matches the result in Eq. (11).

a                                                             b  

FIG. S6. (a)Tight-binding calculation of the spectrum of a 1D nanowire at qvF = −0.5∆. . The parameters used are NS = 150,
NN = 3, a = 1, t = 20, ∆ = 2, and µN = 0. (b) Analytical expression for bound state levels at T = 1 and schematic illustrating
the spectral flow connecting the states.

VI. FURTHER DISCUSSION OF THE CONTRIBUTION FROM THE CONTINUUM OF STATES

1. Vanishing of the contribution from continuum in conventional short junctions

Let us discuss one perspective on how and why continuous spectrum at ∆− |qvF | < E < ∆+ |qvF | contributes to
the Josephson current. As we saw above, the current from continuous states is determined from

Icont = −2e

ℏ

∫
cont.

dE E
dν(E)

dφ
, ν(E) = − 1

π
Im

∂

∂E
ln det (1− sAsN ) + (φ-independent const) (S31)
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Consider

det (1− sAsN ) = T
(
(r−A)

2(r+A)
2 + 1− 2 cos φ̃

[
(r−A)

2 + (r+A)
2
])
−T (1−T )(1−r−Ar

+
A)

2−2i sin φ̃
[
(r−A)

2 − (r+A)
2
]
(S32)

In the cases considered in refs.[28–30], the dispersion for left- and right-movers was symmetric and for short junction:

r−A = r+A = rA (S33)

Which immediately sets imaginary part of the determinant above zero. Thus, for a short junction with L/R-symmetric
dispersion, the density of states is independent of φ and the current from the continuum (S31) vanishes.

It is known that just time-reversal symmetry breaking (for example, induced by spin-splitting magnetic field, see
[17, 18]) does not lead to an asymmetry in ABS dispersion in the case of short Josephson junctions. Therefore, the
fact that the finite Cooper pair momentum not only breaks time-reversal, but also provides a selected direction in
space (inversion breaking) is crucial for the asymmetry and the JDE effect.

2. Screening current in an infinite superconductor with finite Cooper pair momentum q

For the rest of the discussion, assume that q is negative, which is the case in Fig. S7. When the energy is in the
range ∆− |q|vF < |E| < ∆+ |q|vF , the left-moving states in the normal region correspond to a gapless energy range
in both superconductors, as seen in Fig. S7.

Let us compute the screening current that flows in an an infinite superconducting slab with ∆(x) = ∆e2iqx. For
the energy range ∆− |q|vF < |E| < ∆+ |q|vF the current comes from left movers only:

J1 = −evF
∫ ∆+|q|vF

∆−|q|vF
νL(E)dE = − e

πℏ

∫ ∆+|q|vF

∆−|q|vF

E + |q|vF√
(E + |q|vF )2 −∆2

dE = − 2e

πℏ
√
|q|vF (∆ + |q|vF ) (S34)

which, as we see, is zero when q = 0. Analogously, the contribution from the true continuum states equals to a
difference between the contributions:

J2 = −evF

(∫ ∞

∆+|q|vF
νL(E)dE −

∫ ∞

∆+|q|vF
νR(E)dE

)
=

2e

πℏ

(√
|q|vF (∆ + |q|vF )− |q|vF

)
(S35)

Thus, the screening current is

Jscr = J1 + J2 =
2eqvF
πℏ

. (S36)

Which, as we see, equals (11).
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N

Energy dispersion in the junction
(color depicts the sign of the current)

FIG. S7. An illustration showing the types of contributions to the Josephson current at different energy ranges in transparent
junction. For simplicity, we only consider positive energy states because the spectrum is particle-hole symmetric. The left
column shows the energy spectrum in an exteneded superconductor with finite-momentum pairing ∆(x) = ∆e2iqx. The second
and third columns show the schematics of the states in the junction and the energy spectrum in the junction, respectively.
In the energy range |E| < ∆ − |q|vF , there are truly bound Andreev states. In the presence of normal reflection, the bound
state in the energy range ∆− |q|vF < E < ∆+ qvF in the middle panel becomes a quasi-bound state. At |E| > ∆+ qvF , the
truly continuum states exist, however, they are current-carrying, as we discuss in the text.
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VII. EFFECTS OF NORMAL REFLECTION AND DISORDER

A. Effect of normal reflection

Let us derive the expression determining the current-phase relation at finite barrier transparency, i.e. T < 1. We

use the notation r±A = eiγ
±
, where γ±(E) = arccos E∓qvF

∆ and further simplify (S8):

det(1− sAsN ) ∝ T sin

(
γ−(E) +

φ̃

2

)
sin

(
γ+(E)− φ̃

2

)
+ (1− T )

[
sin2

(
γ−(E) + γ+(E)

2

)]
= 0 (S37)

where, as a reminder φ̃ = φ+ 2qd. We use this expression for evaluation of the density of states as given in eq. (S12)
and follow the derivation of the Josephson current through eq. with modified density of states according to eq. (S37).
We obtain the expression for the Josephson current through the barrier for a junction with finite transparency at zero
temperature:

I(φ, q) = − e

4πℏ

∫
dωRe

T sin (γ−(iω)− γ+(iω) + φ̃)

T sin
(
γ−(iω) + φ̃

2

)
sin
(
γ+(iω)− φ̃

2

)
+ (1− T )

[
sin2

(
γ−(iω)+γ+(iω)

2

)] (S38)

The current-phase relations computed from this expression at T < 1 are shown in Fig. S8. We see that result is
similar to the one obtained from tight-binding calculation shown in Fig. S5.

For nearly transparent junction T ≈ 1, as one can see from, the diode efficiency is non-analytical at T ≈ 1. Thus,
the current cannot be evaluated perturbatively in (1− T ) for nearly transparent junctions.

At the same time, at small transparency T ≪ 1, one can expand and obtain

I(φ, q) = − e

4πℏ

∫
dωRe

[
sin(φ+ γ−(iω)− γ+(iω))

1− cos(γ−(iω) + γ+(iω))
T+

+
sin(φ+ γ−(iω)− γ+(iω))

4 sin2
(

γ−(iω)−γ+(iω)
2

)
(1− cos(φ+ γ−(iω)− γ+(iω)))

T 2 +O(T 3)

 (S39)

The leading term O(T ) evidently leads to a symmetric current-phase relation and hence, no diode effect. The
subleading terms lead to an asymmetric current-phase relation and emergence of the diode effect. As we can see, the
diode effect survives at very small junction transparency T ≪ 1.

B. Effect of disorder

We perform additional tight-binding simulations in order to gain some insight on the effect of disorder.

FIG. S8. (a) Current-phase relations at q = 0 and qvF = −0.5∆ obtained by evaluating expression (S39) at different values of
barrier transparency.
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We use the parameters ∆ = 2, t = 120, a = 1 in our simulation and fix the length NN = 4. In the figure labels
below, we use L and NS interchangeably.

In Fig. S9A we show the result of the tight-binding simulation for a clean system at different length of the leads
NS = L = 100, 200, 400 and 600. We see that the diode efficiency at L = 400 and above converges to our analytical
result shown by the black dashed line. This panel demonstrates that the effect sensitively depends on the system
length when L/d < 100, mainly because at this system length the level spacing of the levels in the ’continuum’ (that
turns into a set of discrete levels because of the finiteness of the system) becomes comparable to ∆.

Fig. S9B shows the diode efficiency averaged over 150 realizations of chemical potential disorder uniformly sampled
in the range[−10∆, 10∆] for L = 200, 300 and 400. As we see, at this value of the disorder the diode effect is still
present, even though its magnitude is reduced by a factor of two. The effect also becomes system-length independent,
which is because at this disorder strength the length L becomes irrelevant in comparison to ξloc ≪ L. This has to be
contrasted with panel A.

, T = 1 , T = 1

FIG. S9. (A) Tight-binding calculations described in this section for a clean system for different length of the leads. The panel
illustrates the sensitivity of the effect on the lead length that appears when L/d < 100. (B) Diode efficiency averaged over 150
realizations of chemical potential disorder uniformly sampled in the range[−10∆, 10∆] for L = 200, 300 and 400. The black
dashed line is the result obtained from eq.(S39) at T = 1 for comparison.

Fig. S10, shows the dependence of the critical currents on the Cooper pair momentum for L = 400. The red lines
show the result for the clean system, the black one is the analytical result for the transparent junction for a reference.
The blue plots correspond to the critical currents obtained after averaging over 150 realizations of chemical potential
disorder uniformly sampled in the range[−10∆, 10∆]. We see that, even though the critical current reduces in value,
it is still of the same order as the critical current in a clean system.

In Fig. S11 , the results of the calculations for the clean system are shown in a wider range of the Cooper pair
momentum q. At q > ∆/vF , non-universal oscillations of the effect occur that depend on the system length.

FIG. S10. Dependence of the two critical currents Ic+ (solid lines) and Ic− (dashed lines) on the Cooper pair momentum
q. The red plots correspond to the clean system with L = 400, the blue ones are averaged over 150 realizations of chemical
potential disorder uniformly sampled in the range[−10∆, 10∆].

We find that when ξloc < L, the sensitivity of the effect to the system length disappears entirely and its magnitude
depends on the values of disorder and the superconducting gap only. More importantly, the JDE occurs regardless of
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analytics,T=1 analytics,T=1

FIG. S11. (A) Tight-binding calculations described in this section for a clean system for different length of the leads in a larger
range of Cooper pair momenta. The black dashed line is the result obtained from eq.(S39) at finite junction transparency T = 1
for comparison.

the ratio between the localization length and the coherence length as long as d, k−1
F ≪ ξloc. This demonstrates that

the Josephson diode effect is universally robust.


