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Periodically driven Kitaev chains are known to exhibit novel Floquet Majorana fermions and
anomalous Floquet end modes. The fact that ‘quasienergy in Floquet systems is periodic’ poses a
difficulty in defining the ground state in periodically driven systems. To overcome this problem,
we start with the ground state of the undriven Kitaev chain and gradually switch on the periodic
driving in chemical potential over a timescale τ . The extent to which the single particle eigenstates
of the undriven system get distributed among the Floquet states upon driving can be character-
ized by inverse participation ratio. In a Josephson junction between two periodically driven Kitaev
chains not differing in phase of the pair potentials but differing in phases of the driving poten-
tials, a net average current flows from one superconductor to the other. We term such a current
anomalous current. Further, we study current phase relation in junctions between two periodically
driven superconductors and find that the system exhibits nonequilibrium Josephson diode effect.
The Floquet Majorana end modes and anomalous Floquet end modes whenever present contribute
significantly to the anomalous current and the diode effect. Further, the anomalous current and the
nonequilibrium Josephson diode effect survive when the periodic driving is adiabatically switched
on.

I. INTRODUCTION

Floquet topological matter has drawn the attention of
researchers in the last decade since novel phases of mat-
ter can be realized in these systems1–12. Physical prop-
erties of a system change with time when the Hamilto-
nian is time dependent. However, for a system whose
Hamiltonian changes with time periodically, the physi-
cal quantities of interest when averaged over sufficiently
long time are determined by eigenstates of the unitary
time evolution operator UT that takes the state of the
system from time t = 0 to t = T , where T is the period.
Such systems are termed Floquet systems, and the eigen-
states of UT are called Floquet states. A Kitaev chain
driven periodically exhibits a novel topological end mode
termed π-Floquet Majorana fermion, which is an eigen-
state of UT with an eigenvalue −1. Such a topological
mode has no counterpart in the undriven system. Pe-
riodically driving planar Josephson junctions is believed
to generate Floquet Majorana fermions6. Also, biased
planar Josephson junction can generate Floquet Majo-
rana fermions due to AC Josephson effect11. Anomalous
end modes that are not topological can also exist in cer-
tain periodically driven Kitaev chains13. Adiabatically
turning on the driving in Floquet systems is known to
produce states that are similar in spirit to ground states
of equilibrium systems9,14–16.

On average, a net current can be driven by periodic
in time potentials applied to small regions in transport
channel connected to reservoirs17–25. This phenomenon
known as quantum charge pumping has also been ex-
tended to superconducting systems26–28. A recent surge
of activities in superconducting diode effect29–40 was fol-
lowed by investigation of Josephson diode effect in peri-
odically driven Josephson junctions41,42. The maximum
and minimum values of Josephson current in the current
phase relation of a Josephson junction not being equal in

magnitude and opposite in sign marks Josephson diode
effect. When the junction between two superconductors
is periodically driven, the current varies as a function of
time and the current averaged over (infinitely) long time
quantifies the charge transferred from one superconduc-
tor to the other. Such a long time averaged current is es-
sentially carried by Floquet states. Josephson junctions
consisting of regions with spin orbit coupling and Zeeman
field are known to exhibit a nonzero Josephson current
in the absence of a superconducting phase difference - an
effect known as anomalous Josephson effect43–45. These
developments motivate us to study anomalous current
and nonequilibrium Josephson diode effect in junctions
between Floquet superconductors. Periodically driven
Kitaev chain offers a rich playground since it hosts dif-
ferent phases wherein there can be no Floquet Majorana
fermions or multiple pairs of Floquet Majorana fermions
or also anomalous Floquet end modes depending on the
choice of parameters. The role played by Floquet Majo-
rana fermions and anomalous end modes is an interesting
aspect which can be studied in periodically driven Kitaev
chain.

In this work, we study the Kitaev chains, wherein the
chemical potential changes periodically in time. First, we
study topology and end modes of a periodically driven
Kitaev chain. We numerically calculate the winding
number and study the end modes of an open chain. We
find Floquet end modes and anomalous non-topological
end modes. Then, we study how the equilibrium ground
state of the undriven chain evolves into nonequilibrium
state of a periodically driven system when the periodic
driving is switched on gradually over a timescale. We
characterize the nonequilibrium state after the driving is
switched on completely by calculating inverse participa-
tion ratio. We then study the long time averaged current
at the junction between two Floquet superconductors in
the two limits: when the driving is switched on suddenly
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and when the driving is switched on gradually over a
timescale. We find a novel effect akin to Josephson effect
wherein a net long time averaged current flows between
two Floquet superconductors that are driven with a dif-
ference in phase of the driving potential even when there
is no difference in the phases of the superconducting pair
potential. We calculate a weighted current that draws
significantly high contribution from the Floquet Majo-
rana end modes to quantify the current carried by the
Majorana modes. We also study the current phase rela-
tion and investigate diode effect. We study these effects
as a function of the timescale over which the driving is
switched on.

II. MODEL AND CALCULATION

We first study a single periodically driven Kitaev
chain, followed by calculations on a junction between two
driven Kitaev chains. The Hamiltonian for a driven Ki-
taev chain can be written as

HK(t) = HK,0 +HK,1(t), for t ≥ 0,

HK,0 = −wh
LS−1∑
n=1

(c†n+1τzcn + h.c.)− µ
LS∑
n=1

c†nτzcn

+∆

LS−1∑
n=1

(c†n+1τxcn + h.c.),

HK,1(t) = V0 cosωt

LS∑
n=1

c†nτzcn,

(1)

where wh is the hopping amplitude, µ is the chemical
potential, ∆ is the strength of p-wave pairing, V0 is the
amplitude of the driving potential, ω is the frequency of
driving, LS is the number of sites in the Kitaev chain,
cn = [dn, d

†
n]T , dn is the annihilation operator for an elec-

tron at site n and τj (j = x, y, z) are Pauli spin matrices
that act on the particle hole space. The subscript K is
used to specify that the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) describes
a single Kitaev chain. A state of the system evolves from
time t1 to t2 under the unitary time evolution operator
UK(t2, t1) determined by the Hamiltonian of the system.
The eigenstates of UK(T, 0) (T = 2π/ω is the period)
are called the Floquet eigenstates and the eigenvalues of
UK(T, 0) are called Floquet eigenvalues.

Josephson junctions are typically described by a model
that connects two semi-infinite superconductors. In such
junctions, bound states localized at the junction within
the superconducting gap carry Josephson current in con-
trast to the bound states in normal metals which carry
no current46. However, the Andreev bound states de-
cay exponentially in the superconductor away from the
junction and superconductors of finite length larger than
the superconducting coherence length mimics the junc-
tion between semi-infinite superconductors. However, for

a junction between finite superconductors, current con-
tributions from all states need to be accounted, though
the subgap state localized at the junction contributes sig-
nificantly. In this work, we consider a junction between
superconductors of finite length. The Hamiltonian for a
junction between two Kitaev chains depicted in Fig. 1 for
time t > 0 is given by

H(t) = H0 +H1(t),

H0 = −wh
[ LS−1∑
n=1

+

2LS−1∑
n=LS+1

]
(c†n+1τzcn + h.c.)

−µ
2LS∑
n=1

c†nτzcn + ∆

LS−1∑
n=1

c†n+1[cos (φS)τx

+ sin (φS)τy]cn + h.c.+ ∆

2LS−1∑
n=LS+1

(c†n+1τxcn

+ h.c.)− wJ(c†LS+1τzcLS
+ h.c.),

H1(t) = V0 cosωt

LS∑
n=1

c†nτzcn

+V0 cos (ωt+ φ)

2LS∑
n=LS+1

c†nτzcn, (2)

where φS is the superconducting phase difference be-
tween the two Kitaev chains, wJ is the hopping ampli-
tude at the bond that connects the two Kitaev chains to
make the junction, and φ is the difference between the
phases of the driving potentials on the two Kitaev chains.
The terms with summation over n = 1, 2, .., LS − 1 de-
scribe the superconductor on the left, and the terms with
summation over n = LS + 1, .., 2LS − 1 describe the su-
perconductor on the right. The superconducting phase
difference φS is responsible for the Josephson effect in the
undriven junction. On the other hand, φ is the difference
between the phases of the driving potentials on the two
Kitaev chains.

Floquet states |vj〉 are the eigenstates of the unitary
time evolution operator UT that takes a state of the sys-
tem at time t = 0 to the state at time t = T . While
constructing UT , the time interval [0, T ] is sliced into
M equal intervals and the Hamiltonian H(t) is taken to
be constant in each of these intervals, as described in
earlier works28,41. The system is in the ground state of
H0 at time t = −∞. The periodic driving is switched
on over a timescale τ in such a way that the Hamilto-
nian of the system for t < 0 is H(t) = H0 + η(t)H1(t),

where η(t) = e−t
2/τ2

. The limit τ → 0 refers to the pe-
riodic driving being switched on suddenly at t = 0. At
t = −∞, the single particle eigenstates of H0: |ui〉 for
i = 1, 2, .., N/2 (N = 4LS) are occupied, and they time
evolve into states |ψi〉 at time t = 0.

The current operator at the junction between two su-
perconductors is

Ĵ =
−iewJ

~
(c†LS

cLS+1 − c†LS+1cLS
), (3)
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FIG. 1. Schematic of the junction between two Floquet su-
perconductors described by Kitaev model. Each Kitaev chain
is a lattice with LS sites. The onsite potential at site n is
µ− Vn(t). In addition to a superconducting phase difference
φS between the Kitaev chains, the chemical potentials of the
two chains are driven with a difference φ in their phase.

The current averaged over infinite time starting from t =
0 is then given by

Jav =

N/2∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

|ci,j |2(JT )jj , where ci,j = 〈ψi|vj〉

and (JT )jj =
1

T

M∑
k=1

〈vj |U†(tk, 0)|Ĵ |U(tk, 0)|vj〉dt, (4)

where dt = tk − tk−1, the interval [0, T ] is sliced into M
sub-intervals of equal size and tk is the centre of the k-th
sub-interval.

III. FLOQUET END MODES

The Kitaev chain with periodically varying chemical
potential can host Floquet Majorana fermions. The num-
ber of Floquet Majorana fermions can be calculated by
the winding number. Due to bulk-boundary correspon-
dence, a knowledge of the topology of the bulk bands in a
system with periodic boundary condition is sufficient to
discern the number of topologically protected edge states
in an open system4. Winding number gives the number
of pairs of Majorana fermions in a long driven open Ki-
taev chain3. The unitary time evolution operator UT,k
that takes the system from time t = 0 to t = T at mo-
mentum ~k for a translationally invariant system can be
expressed as UT,k = e−iheff (k)T , where heff (k) is a 2× 2
matrix having the form hz(k)τz + hx(k)τx. The number
of times the loop in (hx, hz) encircles the origin (0, 0) as
k is varied from −π to π is the winding number. The
Floquet Majorana fermions in an open system come in
two varieties, having the Floquet eigenvalues 1 and −1.
The winding number gives the sum of the total number
of pairs of Majorana fermions belonging to both these
varieties. In Fig. 2, the winding number is numerically

FIG. 2. Winding number, which gives the number of pairs of
Majorana fermions in a long driven Kitaev chain. The range
of ~ω/wh is different in the two plots. Also, in (a), ω is plotted
in linear scale whereas in (b), ω is in log-scale. Parameters:
µ = 0.2wh, ∆ = 0.9wh and M = 80.

calculated and plotted in a color plot as a function of the
driving frequency ω and amplitude of driving potential
V0 for µ = 0.2wh, ∆ = 0.9wh, M = 80.

For certain choice of parameters, the Floquet end
states turn out to be non-topological anomalous end
modes. These modes have Floquet eigenvalues much
different from 1 and −1. Such modes were predicted
in Kitaev chains where the nearest neighbor hopping
amplitudes are periodically driven13. For ~ω = 2wh,
V0 = 0.5wh, µ = 0.2wh, ∆ = 0.9wh, M = 80 and
LS = 10, we find that in addition to two pairs of Floquet
Majorana modes, two pairs of anomalous end modes ex-
ist with Floquet eigenvalues close to e±i0.3π. The matrix
elements of the effective Hamiltonian HE which satisfies
UT = e−iH

ET can give an insight into the mechanism
behind the appearance of anomalous Floquet end modes.
We find the effective Hamiltonian numerically. From the
effective Hamiltonian, we plot the hopping amplitudes
between sites 1 and n: HE

1,n, the superconducting hop-

ping amplitudes between sites 1 and n: HE
1,N/2+n and
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FIG. 3. Terms in the effective Hamiltonian of the Floquet
system in units of wh for ~ω = 2wh, V0 = 0.5wh, LS = 10,
µ = 0.2wh, ∆ = 0.9wh and M = 80. HE

1,n is the electron

hopping amplitude between sites 1 and n. HE
1,N/2+n is the

superconducting hopping between sites 1 and n. HE
n,n is the

onsite potential.

the onsite energies HE
n,n versus n in Fig. 3. It can be

seen that in the effective Hamiltonian, there is a large
onsite energy at the ends of the chain. Further, the elec-
tron hopping and superconducting hopping amplitudes
have substantial magnitude for next-to-next and next-to-
next-to-next neighbor sites. This explains the existence
of non-topological anomalous end modes localized at the
ends of the chain.

IV. ADIABATIC PREPARATION OF FLOQUET
STATES

In this section, we study the states of a single Ki-
taev chain driven periodically. Floquet states are char-
acterized by quasienergy which is periodic with a pe-
riod ~ω in contrast to the equilibrium systems which
have eigenenergy. This makes it difficult to define a
ground state and the occupation of the Floquet states.
To overcome this problem, the periodic in time terms
in the Hamiltonian are switched on gradually starting
from the ground state of the equilibrium system9,14–16.
An eigenstate of the equilibrium system evolves into a
linear combination of different Floquet states, and the
overlap of the initial state with different Floquet states
determines the long time averaged expectation value of
a physical quantity of interest. To quantify the extent
to which an initial state |uK,i〉 has overlap with differ-
ent Floquet states |vK,j〉, we define inverse participation
ratio (IPR): Ii =

∑
j |〈vK,j |uK,i〉|4. IPR takes values

between 0 to 1 and a value equal to 1 means that the
initial state has time evolved into only one of the Flo-
quet states, whereas a much smaller value of IPR implies
that the initial state evolves into a linear combination of

many Floquet states. We average over all the initially
occupied states |uK,i〉 to quantify the extent to which
the system has evolved adiabatically into Floquet states:

Iav =
∑N/2
i=1 2Ii/N . We start with the ground state of the
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FIG. 4. Average inverse participation ratio Iav versus the
timescale of slow evolution for (a)~ω = 0.01wh, (b)~ω =
0.1wh, (c)~ω = 1wh and (d)~ω = 1.8wh. Other parameters:
LS = 10, µ = 0.2wh, ∆ = 0.9wh, V0 = 0.5wh and M = 80. A
value of Iav = 1 implies that the initial state has adiabatically
evolved into one of the Floquet states.

Hamiltonian HK,0 at time t = −∞ and switch on the pe-
riodic driving so that the full Hamiltonian of the system

is H = HK,0 + η(t)HK,1(t), where η(t) = e−t
2/τ2

, for
t < 0 and η(t) = 1, for t ≥ 0. HK,1(t) is periodic in time
with a frequency ω. We find that Iav is large for larger
values of τ/T . Also, we find that for small values of ω, Iav
is lower, since the driving can take the states away from
the occupied states to nearby eigenstates of HK,0 more
easily. However, as ω increases, for a state with energy E
near the gap, there are no plane wave states of HK,0 at
energies E±~ω and the mixing between the states is sup-
pressed making Iav larger. Further, for values of ~ω close
to Eg = ∆

√
(4w2

h − µ2 − 4∆2)/(w2
h −∆2) (where 2Eg is

the superconducting gap), mixing between the levels me-
diated by the Majorana bound state results in a lower
value of Iav. These features can be seen in Fig. 4. For
the choice of parameters in Fig. 4, Eg = 1.752wh. Hence,
the IPR is lower at ~ω = 1.8wh.

V. CURRENT FOLLOWING SWIFT SWITCH

In this section, we study the current at the junction
between two Floquet superconductors after the periodic
driving is switched on swiftly at time t = 0. For t < 0,
the system is in ground state of the undriven Hamilto-
nian. At time t = 0, periodic driving is switched on
suddenly, and we calculate the long time averaged cur-
rent at the junction between two driven Kitaev chains.
To begin with, we choose the superconducting phase dif-
ference between the Kitaev chains to be zero, and we
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FIG. 5. Long time averaged current in units of ewh/~ versus
the difference in phases of the driving potential in absence of a
superconducting phase difference. (a) ~ω = 0.5wh, (b) ~ω =
3wh, (c) ~ω = 2wh. Other parameters: µ = 0.2wh, wJ =
0.2wh, ∆ = 0.9wh, V0 = 0.5wh, M = 80 and LS = 10. For
(a), the winding number is 0 and for (b), the winding number
is 1. In (b), the weighted current JMF,av that signifies the
contribution from Floquet Majorana fermion is also plotted.
In (c), the weighted current JA,av signifies the current carried
by the anomalous end modes.

drive the two Kitaev chains with time dependent chem-
ical potentials that have the forms: µ − V0 cosωt and
µ − V0 cos(ωt + φ). In Fig. 5, the long time averaged
current versus the difference in the phase of the driving
potential φ is plotted for three values of ω. It is evident
from this figure that a net average current can be driven
across a junction between two Floquet superconductors
if the difference between phases of the driving potential
is nonzero even when the superconducting phase bias is
absent. This is one of the important results of this work,
and we term such a current anomalous current. For the
choice ~ω = 0.5wh, V0 = 0.5wh, µ = 0.2wh the wind-
ing number of the constituent Floquet superconductors
is 0. For the choice ~ω = 3wh, V0 = 0.5wh, µ = 0.2wh
the winding number of the constituent Floquet supercon-
ductors is 1.

To get an idea of the contribution of the Floquet Ma-
jorana fermions to the time average current, we calcu-
late a weighted long time averaged current, giving higher
weight to the localized Floquet states in the following
way. For a given value of φ, let Ij be the IPR of the
j-th Floquet state, let I0 be the maximum value of IPR
among the Floquet states of the system, and let Jj be the
contribution of j-th Floquet state to the long time aver-
aged current. Then, JMF,av =

∑
j e
−100(I0−Ij)Jj quan-

tifies the current carried by Floquet states according to
the extent to which they are localized. The contribution
from the Floquet states with value of IPR lower than I0
are exponentially suppressed. In Fig. 5(b), the weighted
long time averaged current JMF,av is plotted as a func-
tion of φ for the choice of parameters ~ω = 3wh wherein
each Floquet superconductor has one pair of Majorana
fermions. The Floquet states with large IPR here are
Floquet Majorana end states, as indicated by their Flo-
quet eigenvalues. It can be inferred from Fig. 5(b) that
the Floquet Majorana fermions contribute significantly
to the long time averaged current. In Fig. 5(c), the
weighted long time averaged current JA,av which has the
same expression as that of JMF,av is plotted along with
Jav for ~ω = 2wh. For this choice of parameters, there

are anomalous Floquet end modes in the system and the
current JA,av is the current carried by the anomalous end
modes as indicated by the Floquet eigenvalues for these
states. This shows that even the anomalous end modes
contribute significantly to the current whenever present.

0 0.5 1 1.5 2

-0.2

-0.15

-0.1

-0.05

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

FIG. 6. Current phase relation of the Josephson junction be-
tween Floquet superconductors. Current is in units of ewh/~.
Parameters: µ = 0.2wh, M = 80 and LS = 10. In the
legend, values of ~ω/wh, V0/wh, φ, wJ/wh, γ are indicated for
each curve.

Now, we turn to the behavior of long time averaged
current when a superconducting phase difference φS is
applied between the Floquet superconductors. We in-
vestigate the current phase relation at different values of
φ. In Fig. 6, the current phase relation is plotted for
different choices of ω, V0, φ, wJ . In a current phase rela-
tion, the maximum and minimum values of the current
not being equal in magnitude signals a diode effect. The
diode effect is quantified by the diode effect coefficient,
defined by γ = 2(Imax+Imin)/(Imax−Imin) where Imax
and Imin are the maximum and minimum values of the
current respectively in the current phase relation. The
legend indicates the values of ~ω/wh, V0/wh, φ, wJ/wh, γ
for each curve. This shows that for smaller values of ω
and V0, even though the Josephson current is large in
magnitude, a nonzero value of φ does not lead to sub-
stantial diode effect with a value of γ = 9.1 × 10−4

for φ = π/2. For ~ω = 3wh, V0 = 0.5wh, wJ = wh,
and φ = π/2, the diode effect coefficient is substan-
tially larger in magnitude with a value −0.07. For the
choice (~ω, V0, wJ) = (3wh, 0.5wh, wh), Floquet Majo-
rana fermions participate in the transport and contribute
significantly to the current. This means the Floquet Ma-
jorana fermions significantly contribute to the diode ef-
fect. We set ~ω = 3w and plot the diode effect coef-
ficient γ versus φ in Fig. 7. In Fig. 7(a), V0 = 0.5wh
and wJ = 0.2wh, and the diode effect coefficient reaches
a maximum value of around 0.07 while in Fig. 7(b),
V0 = 2wh and wJ = wh, and the diode effect coeffi-
cient can be as large as 0.85. This shows that the diode
effect coefficient can be made large by choosing a higher
value of driving amplitude V0 and making the junction
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transparent (by choosing wJ = wh).
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FIG. 7. Diode effect coefficient versus the difference in phases
of the driving potential for (a) V0 = 0.5wh, wJ = 0.2wh, (b)
V0 = 2wh, wJ = wh. Other parameters: ~ω = 3wh, µ = 0.2,
∆ = 0.9wh, LS = 10 and M = 80.

VI. CURRENT FOLLOWING SLOW SWITCH

In this section, we shall study the behavior of the
long time averaged current Jav at the junction when
the periodic drive is switched on adiabatically. To be-
gin with, we look at the dependence of Jav on φ- the
difference in phases of the driving potentials of the two
Floquet superconductors, having no difference between
their superconducting phases. Similar to Fig. 5, we
plot Jav versus φ for the two cases: (a) ~ω = 0.5wh,
and (b) ~ω = 3wh in Fig. 8 choosing other parame-
ters: µ = 0.2wh, wJ = 0.2wh, ∆ = 0.9wh, V0 = 0.5wh,
M = 80 and LS = 10. In this figure, the periodic in time
driving is switched on adiabatically with a Gaussian en-
velope over a timescale τ = 100T . On comparing Fig. 8
with Fig. 5, it can be seen that for ~ω = 0.5wh, switching
on the periodic driving adiabatically does not make much
difference to the value of Jav. For ~ω = 3wh, the value
of Jav increases significantly on adiabatically switching
on the periodic driving. This is because, the gap in the
spectrum of the undriven system is approximately 3.5wh
and for a frequency ~ω = 0.5wh, the extent of mixing
between the energy levels is lower compared to that in
the case ~ω = 3wh. For ~ω = 0.5wh, the two Floquet
superconductors do not host Floquet Majorana modes.
For ~ω = 3wh, each Floquet superconductor hosts a pair
of Floquet Majorana modes. When the system is driven
adiabatically, not only the Majorana modes, but the bulk
modes also carry a significant fraction of the long time
averaged current as can be seen from Fig. 8(b). To get
a further insight into the magnitude of the long time
average current in absence of a superconducting phase
difference, we plot the currents carried by the individual
Floquet states and their contribution to the long time
averaged current in Fig. 9 for the two cases when the
periodic driving is switched on suddenly and slowly. For
each of the cases, the contribution Jav,j of j-th Floquet
state to the long time averaged current and the current
carried Jav,F,j by the j-th Floquet state are plotted with
ordinate on the left axis. On the right axis, the prod-
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FIG. 8. Time averaged current between two Floquet super-
conductors maintained at the same superconducting phase in
units of ewh/~ versus the difference in phase of the driving
potential φ after switching on the periodic potential adiabat-
ically. The timescale τ over which the periodic driving is
switched on is 100T . (a) ~ω = 0.5wh and (b) ~ω = 3wh.
Other parameters: µ = 0.2wh, wJ = 0.2wh, ∆ = 0.9wh,
V0 = 0.5wh, M = 80 and LS = 10. In (b), the curve with
triangle shaped data points is the weighed current that gives
higher weight to the current carried by the Floquet Majorana
modes.
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FIG. 9. Current contribution Floquet states to the long time
averaged current and the current carried by the individual
Floquet states (on the left ordinate). The unit of current is
ewh/~. The product |Jav,j(Jav,j − Jav,F,j)| is on the right
ordinate. (a) τ = 0.1T , Jav = −8.74 × 10−4ewh/~ (b) τ =
100T , Jav = 1.7× 10−3ewh/~. Other parameters: ~ω = 3wh,
µ = 0.2wh, wJ = 0.2wh, ∆ = 0.9wh, V0 = 0.5wh, M = 80
and LS = 10.

uct |Jav,j(Jav,j − Jav,F,j)| is also plotted. The product
|Jav,j(Jav,j − Jav,F,j)| is zero either when the Floquet
state contributes 0% or 100% to the long time averaged
current. It can be seen that when the periodic driving
is adiabatically switched on, the product is minuscule
(∼ 10−14) for all the Floquet states whereas for sudden
switching of the driving, the product is around∼ 10−7 for
the Floquet states that carry large current. The current
carried by a pair of Floquet states is equal in magnitude
and opposite in sign. Hence, a nonadiabatic switching of
the driving leads to a longtime averaged current draw-
ing non-negligible contributions from both these Floquet
states resulting in a lower value of Jav.

We now turn to the current phase relation and the
diode effect when the periodic driving in the system is
slowly switched on. The current phase relation is quali-
tatively very similar to that in Fig. 6, except for a small
change in the numerical values of the current. We find
that the diode effect coefficient γ decreases in magni-
tude upon switching on the driving adiabatically. In
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Fig. 10(a), we plot the diode effect coefficient versus φ
for the choice of the timescale of switching on τ = 50T .
In Fig. 10(b), we plot the diode effect coefficient ver-
sus the timescale of switching on τ for φ = π/2. In
Fig. 10(c), the Josephson current for the choice of su-
perconducting phase difference φS = 1.001π is plotted
versus the timescale of switching on τ for φ = 0, π/2. It
can be seen that the difference between the Josephson
currents for φ = 0 and φ = π/2 is much larger for sudden
switching compared to that for adiabatic switching. This
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FIG. 10. (a) Diode effect coefficient versus the difference in
phases of the driving potential φ upon turning on the periodic
driving slowly over a timescale τ = 50T , (b) Diode effect
coefficient versus the timescale of switching on the periodic
driving τ , (c) Long time averaged Josephson current in units
of ewh/~ versus timescale τ over which periodic driving is
switched on for φS = 1.001π plotted for two different values of
φ indicated in the legend. Parameters: ~ω = 3wh, µ = 0.2wh,
wJ = wh, ∆ = 0.9wh, V0 = 0.5wh, M = 80 and LS = 10. It is
evident from (c) that the difference in the Josephson currents
for φ = 0 and φ = π/2 is much smaller for larger values of τ .

is in contrast to the behavior of the long time averaged
current driven by a nonzero φ in the absence of a super-
conducting phase difference. It has to be noted that the
current between the Floquet superconductors due to a
nonzero φ in absence of a superconducting phase differ-
ence is much smaller in magnitude (. 10−3ewh/~) com-
pared to the current due to a superconducting difference
(∼ 0.74ewh/~ for φS = 1.001π). Further, the deviation
of the Josephson current due to a nonzero value of φ is
much smaller when periodic driving is switched on adia-
batically in contrast to that in absence of a superconduct-
ing phase difference. It can be seen from Fig. 10(c) that
the difference between Josephson currents for φ = 0 and
φ = π/2 is 0.0764ewh/~ for sudden switching, while it is
0.0438ewh/~ for τ > 3T . This explains why the diode

effect coefficient has a lower value when the driving is
adiabatically switched on.

VII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

We studied the Floquet states of a periodically driven
Kitaev chain and calculated the winding number of trans-
lationally invariant chain as a function of the driving fre-
quency and amplitude of the driving potential. We also
find that a driven open Kitaev chain hosts end modes
that can be either topological Floquet Majorana modes
or anomalous non-topological end modes, depending on
the choice of parameters. We explain the reason behind
anomalous Floquet end modes, and their origin cannot be
explained using the topology characterized by the wind-
ing number. In Floquet systems, it is not possible to
define a ground state. We overcome this problem by
starting with the ground state of the undriven system
and switching on the periodic driving gradually over a
timescale τ . The dynamics of the system is dictated by
the overlap of different Floquet states of the system with
states of the system occupied once the periodic driving is
completely switched on. We calculate inverse participa-
tion ratio and characterize the extent to which the single
particle states of the equilibrium system get mapped to
Floquet states. We find that switching on the periodic
driving gradually over a long timescale results in initially
occupied single particle states of the undriven system
evolving into a linear combination of Floquet states with
significant weights on fewer Floquet states. In a junc-
tion between two periodically driven superconductors, a
long time averaged current can flow in the absence of
a phase bias if the driving potentials of the two super-
conductors differ by a phase. We find that the Floquet
Majorana end modes and anomalous Floquet end modes
contribute significantly to the long time averaged current
whenever present. Further, we study the current phase
relation and Josephson diode effect when the two Flo-
quet superconductors that form the junction are driven
with a difference between the phases of the driving poten-
tial. The anomalous current due to a difference in phases
of the driving potential in absence of a superconducting
phase difference is much smaller in magnitude compared
to the long time averaged Josephson current between the
Floquet superconductors. We find that the current in
absence of superconducting phase difference is substan-
tially large for the difference φ = π/2 between phases of
the driving potentials, and the magnitude of this current
increases with the timescale of switching on the periodic
driving. In contrast, we find that the diode effect coeffi-
cient, which is substantial for φ = π/2 decreases with the
timescale τ over which the periodic driving is switched
on. Anomalous current is known to flow in junctions be-
tween superconductors when the junction region has spin
orbit coupling and Zeeman field43–45. In this work, we
have shown that a nonequilibrium version of anomalous
Josephson effect manifests due to a difference in phases of
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the driving potentials of Floquet superconductors and the
effect survives in the limit when the driving is switched
on adiabatically. By measuring the Josephson current in
such driven systems, the effect can be observed in exper-
iments.

A recent work studies a way of realizing qubits us-
ing Floquet Majorana fermions wherein adiabatically in-
creasing the frequency results in stable qubits opposed
to adiabatically increasing the amplitude of the driv-
ing47. Periodically driven systems connected to super-
conducting leads have been realized experimentally48.
Floquet topological insulators have been experimentally
realized49 and it is possible to engineer superconduc-
tivity in topological insulators50,51. Superconductivity
and magnetic field together in topological insulators are
known to produce Majorana fermions. This suggests that
application of proximity superconductivity and a mag-
netic field in Floquet topological insulator is a possible
route to generate Floquet Majorana fermions. Floquet

topological matter has been realized in acoustic52 and
photonic53,54 systems. Also, there has been a proposal
for realizing Floquet topological superconductors using
light55. Many effects studied in this work also show up in
non-topological Floquet superconductors, though much
smaller in magnitude. Hence, realization of Floquet su-
perconductor is an important step in experimental inves-
tigation of the effects predicted in this work.
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