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Magnetic impurities on superconductors lead to bound states within the superconducting gap, so called
Yu-Shiba-Rusinov (YSR) states. They are parity protected, which enhances their lifetime, but makes it more
di�cult to excite them. Here, we realize the excitation of YSR states by microwaves facilitated by the tunnel
coupling to another superconducting electrode in a scanning tunneling microscope (STM). We identify the
excitation process through a family of anomalous microwave-assisted tunneling peaks originating from a
second-order resonant Andreev process, in which the microwave excites the YSR state triggering a tunneling
event transferring a total of two charges. We vary the amplitude and the frequency of themicrowave to identify
the energy threshold and the evolution of this excitation process. Our work sets an experimental basis and
proof-of-principle for the manipulation of YSR states using microwaves with an outlook towards YSR qubits.

Magnetic impurities coupled to a superconductor give
rise to Yu-Shiba-Rusinov (YSR) states, which are subgap
states protected by parity (even/odd particle number con-
servation) [1–3]. They exhibit a variety of interesting phe-
nomena including (but not limited to) their resonant char-
acter, which enhances higher order processes in tunnel-
ing (Andreev processes) or their parity protection, which
enhances their lifetime [4–6]. Comparatively long coher-
ence times can also be expected in YSR states, but work
on coherent coupling of YSR states so far has been lim-
ited [4, 7]. The �rst step towards coherent manipulation
is the use of microwaves in a tunnel junction, which leads
to microwave-assisted tunneling [8–10]. However, parity
conservation has to be considered when exciting a YSR
state using microwaves.

Elementary excitations in a superconductor, i.e. Bogoli-
ubov quasiparticles, come in pairs due to parity conser-
vation, but only one quasiparticle is needed to excite the
YSR state [11]. The second quasiparticle can escape to
the continuum, which requires excitation energies of at
least the superconducting gap, or through a tunneling
contact, where much lower excitation energies are suf-
�cient. A scanning tunneling microscope (STM) provides
such a tunneling contact o�ering the ability to manipulate
a YSR state with moderate excitation energies far below
the superconducting gap. This makes the STM an ideal
platform for the manipulation of YSR states as an exten-
sion of nondegenerate Andreev bound states to the atomic
scale [12], which provides a starting point for YSR qubits
[13–16].

Here, we demonstrate the excitation of YSR states us-
ing microwaves in the tunnel junction of an STM. We are
able to separate di�erent tunneling processes involving
the YSR states, which allows us to identify a tunneling
process that is only possible through the direct excitation
of a YSR state by the microwave. We map out an ampli-
tude threshold that has to be overcome to excite the YSR
state. This threshold depends on the applied bias voltage,
which allows for great �exibility in di�erent YSR excita-

tion schemes. In this way, we provide a proof of principle
for the excitation and manipulation of YSR states by mi-
crowaves in the presence of a tunnel junction, which is
an important prerequisite for the preparation and control
of complex YSR structures, for example, in the context of
quantum simulations.

We use a scanning tunneling microscope (STM) with
an external microwave antenna optimized for operation
between 60GHz and 90GHz [18], which is schematically
shown in Fig. 1(a). By controlled dipping of a vanadium
tip in a V(100) surface, we create a YSR state at the apex
of the tip [4, 17], which is subsequently irradiated by mi-
crowaves. In Fig. 1(b), the di�erential conductance (green
line) through a YSR state in the absence of microwaves is
shown. The salient features of the YSR state are two sharp
peaks in the superconducting gap at 𝑒𝑉 = ±(𝛥s+𝜀) corre-
sponding to the electron and hole parts of the Bogoliubov
quasiparticle (𝑉 is the bias voltage, 𝛥𝑡,𝑠 is the supercon-
ducting gap parameter in tip and sample, and 𝜀 is the YSR
energy).

In recent experiments, microwaves have successfully
been implemented in STMs with various applications,
such as resolving the internal structure of complex tun-
neling processes. Initial experiments on clean super-
conductors [10] show good agreement with a theory for
microwave-assisted tunneling [19, 20], which we refer to
in the following as Tien-Gordon (TG) theory. This theory
predicts the formation of replicas of very sharp spectral
features (e.g. coherence peaks, YSR states) at integer mul-
tiples of ℏ𝜔r/𝑒 weighted by a squared Bessel function (𝜔r
is the microwave radiation frequency, ℏ is Planck’s con-
stant, and 𝑒 is the elementary charge), which depends on
the microwave amplitude. Further work has shown that
this theory needs to be generalized beyond the tunnel-
ing regime for higher order processes such as the Joseph-
son e�ect or Andreev re�ections [8]. For a non-resonant
transfer of 𝑛 charges, replicas form at multiples of ℏ𝜔r/𝑛𝑒
[21–23]. Also, it has been demonstrated that replicas of
YSR states can show asymmetries which are not contained
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Figure 1: Tunnelingmechanisms of YSR states undermicrowave irradiation. (a) Schematic drawing of the experimental setup.
(b) Di�erential conductance measured without microwaves. Ground state tunneling is indicated by a blue arrow. No excited state
tunneling is observed (red arrow). (c) Di�erential conductance measured with microwaves at 61GHz. The energy exchange with
the microwave induces replicas. The zero order ground state tunneling is indicated by a blue arrow. Excited state tunneling induces
additional peaks, with the zero order peak indicated by a red arrow. The dashed lines in (b) and (c) are �ts to the data using the full
Green’s function model and two transport channels (one BCS and one YSR channel (cf. [4, 17])). (d-g) Schematics illustrating ground
state and excited state tunneling processes with and without microwaves. The schematics are drawn for the zero order processes,
i.e. no net energy quanta transferred. Energy quanta may be absorbed/emitted in steps 1 / 3 leading to replicas at di�erent bias
voltages.

within the TG theory [9]. This was corroborated by a sim-
pli�ed Green’s functions approach [24].
The microwaves induce an alternating voltage 𝑉ac in

the tunnel junction, which is on the order of 100 μV to
10mV. The conductance spectrumwith a YSR state irradi-
ated by microwaves at a frequency of 𝜔r/2𝜋 = 60.05GHz
and an amplitude of 570 𝜇V is shown in Fig. 1(c) (yellow
green line). We note that the temperature of the junc-
tion only increases by a few mK, which we can safely
assume to be constant in line with previous work [8].
The interaction of the tunneling electrons with the mi-
crowave leads to both the absorption and emission of en-
ergy quanta by the tunneling electrons in integer multi-
ples of ℏ𝜔r = 248.3 μeV. In the simplest approximation,
this interaction leads to the appearance of replicas of the
spectral features in Fig. 1(b). In Fig. 1(c), the expected
replicas of the YSR states are indicated by blue vertical
lines at distances of 248.3 μV. However, we also observe
a number of additional peaks marked by the red vertical
lines, which appear at 𝑒𝑉 = ±(𝛥s−𝜀)+𝑛ℏ𝜔r, where𝑛 is an
integer. This might suggest a thermal origin, but the tem-
perature of 560mK is very low and no corresponding peak
can be seen in the spectrum in the absence of microwaves
(cf. Fig. 1(b)).
To understand the origin of the di�erent peaks seen in

Fig. 1(c), we present schematics of the underlying tunnel-

ing processes in Fig. 1(d)-(g). To induce tunneling through
the YSR state without microwaves, we apply a bias volt-
age of 𝑒𝑉 = 𝛥s + 𝜀 as shown in Fig. 1(d). To illustrate
this, we divide the tunneling process into three steps us-
ing the density of states picture. In the �rst step (la-
belled 1 ), an electron is transferred across the tunnel
junction. In the second step (labelled 2 ) a Cooper pair
is split �lling the hole, but leaving the YSR state excited.
This excited quasiparticle then relaxes into the continuum
(step 3’ ) or tunnels across the junction as well (step 3 ).
If the tunnel coupling is weak, quasiparticle relaxation
in the YSR electrode dominates (step 3’ ). As the tun-
nel coupling increases, step 3 becomes dominant trans-
ferring a total of two charges across the junction. This
step is termed “resonant Andreev process” as its tunneling
path involves a real state (the YSR state [6, 9, 25]) instead
of a virtual state as in conventional Andreev re�ections
[26]. We note that higher-order transfer processes appear
in resonant tunneling processes at much lower conduc-
tances than for “conventional” tunneling, e.g. Andreev re-
�ections. Therefore, a theoretical description has to in-
clude these processes processes already at a conductance
of 2.2× 10−3𝐺0, where Andreev re�ections can still be ne-
glected (𝐺0 = 2𝑒2/ℎ is the quantum of conductance). The
event illustrated in Fig. 1(d) leads to a spectral peak indi-
cated by the blue arrow in Fig. 1(b).
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Figure 2: Di�erential Conductance as function of bias of bias voltage and microwave amplitude. (a) Experimental data
measured at a setpoint of 500 pA at 3mVwith amicrowave frequency 61GHz. (b) Calculation based on the spectrum at zero amplitude
in panel (a) using the Tien-Gordon (TG)model. The features connected to excited state tunneling aremissing. (c) Full Green’s function
model (FM) calculation showing all details as in the experimental data.

In the presence of microwaves, the tunneling process
indicated by the blue arrow in the experimental spectrum
in Fig. 1(c) is schematically shown in Fig. 1(e). We �rst
observe the conventional peak to appear at a bias voltage
of 𝑒𝑉 = 𝛥s + 𝜀, which implies that a total of zero energy
quanta are exchanged with the microwave during step 1 .
However, energy quanta can be exchanged during step 3 ,
yet without shifting the position of the peak.
In fact, the peak position only changes if energy quanta

are absorbed or emitted during step 1 such that they ap-
pear at di�erent bias voltages 𝑒𝑉 = ±(𝛥s + 𝜀) + 𝑛ℏ𝜔r in
the spectrum. Other than that, the process is analogous
to the tunneling without microwaves (cf. Fig. 1(d)). In the
following, we consider the two processes involving step
3 and 3’ together and refer to this family of peaks as
ground state tunneling.

The additional peaks seen as red lines in Fig. 1(c) cannot
be explained by ground state tunneling (cf. Fig. 1(d) and
(e)). They can be attributed to processes which originate
from tunneling events in absence of microwaves at bias
voltages of 𝑒𝑉 = 𝛥s − 𝜀 as depicted in Fig. 1(f), where we
would expect them to occur via thermal activation. How-
ever, in our experiment, the Boltzmann factor exp (− 𝜀

𝑘B𝑇
)

for a YSR state of energy 𝜀 = 280 𝜇V (for Fig. 2-4) at a
temperature of 0.56 K predicts a contribution of 0.03%, so
that thermal excitations are strongly suppressed. Indeed,
Fig. 1(b) shows no spectral feature, where the red arrow is
pointing. When we turn on the microwaves, a strong and
clear peak can be observed at the location of the red arrow,
in contrast to a strong peak in presence of microwaves
in Fig. 1(c). In this situation, the microwaves open new
transfer channels as delineated in Fig. 1(g). The absorp-
tion of multiple energy quanta during step 1 induces an
excited YSR state (step 2 ) and allows for subsequent re-
laxation into the continuum through step 3 . Multiple
quanta being absorbed or emitted during process 3 then
lead to a family of additional peaksmarked by the red lines
in Fig. 1(c) at bias voltages 𝑒𝑉 = ±(𝛥s − 𝜀) + 𝑛ℏ𝜔r. All
the peaks of this family have in common that the excited
state is aligned with the coherence peak through the bias
voltage modulo an integer number of microwave quanta,

Figure 3: Frequency dependence of the spectra at constant
microwave amplitude 𝛼 . (a) Di�erential conductance spectra
measured as function of frequency at constant microwave am-
plitude 𝛼 =

𝑒𝑉ac
ℏ𝜔r

= 3. (b) Calculated spectra in the same range as
(a) (full model). (c) Theoretical location of normal state replicas
(blue) and excited states replicas (red). (d) Base spectrum with-
out microwaves (blue) and excited states added manually (red).
The zeroth order replicas (vertical lines) connect the panels.

which is why call these processes excited state tunneling.
In order to understand the evolution of the ground state

and excited state tunneling more quantitatively, we mea-
sure di�erential conductance spectra as function of the
dimensionless microwave amplitude 𝛼 = 𝑒𝑉ac/ℏ𝜔r. Fig-
ure 2(a) shows the di�erential conductance measured at a
microwave frequency of 61GHz and a normal state con-
ductance of 𝐺N = 2.2 × 10−3𝐺0, where 𝐺0 = 2𝑒2/ℎ is
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Figure 4: Excitation threshold for the YSR state. (a) Di�erential conductance calculation (simpli�ed model) to illustrate the origin
of the tunneling processes. Ground state tunneling is shown in blue and excited state tunneling in red. (b) The weight function
for excited state tunneling for di�erent orders 𝑛 = −1, 0, 1 as indicated by the vertical lines in (a). The initial threshold is clearly
visible. (c) Slices of di�erential conductance data as function of microwave amplitude for excited state tunneling at di�erent orders
𝑛 = −1, 0, 1 as indicated by the vertical lines in (a). The simpli�ed model (SM) (solid gray line) �ts well to the experimental data and
nicely demonstrates the cuto� due to the threshold at lower amplitudes compared to when the weight function is not considered
(gray dashed line). The vertical blue lines indicate the threshold 𝛼 = 2, 3, 4, respectively.

the quantum of conductance. We can clearly see many
well de�ned peaks, which we will assign to ground state
or excited state tunneling in the following. In order to
distinguish these peaks, we use the TG model to calcu-
late the expected microwave amplitude dependence from
the measured conductance spectrumwithout microwaves
[10, 19]

𝐼 (𝑉 , 𝛼) =
∑︁
𝑛

𝐽 2𝑛 (𝛼) 𝐼 0 (𝑉 + 𝑛ℏ𝜔r/𝑒) , (1)

where 𝐽𝑛 (𝛼) is the 𝑛-th order Bessel function of the
�rst kind and 𝐼 0 (𝑉 ) is the tunneling current without mi-
crowaves. The calculated image starting from the zero
amplitude spectrum in Fig. 2(a) is shown in Fig. 2(b). We
note that the TG model does not reproduce all of the
experimentally observed peaks. The replicated peaks in
Fig. 2(b) are entirely due to ground state tunneling, so
that all additional peaks in Fig. 2(a) must be due to ex-
cited state tunneling. For comparison, we calculate the
data set in Fig. 2(a) using the full Green’s function theory
taking into account microwaves, higher order tunneling
processes (e.g. Andreev processes) as well as the interfer-
ence between them [22] (for details see the Supplemen-
tary Information [27]). We found that due to the resonant
tunneling through the YSR states the interplay between
the microwave and the higher order tunneling processes
become non-negligible such that approximative calcula-
tions fail and the full Green’s function model has to be ap-
plied (for details see the Supplementary Information [27]).
The calculation is shown in Fig. 2(c), which shows excel-
lent agreement with the measured data in Fig. 2(a). Both
ground state and excited state tunneling processes are re-
produced with the full Green’s function model.
To substantiate our claim that there are indeed two fam-

ilies of processes, we present frequency dependent dif-
ferential conductance spectra at a constant dimensionless
amplitude of 𝛼 = 3 in Fig. 3(a). The higher the order of
the replica, the more tilted the spectral feature will ap-
pear in the map. An 𝑛-th order replica of a feature at 𝑉0
moves as 𝑒𝑉 = 𝑒𝑉0 + 𝑛ℏ𝜔r. The replica and their disper-
sion are calculated from the full Green’s function theory
in Fig. 3(b) as well as presented schematically in Fig. 3(c).
We can identify four vertical lines corresponding to zero
order replicas, marked by the lines connecting panels (a),
(b), and (c). The blue and red colors mark ground state
tunneling (𝑒𝑉0 = ±(𝛥s + 𝜀)) and excited state tunneling
(𝑒𝑉0 = ±(𝛥s − 𝜀)), respectively. We note that at 𝛼 = 3,
the microwave has enough power to excite the YSR state,
such that excited state tunneling becomes possible. If the
excited state replica actually did appear in the spectrum
without microwaves, which is not the case (cf. Fig. 1(b)),
the original spectrum would appear as in Fig. 3(d). In Fig.
3(d), the excited state tunneling peak is arti�cially added
(red line), where thermal tunneling would appear. How-
ever, microwaves could trigger these transfer processes to
occur beyond a given threshold as discussed below.

In essence, the breakdown of the simple TG model (Fig.
2(b)) is expected because it leaves the ground state un-
touched and only considers the spectrum in the absence
of microwaves without taking into account processes ac-
tivated by the microwaves, such as excited state tunnel-
ing. The full model (Fig. 2(c)) agrees quantitatively with
the experiment (cf. excellent �t in Fig. 1(c)). An intuitive
understanding of themechanism behind excited state tun-
neling can be derived from a simpli�ed model. Employ-
ing a perturbative approach including second order reso-
nant Andreev processes, the excited state tunneling cur-
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rent 𝐼ex,e/h (𝑉 , 𝛼) appears as

𝐼ex,e/h (𝑉 , 𝛼) =
∑︁
𝑛

𝑤 (𝛼, 𝑛) 𝐽 2𝑛 (𝛼) 𝐼 0ex,e/h (𝑉 ± 𝑛ℏ𝜔r/𝑒) ,

(2)
where e/h refers to the peak at negative/positive bias volt-
age 𝑒𝑉 = ∓(𝛥s − 𝜀). The bare excited state tunneling
current 𝐼 0ex,e/h (𝑉 ) is replicated by the microwave beyond
an amplitude threshold (see below). This is described in
the Supplementary Information along with details on the
approximations being used [27]. We further introduce a
weight function

𝑤 (𝛼, 𝑛) =
∑︁

𝑚≥𝑚0−𝑛
𝐽 2𝑚 (𝛼) , (3)

which sums over all possible energy quanta that can be
exchanged during step 1 , where𝑚0 =

⌈
2𝜀
ℏ𝜔r

⌉
is the min-

imum number of quanta needed to excite the YSR state
(cf. Fig. 1(g)). The excited state tunneling current in Eq.
(2) and the weight function in Eq. (3) show that step 1 in
Fig. 1(g) only contributes to the magnitude of the current,
but it does not generate any replica. This also explains
why the replica are a distance ℏ𝜔r/𝑒 apart despite two
charges being transferred in the whole process. A very
similar argument can be made for step 3 of the ground
state tunneling in Fig. 1(e). However, in this case the sum
condition in theweight function is𝑚 > 𝑛−𝑚0, which does
not introduce a new threshold, but just leads to a renor-
malization of the spectral weight. A number of di�erent
approximations between the full model and the simpli�ed
model in Eq. (2) can bemade, e.g. [24], which are discussed
in the Supplementary Information [27].
In Fig. 4(a), we separately calculate the ground state

and excited state tunneling conductances using Eq. (2)
and the corresponding formula for ground state tunnel-
ing [27], which are shown in blue and red, respectively.
The stepped shaded area around zero bias voltage repre-
sents the threshold amplitude needed to activate excited
state tunneling. The weight function for the 𝑛 = −1, 0, 1
processes marked in Fig. 4(a) are plotted in Fig. 4(b) as
function of dimensionless microwave amplitude 𝛼 . We
see that the threshold is not a sharp cuto�, but follows the
leading edge of the lowest order Bessel function 𝐽 22,3,4 (𝛼),
respectively, enabling the process. For 𝑛 = −1, 0, 1, the
threshold is roughly at 𝛼 ≥ 2, 3, 4, respectively, when the
weight function becomes signi�cant. To demonstrate the
threshold e�ect of the weight function, we plot the cor-
responding data from Fig. 2(a) at 𝑛 = −1, 0, 1 in Fig. 4(c).
The �ts are shown with and without the weight function
as solid and dashed grey line, respectively. We can di-
rectly see how the weight function imposes the threshold
for small amplitudes and nicely follows the experimental
data.
At this point, we emphasize that here YSR states are

excited using energies much smaller than the minimal en-
ergy 𝛥𝐸 > 𝛥s + 𝜀, if the YSR state is connected to a tunnel
junction. In fact, the excitation energy can be as low as
2𝜀 (cf. Fig. 1(g) and Eq. (2)), which we have demonstrated
through the excited state tunneling process and the im-
posed activation threshold. Even though two electrons

are transferred in the resonant tunneling process through
the YSR state, the replica are spaced ℏ𝜔r/𝑒 apart instead
of ℏ𝜔r/2𝑒 as for conventional Andreev re�ections. Hence,
the spacing between replica cannot be used for inferring
the number of charges being transferred. Our ability to
excite YSR states with high precision can now be exploited
for direct manipulation protocols. This opens up new
possibilities for pump-probe schemes to address the �nite
lifetime of YSR states.

In summary, we have conducted a proof-of-princple ex-
periment showing that the combination of a tunneling
current and microwave radiation can excite YSR states
without the need to cross the energy gap. In particular,
microwave-assisted tunneling can be used as a tool not
only for ground state tunneling, but also for excited state
tunneling. The sub-gap excitation is attractive for future
applications (such as information storage) as it does not
introduce decoherence by coupling to the continuum to
which the YSR state is coupled. Therefore, microwaves
could pave the path towards coherent manipulation, sim-
ilar to ESR-STM [28] or Andreev qubit architectures [14].
Additionally, this work has shown replicas at multiples of
ℏ𝜔r/𝑒 as opposed to the ℏ𝜔r/2𝑒 that one would expect for
a two-electron process. Pulse schemes or shot noise mea-
surements [29, 30] could shed further light on this process.
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Supplementary Material

Figure S1: Topography of the V(100) surface. The data was
obtained at a set point of 100 pA with a bias voltage of 3mV.

TIP AND SAMPLE PREPARATION

The V(100) sample was cleaned by repeated Argon ion
bombardment and annealing to 700 ◦C. The typical ap-
pearance of the surface are square terraces with an oxy-
gen reconstruction as shown in Fig. S1 The tip was made
superconducting using �eld emission (40 V bias voltage
and 15 𝜇A current). By controlled dipping (4 nm dip at
100mV), YSR states were created on the apex of the tip
[1, 2]. For the present system, depending on the exact
composition of the apex, the YSR states appear at di�er-
ent energies, allowing us to tune the YSR energy to the
relevant frequency range between 60-100GHz.

MICROWAVE TRANSMISSION

Themicrowave setup is similar to the one introduced in
Ref. [3]. The microwave source is a Keysight 8257D fre-
quency generator (up to 20GHz), whose frequency out-
put is multiplied by a factor of six using a Virginia Diodes
WR12SGX device. A millimeter wave 511E attenuator is
used to tune the attenuation. In the vacuum chamber, we
use semirigid Cu coaxial cables, which, starting at the 4 K
stage, is replaced by a superconducting semirigid coaxial
cable. Finally, the radiation is transmitted through vac-
uum to the tunnel junction using a custom made bow-tie
antenna on a chip [3]. To measure the transfer function,
we use a feedback scheme as shown in Fig. S2. We broaden
the peak by applying a lock-in amplitude and then reduce
the attenuation until the peak drops below a threshold of
80 % of its maximum value. Then the ratio of the actual
peak height 𝐴𝜔 to the original peak height 𝐴0 is used to
calculated the ac amplitude according to: 𝐴𝜔

𝐴0
= 𝐽 20

(
𝑒𝑉ac
ℏ𝜔

)
,

where 𝐽0 is the zeroth order Bessel function of the �rst

Figure S2: Illustration of the algorithm for the transfer
function determination. The plot shows di�erential conduc-
tance spectra of a coherence peak at di�erent values of mi-
crowave attenuation. The spectra are o�set in voltage for clarity.
Starting from a previously determined attenuation, the attenua-
tion is reduced in steps of 1 dB until the peak height is below the
threshold of 80% of the original peak. The data was measured
at a frequency of 61.1GHz, and a setpoint current of 100 pA at a
bias voltage of 3mV.

kind.

FULL GREEN’S FUNCTION THEORY

General theory

In this section we show how the general theory of
photon-assisted tunneling in superconducting junctions
developed in Ref. 22 can be adapted to the description of
the microwave-assisted tunneling through amagnetic im-
purity coupled to superconducting leads. Our goal is to
calculate the current through a voltage biased supercon-
ducting tunnel junction in the presence of a monochro-
matic radiation of frequency 𝜔r. For simplicity, we fo-
cus on the case of a single channel contact. We assume
that the external radiation produces an e�ective time-
dependent voltage 𝑉 (𝑡) = 𝑉 + 𝑉ac sin𝜔r𝑡 . The task now
is to extend the theory for multiple Andreev re�ections
(MARs) to the case of such a time-dependent voltage, for
which the so-called Hamiltonian approach is a convenient
starting point [5]. The irradiated single channel supercon-
ducting tunnel junction can be described by means of the
following tight-binding-like Hamiltonian [5]

𝐻̂ = 𝐻̂L + 𝐻̂R +
∑︁
𝜎

{
𝑡 𝑐

†
L𝜎𝑐R𝜎 + 𝑡∗ 𝑐†R𝜎𝑐L𝜎

}
, (S1)

where 𝐻L,R are the Hamiltonians following Bardeen-
Cooper-Schrie�er (BCS) theory for the isolated elec-
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trodes. In the coupling term, L and R stand for the outer-
most sites of each electrode, and 𝑡 is a hopping parameter
describing the coupling between these sites. This param-
eter determines the normal state transmission coe�cient
𝜏 of this model in a way that depends on the nature of the
tunnel junction. For instance, in a tunnel junction formed
by two conventional BCS superconductors, the transmis-
sion adopts the form

𝜏 =
4(𝑡/𝑊 )2

[1 + (𝑡/𝑊 )2]2
, where𝑊 = 1/𝜋𝜌𝐹 , (S2)

with 𝜌𝐹 being the electrodes’ density of states at the Fermi
level [5].

In this model the current evaluated at the interface be-
tween the two electrodes adopts the form

𝐼 (𝑡) = 𝑖𝑒

ℏ

∑︁
𝜎

{
𝑡 〈𝑐†L𝜎 (𝑡)𝑐R𝜎 (𝑡)〉 − 𝑡∗〈𝑐†R𝜎 (𝑡)𝑐L𝜎 (𝑡)〉

}
. (S3)

The nonequilibrium expectation values in Eq. (S3) can be
expressed in terms of the Keldysh-Green functions 𝐺+−

𝑖 𝑗

(𝑖, 𝑗 = L,R), which in the 2× 2 Nambu representation read

𝐺+−
𝑖 𝑗 (𝑡, 𝑡 ′) = 𝑖

(
〈𝑐†

𝑗↑(𝑡
′)𝑐𝑖↑(𝑡)〉 〈𝑐 𝑗↓(𝑡 ′)𝑐𝑖↑(𝑡)〉

〈𝑐†
𝑗↑(𝑡

′)𝑐†
𝑖↓(𝑡)〉 〈𝑐 𝑗↓(𝑡 ′)𝑐†𝑖↓(𝑡)〉

)
. (S4)

Thus, the current can be now written as

𝐼 (𝑡) = 𝑒

ℏ
Tr

[
𝜏3

(
𝑡LR (𝑡)𝐺+−

RL (𝑡, 𝑡) −𝐺+−
LR (𝑡, 𝑡)𝑡RL (𝑡)

)]
,

(S5)
where 𝜏3 is the corresponding Pauli matrix in Nambu
space, Tr denotes the trace in Nambu space and the 𝑡 ’s
are given by

𝑡LR (𝑡) = 𝑡
†
RL (𝑡) =

(
𝑡𝑒𝑖𝜙 (𝑡 )/2 0

0 −𝑡∗𝑒−𝑖𝜙 (𝑡 )/2

)
. (S6)

Here, 𝜙 (𝑡) = 𝜙0 + 𝜔0𝑡 + 2𝛼 cos𝜔r𝑡 is the time-dependent
superconducting phase di�erence. In this expression,𝜙0 is
the dc part of the superconducting phase di�erence, 𝜔0 =

2𝑒𝑉 /ℏ is the Josephson frequency, and the constant 𝛼 =

𝑒𝑉ac/(ℏ𝜔r) measures the strength of the coupling to the
electromagnetic �eld, and is proportional to the square
root of the radiation power.
Using the relation

𝑒𝑖𝑧 cos𝜙 =
∑︁
𝑘

𝑖𝑘 𝐽𝑘 (𝑧)𝑒𝑖𝑘𝜙 , (S7)

where 𝐽𝑘 (𝑧) is the Bessel function of order𝑘 , one canwrite
the time dependence of the hopping as follows

𝑡𝑒𝑖𝜙 (𝑡 )/2 = 𝑡𝑒𝑖 (𝜙0+𝜔0𝑡 )/2
∑︁
𝑘

𝑖𝑚 𝐽𝑘 (𝛼)𝑒𝑖𝑘𝜔r𝑡 . (S8)

In order to determine the Green functions we follow a
perturbative scheme and treat the coupling term in the
Hamiltonian (cf. Eq. (S1)) as a perturbation. The un-
perturbed Green functions 𝑔𝑟,𝑎 correspond to the uncou-
pled electrodes in equilibrium, where the superscript 𝑟 , 𝑎
denotes the retarded and advanced components, respec-
tively. Following Ref. [5], one can express the current in
terms of a 𝑇 -matrix, rather than in terms of the Green
functions. The𝑇 -matrix associated to the time-dependent
perturbation of Eq. (S6) is de�ned as

𝑇 𝑟,𝑎 = 𝑡 + 𝑡 ◦ 𝑔𝑟,𝑎 ◦𝑇 𝑟,𝑎, (S9)

where the ◦ product is a shorthand for integration over
intermediate time arguments. With this de�nition, it is
easy to show that

𝑇
𝑟,𝑎

LR = 𝑡LR + 𝑡LR ◦ 𝑔𝑟,𝑎R ◦ 𝑡RL ◦ 𝑔𝑟,𝑎L ◦𝑇 𝑟,𝑎

LR , (S10)

𝑇
𝑟,𝑎

RL = 𝑡RL + 𝑡RL ◦ 𝑔𝑟,𝑎L ◦ 𝑡LR ◦ 𝑔𝑟,𝑎R ◦𝑇 𝑟,𝑎

RL . (S11)

As shown in Ref. [5], the current in terms of the T-matrix
components reads

𝐼 (𝑡) = 𝑒
ℏ
Tr

[
𝜏3

(
𝑇 𝑟
LR ◦ 𝑔+−R ◦𝑇𝑎

RL ◦ 𝑔𝑎L − 𝑔𝑟L ◦𝑇 𝑟
LR ◦ 𝑔+−R ◦𝑇𝑎

RL+

𝑔𝑟R ◦𝑇 𝑟
RL ◦ 𝑔+−L ◦𝑇𝑎

LR −𝑇 𝑟
RL ◦ 𝑔+−L ◦𝑇𝑎

LR ◦ 𝑔𝑎R
)]

.

(S12)

In order to solve the𝑇 -matrix integral equation, it is con-
venient to Fourier transform with respect to the temporal
arguments:

𝑇 (𝑡, 𝑡 ′) = 1
2𝜋

∫
𝑑𝐸

∫
𝑑𝐸 ′ 𝑒−𝑖𝐸𝑡/ℏ𝑒𝑖𝐸

′𝑡 ′/ℏ 𝑇 (𝐸, 𝐸 ′).
(S13)

Due to time dependence of the coupling element (see
Eq. (S6)), one can show that 𝑇 (𝐸, 𝐸 ′) admits the follow-
ing solution:

𝑇 (𝐸, 𝐸 ′) =
∑︁
𝑛,𝑚

𝑇 (𝐸, 𝐸+𝑛𝑒𝑉 +𝑚ℏ𝜔r)𝛿 (𝐸−𝐸 ′+𝑛𝑒𝑉 +𝑚ℏ𝜔r) .

(S14)
Thus, one can �nally write down the current as

𝐼 (𝑡) =
∑︁
𝑛,𝑚

𝐼𝑚𝑛 exp [𝑖 (𝑛𝜙0 + 𝑛𝜔0𝑡 +𝑚𝜔r𝑡)] , (S15)

where the current amplitudes 𝐼𝑚𝑛 can be expressed in
terms of the T-matrix Fourier components, 𝑇𝑘𝑙

𝑛𝑚 (𝐸) ≡
𝑇 (𝐸 + 𝑛𝑒𝑉 + 𝑘ℏ𝜔r, 𝐸 +𝑚𝑒𝑉 + 𝑙ℏ𝜔r), in the following way

𝐼𝑚𝑛 =
𝑒

ℎ

∫
𝑑𝐸

∑︁
𝑖,𝑘

Tr
[
𝜏3

(
𝑇

𝑟
0𝑘
LR,0𝑖𝑔

+−
𝑘
R,𝑖𝑇

𝑎
𝑘𝑚
RL,𝑖𝑛𝑔

𝑎
𝑚
L,𝑛 − 𝑔

𝑟
0
L,0𝑇

𝑟
0𝑘
LR,0𝑖𝑔

+−
𝑘
R,𝑖𝑇

𝑎
𝑘𝑚
RL,𝑖𝑛 + 𝑔

𝑟
0
R,0𝑇

𝑟
0𝑘
RL,0𝑖𝑔

+−
𝑘
L,𝑖𝑇

𝑎
𝑘𝑚
LR,𝑖𝑛 −𝑇

𝑟
0𝑘
RL,0𝑖𝑔

+−
𝑘
L,𝑖𝑇

𝑎
𝑘𝑚
LR,𝑖𝑛𝑔

𝑎
𝑚
R,𝑛

)]
. (S16)
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We are interested in the dc current 𝐼dc. In general, this current is the sum of two contributions 𝐼dc = 𝐼B + 𝐼Shapiro, where
𝐼B ≡ 𝐼 00 (cf. Eq. (S15)) is a background current and 𝐼Shapiro =

∑
𝑛,𝑚 𝐼𝑚𝑛 𝑒𝑖𝑛𝜙0𝛿 (𝑉 − 𝑉𝑚

𝑛 ) is the current from Shapiro steps
contribution at discrete voltages 𝑉𝑚

𝑛 = (𝑚/𝑛)ℏ𝜔r/2𝑒 . We shall ignore the contribution from the Shapiro steps in the
following and focus only on the background current.
Using the relations

(𝑇
𝑎
𝑘𝑙
RL,𝑖 𝑗 )

† = 𝑇
𝑟
𝑙𝑘
LR, 𝑗𝑖 and 𝑇

𝑟
𝑘𝑙
LR,𝑖 𝑗 = (−1)𝑘−𝑙𝑇

𝑎
𝑘𝑙
LR,𝑖 𝑗 , (S17)

which can be demonstrated using the corresponding 𝑇 -matrix equations for these components, we can write the dc

current exclusively in terms of 𝑇𝑘
𝑖 ≡ 𝑇

𝑎
𝑘0
LR,𝑖0 as follows

𝐼dc =
2𝑒
ℎ

∫
𝑑𝐸

∑︁
𝑖,𝑘

ReTr
[
𝜏3

(
𝑔
𝑎
𝑘
L,𝑖𝑇

𝑘
𝑖 𝑔

+−
0
R,0𝑇

𝑘†
𝑖

−𝑇
𝑘†
𝑖
𝑔
+−
𝑘
L,𝑖𝑇

𝑘
𝑖 𝑔

𝑎
0
R,0

)]
. (S18)

Finally, the 𝑇𝑘
𝑖 ful�ll the following set of linear algebraic equations

𝑇𝑘
𝑖 = 𝑡𝑘𝑖 +

∑︁
𝑙

{
Ê𝑘𝑙
𝑖,𝑖𝑇

𝑙
𝑖 + V̂𝑘𝑙

𝑖,𝑖+2𝑇
𝑙
𝑖+2 + V̂𝑘𝑙

𝑖,𝑖−2𝑇
𝑙
𝑖−2

}
, (S19)

where the di�erent matrix coe�cients adopt the following form in terms of the unperturbed Green functions

𝑡𝑘𝑖 =
𝑡

2
𝐽𝑘 (𝛼)

[
𝑖𝑘 (1̂ + 𝜏3) 𝛿𝑖,−1 − (−𝑖)𝑘 (1̂ − 𝜏3) 𝛿𝑖,1

]
Ê𝑘𝑙
𝑖,𝑖 = 𝑡2𝑖𝑘+𝑙

∑︁
𝑗

(−1) 𝑗 𝐽𝑘−𝑗 (𝛼) 𝐽 𝑗−𝑙 (𝛼)
(
(𝑔 𝑗

𝑅,𝑖+1)11 (𝑔
𝑙
𝐿,𝑖
)11 (𝑔 𝑗

𝑅,𝑖+1)11 (𝑔
𝑙
𝐿,𝑖
)12

(𝑔 𝑗
𝑅,𝑖−1)22 (𝑔

𝑙
𝐿,𝑖
)21 (𝑔 𝑗

𝑅,𝑖−1)22 (𝑔
𝑙
𝐿,𝑖
)22

)
V̂𝑘𝑙

𝑖,𝑖+2 = −𝑡2𝑖𝑘−𝑙
∑︁
𝑗

𝐽𝑘−𝑗 (𝛼) 𝐽 𝑗−𝑙 (𝛼) (𝑔 𝑗𝑅,𝑖+1)12
(
(𝑔𝑙

𝐿,𝑖+2)21 (𝑔𝑙
𝐿,𝑖+2)22

0 0

)
V̂𝑘𝑙

𝑖,𝑖−2 = −𝑡2𝑖𝑙−𝑘
∑︁
𝑗

𝐽𝑘−𝑗 (𝛼) 𝐽 𝑗−𝑙 (𝛼) (𝑔 𝑗𝑅,𝑖−1)21
(

0 0
(𝑔𝑙

𝐿,𝑖−2)11 (𝑔𝑙
𝐿,𝑖−2)12

)
,

where we have used the shorthand notation (𝑔𝑘L,𝑖 )𝛼,𝛽 =

𝑔𝑎L,𝛼,𝛽 (𝐸 + 𝑖𝑒𝑉 + 𝑘ℏ𝜔r), where 𝛼, 𝛽 = 1, 2 are indexes in
Nambu space.

Approximations

In general, one has to solve Eq. (S19) numerically to
then evaluate the current via Eq. (S18). However, in low-
transmission junctions there are a number of approxi-
mations that one can make. In the deep tunnel regime
(when the tunnel coupling is the smallest energy scale),
one can use the following approximation for the solution
of Eq. (S19):

𝑇𝑘
𝑖 ≈ 𝑡𝑘𝑖 (𝑖 = ±1). (S20)

This leads to the standard Tien-Gordon result for the tun-
neling of single quasiparticles (see below).
If we want to consider at least the lowest order Andreev

re�ection, the next approximation is

𝑇𝑘
1 ≈ 𝑡𝑘1 +

∑︁
𝑙

V̂𝑘𝑙
1,−1𝑡

𝑙
−1,

𝑇𝑘
−1 ≈ 𝑡𝑘−1 +

∑︁
𝑙

V̂𝑘𝑙
−1,1𝑡

𝑙
1 . (S21)

Using this approximation in Eq. (S18), we get the lowest-
order approximation for the contributions of both the
quasiparticle current (|𝑡 |2) and the Andreev re�ection
(|𝑡 |4). Additionally, one gets terms like a higher order con-
tribution for the quasiparticle current.

The previous two approximations are perturbative in
nature and may lead to divergencies, if they are not prop-
erly regularized. This is what happens, for instance, when
there is a bound state inside the gap with a very long life-
time. In those cases, one can �x that problem by solving
the following closed system for 𝑇𝑘

1 and 𝑇𝑘
−1:

𝑇𝑘
1 = 𝑡𝑘𝑖 +

∑︁
𝑙

{
Ê𝑘𝑙
1,1𝑇

𝑙
1 + V̂𝑘𝑙

1,−1𝑇
𝑙
−1

}
𝑇𝑘
−1 = 𝑡𝑘−1 +

∑︁
𝑙

{
Ê𝑘𝑙
−1,−1𝑇

𝑙
1 + V̂𝑘𝑙

−1,1𝑇
𝑙
1

}
, (S22)

whose solution is
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𝑇1 =

[
1 − Ê1,1 − V̂1,−1

[
1 − Ê−1,−1

]−1 V̂−1,1
]−1 (

𝑡1 + V̂1,−1
[
1 − Ê−1,−1

]−1
𝑡−1

)
,

𝑇−1 =

[
1 − Ê−1,−1 − V̂−1,1

[
1 − Ê1,1

]−1 V̂1,−1
]−1 (

𝑡−1 + V̂−1,1
[
1 − Ê1,1

]−1
𝑡1

)
. (S23)

Note that in Eq. (S23) the di�erent matrices have to be un-
derstood as big matrices in microwave space. It is worth
remarking that this approximation exactly reproduces the
results for the YSR problem for the typical transmissions
of the experiments.
Actually, there are intermediate approximations that

seem to work very well. For instance, to regularize the
quasiparticle term the following approximation su�ces

𝑇1 ≈
[
1 − Ê1,1

]−1
𝑡1,

𝑇−1 ≈
[
1 − Ê−1,−1

]−1
𝑡−1, (S24)

Here, one can ignore the o�-diagonal elements (in Nambu
space) of Ê𝑖,𝑖 .

The minimal approximation to regularize the Andreev
term is given by

𝑇1 ≈
[
1 − Ê1,1

]−1 (
𝑡1 + V̂1,−1

[
1 − Ê−1,−1

]−1
𝑡−1

)
,

𝑇−1 ≈
[
1 − Ê−1,−1

]−1 (
𝑡−1 + V̂−1,1

[
1 − Ê1,1

]−1
𝑡1

)
,(S25)

where again one can ignore the o�-diagonal elements (in

Nambu space) of Ê𝑖,𝑖 .

YSR states + microwaves

To describe the tunneling through an YSR impurity we
use the mean-�eld Anderson impurity model put forward
in Refs. [1, 6]. Within this model the Green’s functions
of the electrodes are given as follows. For the left elec-
trode, which is superconducting, we use the standard BCS
Green’s functions:

𝑔L (𝐸) =
−𝜋𝑁0,L√︃
𝛥2
L − 𝐸2

[𝐸𝜏0 + 𝛥L𝜏1] , (S26)

where 𝑁0,L is the density of states at the Fermi energy of
the left electrode in the normal conducting state. On the
other hand, the Green functions for the right electrode
features a superconducting electrode with the impurity,
adopt the form [6]

𝑔R (𝐸) =
1

𝐷 (𝐸)
©­«
𝐸𝛤R + (𝐸 +𝑈 − 𝐽 )

√︃
𝛥2
R − 𝐸2 𝛤R𝛥R

𝛤R𝛥R 𝐸𝛤R + (𝐸 −𝑈 − 𝐽 )
√︃
𝛥2
R − 𝐸2

ª®¬ , (S27)

where

𝐷 (𝐸) = 2𝛤R𝐸 (𝐸 − 𝐽 ) +
[
(𝐸 − 𝐽 )2 −𝑈 2 − 𝛤 2

R
] √︃

𝛥2
R − 𝐸2. (S28)

Here, we have de�ned the tunneling rate 𝛤R = 𝜋𝑁0,R𝑡
2
R

(a similar rate 𝛤L = 𝜋𝑁0,L𝑡
2
L describes the strength of the

tip-impurity coupling).
Let us recall that the condition for the appearance of su-

perconducting bound states is 𝐷 (𝐸) = 0. In particular, the
spin-induced YSR states appear in the limit |𝐽 | � 𝛥R (and
they are inside the gap when also 𝛤R � 𝛥R). In this case,
there is a pair of fully spin-polarized YSR bound states at
energies ±𝜖 , where

𝜖 = 𝛥R
𝐽 2 − 𝛤 2

R −𝑈 2√︃[
𝛤 2
R + (𝐽 −𝑈 )2

] [
𝛤 2
R + (𝐽 +𝑈 )2

] , (S29)

which in the electron-hole symmetric case𝑈 = 0 reduces
to

𝜖 = 𝛥R
𝐽 2 − 𝛤 2

R

𝐽 2 + 𝛤 2
R
. (S30)

In this case, using the approximation of Eq. (S20) we ar-
rive at the following expression for the quasiparticle cur-
rent to the lowest order in the tunnel coupling:

𝐼qp ≈
4𝑒𝜋2 |𝑡 |2

ℎ

∑︁
𝑘

𝐽 2
𝑘
(𝛼)

∫ ∞

−∞
𝜌L (𝐸 − 𝑒𝑉 + 𝑘ℏ𝜔r)𝜌R (𝐸) [𝑓 (𝐸 − 𝑒𝑉 + ℏ𝜔r) − 𝑓 (𝐸)] 𝑑𝐸, (S31)
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where 𝜌𝑖 (𝐸) is the density of states of electrode 𝑖 and 𝑓 (𝐸)
is the Fermi function. This is simply the standard Tien-
Gordon result. Thus, because of the presence of YSR states
inside the gap (with energy 𝜖 > 0), one expects the mi-
crowaves to give rise to a series of conductance peaks at
𝑒𝑉 = 𝛥S + 𝜖 +𝑚ℏ𝜔r with a height that should evolve with

the microwave power as 𝐽 2𝑚 (𝛼).
Using the approximation of Eq. (S21) and selecting the

contribution to the resonant Andreev re�ection, we arrive
at the following expression for the current due to the res-
onant Andreev re�ection (to lowest order in the tunnel
coupling):

𝐼AR ≈ 8𝑒𝜋2 |𝑡 |4
ℎ

∑︁
𝑘,𝑙

𝐽 2
𝑘
(𝛼) 𝐽 2

𝑙
(𝛼)

∫ ∞

−∞
𝜌L (𝐸 − 𝑒𝑉 + 𝑘ℏ𝜔r) 𝜌L (𝐸 + 𝑒𝑉 + 𝑙ℏ𝜔r) | (𝑔R)12 (𝐸) |2 ×

[𝑓 (𝐸 − 𝑒𝑉 + 𝑘ℏ𝜔r) − 𝑓 (𝐸 + 𝑒𝑉 + 𝑙ℏ𝜔r)] 𝑑𝐸, (S32)

where (𝑔R)12 (𝐸) is the anomalous Green function at the
impurity site and it is given in Eq. (S27).
Equations (S31) and (S32) nicely explain the physics of

the experimental observation. The last remaining thing is

to establish what are the simplest expressions that regu-
larize these equations when the YSR states are very long
lived. After some careful analysis, we have arrived at the
following regularized expressions:

𝐼
(reg)
qp ≈ 4𝑒𝜋2 |𝑡 |2

ℎ

∑︁
𝑘

𝐽 2
𝑘
(𝛼)

∫ ∞

−∞


𝜌L (𝐸 − 𝑒𝑉 + 𝑘ℏ𝜔r)𝜌R,1 (𝐸)��1 − |𝑡 |2 𝐽 2

𝑘
(𝛼) (𝑔

𝑎
𝑘
L,−1)11 (𝑔

𝑎
0
R,0)11

��2 [𝑓 (𝐸 − 𝑒𝑉 + ℏ𝜔r) − 𝑓 (𝐸)] −

𝜌L (𝐸 + 𝑒𝑉 + 𝑘ℏ𝜔r)𝜌R,2 (𝐸)��1 − |𝑡 |2 𝐽 2
𝑘
(𝛼) (𝑔

𝑎
𝑘
L,1)22 (𝑔

𝑎
0
R,0)22

��2 [𝑓 (𝐸 + 𝑒𝑉 + ℏ𝜔r) − 𝑓 (𝐸)]
 𝑑𝐸, (S33)

where 𝜌R,𝑖 (𝐸) = (1/𝜋)Im
{
(𝑔

𝑎
0
R,0)𝑖𝑖

}
(𝑖 = 1, 2), [𝜌R (𝐸) = 𝜌R,1 (𝐸) + 𝜌R,2 (−𝐸)], and

𝐼
(reg)
AR ≈ 8𝑒𝜋2 |𝑡 |4

ℎ

∑︁
𝑘,𝑙

𝐽 2
𝑘
(𝛼) 𝐽 2

𝑙
(𝛼)

∫ ∞

−∞

𝜌L (𝐸 − 𝑒𝑉 + 𝑘ℏ𝜔r) 𝜌L (𝐸 + 𝑒𝑉 + 𝑙ℏ𝜔r) | (𝑔R)12 (𝐸) |2�� [1 − |𝑡 |2 𝐽 2
𝑘
(𝛼) (𝑔

𝑎
𝑘
L,−1)11 (𝑔

𝑎
0
R,0)11

] [
1 − |𝑡 |2 𝐽 2

𝑙
(𝛼) (𝑔

𝑎
𝑙
L,1)22 (𝑔

𝑎
0
R,0)22

] ��2 ×

[𝑓 (𝐸 − 𝑒𝑉 + 𝑘ℏ𝜔r) − 𝑓 (𝐸 + 𝑒𝑉 + 𝑙ℏ𝜔r)] 𝑑𝐸. (S34)

Notice that the only di�erence with respect to the per-
turbative results above is the presence of a denominator
that regularizes the eventual divergencies. For a compari-
son of these approximationswith the full Green’s function
model, see Section .
In Fig. S3, we show an example of the di�erential con-

ductance as a function of the bias voltage 𝑉 and 𝛼 com-
puted with Eqs. (S33) and (S34), i.e. we computed the total
current as the sum of those two contributions. The param-
eters are given in Table SI. As one can see, these equations
reproduce all the salient features of the experiment.
Finally, to make contact with recent results [7], we de-

�ne the energy-dependent tunneling rates for electrons 𝛤e
and holes 𝛤h as

𝛤e (𝐸) = 2𝜋 |𝑡 |2𝜌L (𝐸)𝑢̃2, (S35)
𝛤h (𝐸) = 2𝜋 |𝑡 |2𝜌L (𝐸)𝑣2, (S36)

where the coherent factors 𝑢̃2 and 𝑣2 in our model are

given by

𝑢̃2 =
2𝛥R 𝐽 𝛤

2
R[

𝛤 2
R + (𝐽 +𝑈 )2

] 1√︃[
𝛤 2
R + (𝐽 +𝑈 )2

] [
𝛤 2
R + (𝐽 −𝑈 )2

] ,
𝑣2 =

2𝛥R 𝐽 𝛤
2
R[

𝛤 2
R + (𝐽 −𝑈 )2

] 1√︃[
𝛤 2
R + (𝐽 +𝑈 )2

] [
𝛤 2
R + (𝐽 −𝑈 )2

] .
With these de�nitions, the anomalous Green’s function in
the impurity can be approximated by (for energies close
to the YSR energy)

| (𝑔R)12 (𝐸) |2 ≈
𝑢̃2𝑣2

(𝐸 − 𝜖)2 + 𝜂2R
. (S37)

Thus, the perturbative expression for the current contri-
bution of the resonant AR of Eq. (S32) becomes
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𝐼AR ≈ 2𝑒
ℎ

∑︁
𝑘,𝑙

𝐽 2
𝑘
(𝛼) 𝐽 2

𝑙
(𝛼) ×

∫ ∞

−∞

𝛤e (𝐸 − 𝑒𝑉 − 𝑘ℏ𝜔r) 𝛤h (𝐸 + 𝑒𝑉 + 𝑙ℏ𝜔r)
(𝐸 − 𝜖)2 + 𝜂2R

[𝑓 (𝐸 − 𝑒𝑉 − 𝑘ℏ𝜔r) − 𝑓 (𝐸 + 𝑒𝑉 + 𝑙ℏ𝜔r)] 𝑑𝐸.

(S38)

Figure S3: Calculated di�erential conductance map as
function of microwave amplitude Calculation of the YSR
state replica as function of bias voltage and microwave ampli-
tude using the regularized quasiparticle and Andreev currents
(Eq. (S33) and (S34)). The excited state tunneling is clearly visi-
ble for higher amplitudes.

This expression has to be compared with Eq. (40) in
Ref. [7]. A list of parameters that were used to obtain the
calculated spectra in the di�erent �gures is given in Table
SI.

VALIDITY OF THE MODELS

Resonant tunneling easily involves higher order tun-
neling long before higher orders become signi�cant in
nonresonant tunneling. This is particularly the case when
resonant tunneling is combined with the interaction with
microwaves. We, therefore, evaluate up to which trans-
parencies such approximations are valid in di�erent mod-
els. Here, we compare three models:

1. Full Green’s functions model (Eq. (S18) with Eq.
(S19), black lines)

2. Green’s function model to �rst order in Andreev re-
�ections (Eq. (S18) with Eq. (S23), blue lines)

3. Regularized Andreevmodel (Eq. (S33) and (S34), red
lines)

To assess the agreement of model A referenced to model
B with functions 𝑓A (𝑥) and 𝑓B (𝑥), we evaluate the mean
squared deviation referenced to the mean squared devia-
tion from zero:

𝜒2 =

∫
(𝑓A (𝑥) − 𝑓B (𝑥))2 d𝑥∫

𝑓B (𝑥)2d𝑑𝑥
(S39)

We plot the evolution of the spectrum without mi-
crowaves as a function of conductance for each model in

Fig. S4(a). Every spectrum is normalized by the normal
state tunneling conductance. For each spectrum, we cal-
culated the deviation referenced to the full Green’s func-
tion model and plot this in Fig. S4(b). The regularized
Andreev model deviates by more than 5% from the full
calculation at a transparency of 4 × 10−2, whereas the de-
viations of the �rst order model only become relevant at
a transparency of 1 × 10−1.

In contrast to that, when the microwaves are included,
the three models become inconsistent much faster. Figure
S5(a) shows four spectra for each model calculated at dif-
ferent conductances. At the highest conductance, the reg-
ularized Andreev model shows deviations in peak height,
amplitude and even peak position. The �rst order approx-
imation still performs much better. This means that the
interference of higher order processes is crucial to prop-
erly describe the spectrum under microwave irradiation.
In Fig. S5(b), the deviations start about two orders of mag-
nitude sooner for the regularized Andreev model, which
crosses the 5% mark at a transparency of 5 × 10−4. The
�rst order approximation crosses the 5% mark at a trans-
parency of 8 × 10−2.

The comparison of the behaviour with and without mi-
crowaves leads to an important conclusion for the ex-
perimental data. Firstly, for measurements without mi-
crowaves, the three models remain consistent up to about
𝜏 = 2×10−2, which corresponds to roughly 12 nA for a set
point bias voltage of 4mV. This means that for the life-
time broadening of 0.6 μeV (cf. Table SI) used here and
for typical setpoint currents of 𝑂 (100 pA), higher order
contributions are not relevant. If the lifetime broaden-
ing is smaller, higher order contributions will become rel-
evant at lower transparencies (i.e. smaller setpoint cur-
rents) [1, 8]. In contrast to that, the regularized Andreev
model with microwaves shows signi�cant disagreement
already at a transparency of 5 × 10−4, corresponding to
about 150 pA. This means that for typical measurements
with microwaves and YSR states a full Green’s function
approach is necessary. The resonances due to the inter-
actions with the microwave lead to a failure of the lowest
order approximation [7]. A list of parameters that were
used to obtain the calculated spectra in the di�erent �g-
ures (both main text and supplementary information) is
given in Table SI.

DERIVATION OF THE SIMPLIFIED GROUND STATE
AND EXCITED STATE TUNNELING MODEL

In the following, we will derive a simpli�ed model to
highlight the roles of the replicas in step 1 and step 3 of
ground state and excited state tunneling (cf. schematic in
Fig. 1(e) and (g) of the main text). We simplify the tunnel-
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Figure S4: Comparison of the di�erentmodels withoutmi-
crowaves. (a) Di�erential conductance spectra calculated using
the di�erent models as function of selected junction transparen-
cies 𝜏 with the microwaves turned o�. The full Green’s func-
tion model is labeled “Full model”, the Green’s function model
is labeled “1st order FM”, and the regularized Andreev model is
labeled “Reg. AM”. The regularized Andreev model is calculated
from the sum of the quasiparticle current and the Andreev cur-
rent. (b) Deviations of the approximations from the full Green’s
function model as function of junction transparency 𝜏 . Both ap-
proximations only fail for high transparencies when higher or-
der processes become relevant also for nonresonant tunneling
processes.

Figure 𝛥L 𝛥R 𝜂L 𝜂R 𝐽 𝑈 𝛤L ℏ𝜔r 𝛼

1b 0.73 0.59 0.1 0.1 75.5 0 0.07 0 0
1c 0.73 0.59 0.1 0.1 75.5 0 0.07 0.248 3.5
2c 0.74 0.69 0.1 0.1 68.0 25 0.04 0.252 ∼
3b 0.73 0.69 0.1 0.1 64.5 25 0.04 ∼ 3
S3 0.73 0.69 0.1 0.1 64.5 25 0.04 0.252 ∼
S4 0.73 0.59 0.1 0.6 75.3 0 ∼ 0 0
S5 0.73 0.59 0.1 0.6 75.3 0 ∼ 0.248 2.3

Table SI: Fitting Parameters Table of �t parameters that were
used to calculate the spectra in the corresponding �gures. The
parameters are given in meV, except for 𝛼 , which is dimension-
less, and 𝜂L,R, which is measured in μeV. The temperature was
set to be 0.56 K, the coupling of the impurity to the substrate
𝛤R = 100meV, and an overall Gaussian broadening was chosen
to be 12.5 μeV. The right electrode (R) carries the YSR state, while
the left electrode (L) features an empty gap. For the �t in Fig.
1(b), the channel transmissions are 𝜏YSR = 140 nS = 1.8×10−3𝐺0
and 𝜏BCS = 30 nS = 3.9× 10−4𝐺0 for the BCS and the YSR chan-
nel, respectively.

Figure S5: Comparison of the di�erent models with mi-
crowaves. (a) Di�erential conductance spectra calculated using
the di�erent models as function of selected junction transparen-
cies 𝜏 with the microwaves turned on. The full Green’s func-
tion model is labeled “Full model”, the Green’s function model
is labeled “1st order FM”, and the regularized Andreev model is
labeled “Reg. AM”. The regularized Andreev model is calculated
from the sum of the quasiparticle current and the Andreev cur-
rent. (b) Deviations of the approximations from the full Green’s
function model as function of junction transparency 𝜏 . The �rst
order model fails at somewhat lower transparencies than with-
out microwaves, but the regularized model fails for two orders
of magnitude lower transparencies than before. This indicates
that interactions/interference between the resonant processes
and the microwaves cannot be neglected for a quantitative and
even a qualitative agreement.

ing and focus on the interplay of the Bessel functions and
exchange of energy quanta. We start with Eq. (S38). In the
case of long-lived YSR states, i.e. very small 𝜂𝑆 , we can
approximate the Lorentzian of the YSR state by a Dirac
delta-function 1

(𝐸−𝜖)2+𝜂2R
≈ 𝜋

𝜂R
𝛿 (𝐸 − 𝜖). This step solves

the integral in Eq. (S38) and the Andreev current becomes

𝐼AR ≈ 𝑒

ℏ𝜂R

∑︁
𝑘,𝑙

𝐽 2
𝑘
(𝛼) 𝐽 2

𝑙
(𝛼)𝛤e (𝜖 − 𝑒𝑉 − 𝑘ℏ𝜔r) 𝛤h (𝜖 + 𝑒𝑉 + 𝑙ℏ𝜔r)

× [𝑓 (𝜖 − 𝑒𝑉 − 𝑘ℏ𝜔r) − 𝑓 (𝜖 + 𝑒𝑉 + 𝑙ℏ𝜔r)] (S40)

Each tunneling rate 𝛤e,h has two peaks at±𝛥, such that we
have a total of four peaks in the spectrum. To separate out
these peaks, we use the Heaviside step function 𝜃 (𝐸) to
de�ne 𝛤±

e,h (𝐸) = 𝜃 (±𝐸)𝛤e,h (𝐸) so that we can split 𝛤e,h (𝐸)
into

𝛤e,h (𝐸) = 𝛤 +
e,h (𝐸) + 𝛤−

e,h (𝐸). (S41)

Without microwaves, the four principal peaks correspond
to two ground state and two excited state tunneling peaks
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at 𝑒𝑉 = ±(𝛥 + 𝜖) and 𝑒𝑉 = ±(𝛥 − 𝜖), respectively. The
derivations for all of these four peaks are very similar, so
that in the following we derive the behavior for one peak,
which can be easily extended to the other peaks.

Derivation for excited state tunneling electron peak

These peaks are located at bias voltages of 𝑒𝑉 = −(𝛥 −
𝜖) −𝑘ℏ𝜔r, i.e. at the bias voltage where 𝛤 +

e (𝐸) is resonant.
We assume that 𝑘𝐵𝑇 � 𝜖 , such that the Fermi function
can be approximated by a step function. In order to ob-
serve this peak, the following conditions have to be ful-
�lled:

1. The tunneling rate 𝛤 +
e (𝐸) is resonant, i.e. 𝑒𝑉 =

−(𝛥 − 𝜖) − 𝑘ℏ𝜔r

2. The other tunneling rate 𝛤h (𝐸) is nonzero, i.e. |𝜖 +
𝑒𝑉 + 𝑙ℏ𝜔r | > 𝛥.

3. The di�erence in Fermi functions is nonzero, i.e.
|𝑓 (𝜖 − 𝑒𝑉 − 𝑘ℏ𝜔r) − 𝑓 (𝜖 + 𝑒𝑉 + 𝑙ℏ𝜔r) | = 1.

Combining the �rst condition with the other two condi-
tions yields

𝑘 >
2𝜖
ℏ𝜔r

+ 𝑙 (S42)

Owing to the second condition, we approximate 𝛤h (𝐸) by
a constant, i.e. 〈𝛤h〉 = 𝛤h (𝐸 � 𝛥). Applying these con-
ditions to Eq. (S40), we �nd for the excited state electron
tunneling current

𝐼ex,e (𝑉 ) = − 𝑒

ℏ𝜂R

∞∑︁
𝑙=−∞

∑︁
𝑘> 2𝜖

ℏ𝜔r +𝑙

𝐽 2
𝑘
(𝛼) 𝐽 2

𝑙
(𝛼) 𝛤 +

𝑒 (𝜖−𝑒𝑉−𝑘ℏ𝜔r)〈𝛤ℎ〉

(S43)
In analogy to the Tien-Gordon model, we de�ne a bare
tunneling current which does not involve the modulation
by the microwaves 𝐼 0ex,e (𝑉 ) = − 𝑒

𝜂𝑠ℏ
〈𝛤ℎ〉𝛤 +

𝑒 (𝜖 − 𝑒𝑉 ). Equa-
tion (S43) simpli�es to

𝐼ex,e (𝑉 ) =
∑︁
𝑘

𝑤 (𝛼, 𝑘) 𝐽 2
𝑘
(𝛼)𝐼 0ex,e (𝑉 + 𝑘ℏ𝜔r/𝑒), (S44)

where we have de�ned the weight function𝑤 (𝛼, 𝑘) as

𝑤 (𝛼, 𝑘) =
∑︁

𝑚>𝑚0−𝑘
𝐽 2𝑚 (𝛼) (S45)

and where 𝑚0 =
⌈ 2𝜖
ℏ𝜔

⌉
, where de is the ceiling function

(d𝑥e is de�ned as 𝑥 rounded to the next larger integer).
The weight function does not change the position nor
the number of the replicas. It only modi�es the ampli-
tude of the peak. This nicely explains the appearance
of replica at integer multiples of ℏ𝜔/𝑒 instead of ℏ𝜔/2𝑒 .
The weight function also introduces a threshold through
the condition 𝑚 > 𝑚0 − 𝑘 , which means that 𝑚0 quanta
of ℏ𝜔 have to be absorbed from the microwave in order
to excite the YSR state. The leading edge of the weight
function determining the onset of the peak as function of

microwave intensity is given by the lowest order Bessel
function 𝐽 2

𝑚0−𝑘 (𝛼). This means in particular that the bare
tunneling current 𝐼 0ex,e (𝑉 ) as de�ned above cannot be ob-
served when the microwave is turned o�.

Simpli�ed tunneling equations for ground state and
excited state tunneling

We can straightforwardly extend the above derivation
for all four peaks. We �nd for the bare tunneling currents

𝐼 0ex,e (𝑉 ) = − 𝑒

𝜂Rℏ
𝛤 +
𝑒 (𝜖 − 𝑒𝑉 ) 〈𝛤ℎ〉, (S46)

𝐼 0ex,h (𝑉 ) = + 𝑒

𝜂Rℏ
〈𝛤𝑒〉𝛤 +

ℎ
(𝜖 + 𝑒𝑉 ) , (S47)

𝐼 0gr,e (𝑉 ) = + 𝑒

𝜂Rℏ
𝛤−
𝑒 (𝜖 − 𝑒𝑉 ) 〈𝛤ℎ〉, (S48)

𝐼 0gr,h (𝑉 ) = − 𝑒

𝜂Rℏ
〈𝛤𝑒〉𝛤−

ℎ
(𝜖 + 𝑒𝑉 ) , (S49)

where the �rst index (gr,ex) refers to ground state and ex-
cited state tunneling and the second index (e,h) refers to
electron and hole tunneling, respectively. From these bare
tunneling currents, which have one peak each, we �nd
the following equations to calculate the spectra with mi-
crowaves

𝐼ex,e (𝑉 ) ≈
∑︁
𝑘

𝑤 (𝛼, 𝑘) 𝐽 2
𝑘
(𝛼)𝐼 0ex,e (𝑉 + 𝑘ℏ𝜔r/𝑒), (S50)

𝐼ex,h (𝑉 ) ≈
∑︁
𝑘

𝑤 (𝛼, 𝑘) 𝐽 2
𝑘
(𝛼)𝐼 0ex,h (𝑉 − 𝑘ℏ𝜔r/𝑒), (S51)

𝐼gr,e (𝑉 ) ≈
∑︁
𝑘

𝑤̃ (𝛼, 𝑘) 𝐽 2
𝑘
(𝛼)𝐼 0gr,e (𝑉 − 𝑘ℏ𝜔r/𝑒), (S52)

𝐼gr,h (𝑉 ) ≈
∑︁
𝑘

𝑤̃ (𝛼, 𝑘) 𝐽 2
𝑘
(𝛼)𝐼 0gr,h (𝑉 + 𝑘ℏ𝜔r/𝑒), (S53)

where the weight functions are de�ned as

𝑤 (𝛼, 𝑘) =
∑︁

𝑚≥𝑚0−𝑘
𝐽 2𝑚 (𝛼), (S54)

𝑤̃ (𝛼, 𝑘) =
∑︁

𝑚≥−𝑚0−𝑘
𝐽 2𝑚 (𝛼). (S55)

where 𝑚0 =

⌈
2𝜖
ℏ𝜔r

⌉
is the minimum number of quanta

needed to excite the YSR state. Interestingly, we �nd that
for ground state tunneling the weight function 𝑤̃ (𝛼, 𝑘)
does not impose a threshold for the activation of the
tunneling process, because the condition 𝑚 ≥ −𝑚0 (for
𝑘 = 0) always includes the zeroth order Bessel function,
such that resonant Andreev processes are always possible
without microwaves as has been discussed before [8].

Quasiparticle tunneling from the ground state

For completeness, we note that quasiparticle tunneling
has to be considered, when modeling ground state tun-
neling, since the lifetime of the YSR state is not in�nite
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in practice. In the deep tunneling regime, quasiparticle
tunneling can be calculated from the Tien-Gordon model

𝐼qp (𝑉 , 𝛼) =
∑︁
𝑛

𝐽 2𝑛 (𝛼) 𝐼 (𝑉 + 𝑛ℏ𝜔r/𝑒, 0) . (S56)

As Andreev processes become more dominant with in-
creasing tunneling conductance, the quasiparticle current
reduces (cf. also regularized quasiparticle current in Eq.
(S33)) [1, 8]. Excited state tunneling is a two-electron tun-
neling process, so that quasiparticle tunneling does not
apply for that process. The full Green’s function model
naturally includes all current contributions.

RESONANT VS. NONRESONANT ANDREEV PROCESSES

In the previous section, we have derived a simple model
that �nds a spacing of ℏ𝜔/𝑒 between the replica of the res-
onant Andreev processes despite two charges being trans-
ferred. By contrast, the replica of nonresonant Andreev

re�ections are spaced by ℏ𝜔/2𝑒 . We can explain this dif-
ference in behavior by deriving a simpli�ed equation for
the regular Andreev re�ection starting from the same Eq.
(S32) as for the resonant Andreev processes. Themain dif-
ference is that the anomalous Green’s function (𝑔R)12 (𝐸)
is no longer given by a resonance, but by the standard re-
sult

(𝑔R)12 (𝐸) = 𝜌R
𝛥R√︃

𝛥2
R − 𝜔2

, (S57)

which in the following wewill approximate by a constant,
such that | (𝑔R)12 (𝐸) |2 = 𝜌2R. This is justi�ed because the
relevant part of the anomalous Green’s function that is
probed here is very close to zero energy. We further de�ne

𝛤e (𝐸) = 𝛤h (𝐸) = 2𝜋 |𝑡 |2𝜌L (𝐸)𝜌R, (S58)

Equation (S32) changes for nonresonant Andreev re�ec-
tions into

𝐼AR (𝑉 ) = 2𝑒
ℎ

∑︁
𝑘,𝑙

𝐽 2
𝑘
(𝛼) 𝐽 2

𝑙
(𝛼)×

∫ ∞

−∞
𝛤e (𝐸−𝑒𝑉 −𝑘ℏ𝜔r) 𝛤h (𝐸+𝑒𝑉 +𝑙ℏ𝜔r) [𝑓 (𝐸 − 𝑒𝑉 − 𝑘ℏ𝜔r) − 𝑓 (𝐸 + 𝑒𝑉 + 𝑙ℏ𝜔r)] 𝑑𝐸. (S59)

For simplicity, we approximate the coherence peaks in
𝜌L (𝐸) by very sharp Lorentzians at 𝐸 = ±𝛥 with a very
small width 𝜂L, which can be easily integrated. The Fermi
functions do not impose any restrictions here. We �nd

𝐼AR (𝑉 ) = 𝜋𝑒

ℎ𝜂L

∑︁
𝑘,𝑙

𝐽 2
𝑘
(𝛼) 𝐽 2

𝑙
(𝛼)

4𝜋2 |𝑡 |4𝜌2L𝜌2R
(𝑒𝑉 − 𝛥 + (𝑘 + 𝑙) ℏ𝜔r

2 )2 + 𝜂2L
,

(S60)
which is again a Lorentzian that nicely shows how the
replica are spaced by ℏ𝜔/2𝑒 . This demonstrates that de-
pending on the presence of a resonance inside the super-
conducting gap, the spacing between replica changes ac-
cordingly. In this case, the spacing between replica cannot
be used for inferring the number of charges being trans-
ferred.
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