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We investigate supercurrent nonreciprocal effects in a superconducting weak-link hosting distinct
types of vortices. We demonstrate how the winding number of the vortex, its spatial configuration,
and the shape of the superconducting lead can steer the sign and amplitude of the supercurrent rec-
tification. We find a general criterion for the vortex pattern to maximize the rectification amplitude
of the supercurrent. The underlying strategy is the search for specific vortex core positions yielding
a vanishing amplitude of the supercurrent first harmonic. We also prove that supercurrent nonrecip-
rocal effects can be used to diagnose high-winding vortex and to distinguish between different types
of vorticity. Our results thus provide a toolkit to control the supercurrent rectification by means of
vortex phase textures and nonreciprocal signatures to detect vortex states with nonstandard phase
patterns.

Introduction. Vortices represent fundamental topolog-
ical excitations in superfluid and superconductors. They
have been predicted and successfully observed in a broad
range of systems including superconductors [1], liquid
helium [2–4], ultracold atomic gases [5], photon fields
[6], and exciton-polariton condensates [7, 8]. Vortices
are generally characterized by a quantized phase-winding
and a suppressed order parameter at their core. A gradi-
ent of the phase ϕ of the superconducting order param-
eter ∆ = |∆| exp (iϕ) yields a circulating supercurrent
around the core of the vortex whereas the amplitude is
vanishing, i.e. |∆| → 0. For conventional superconduc-
tors, due to the single-valuedness of the superconducting
order parameter, the winding number associated with the
phase gradient is forced to be an integer V0. In principle,
V0 can assume values larger than one. Apart from hav-
ing V0 vortices with winding number equal to one, a giant
vortex with winding number V0 can also realize. A giant
vortex is expected to be relevant in small superconduc-
tors with confined geometries. To date, probing of such
unconventional vortex state has been mostly addressed
by magnetic means in suitably tailored geometric config-
urations, e.g. by Hall probe [9–11] and scanning SQUID
microscopy [12], or by tunneling microscopy and spec-
troscopy [13–17].

Here, we unveil a specific relation between the occur-
rence of vortex states with any given winding number in
a Josephson weak-link and the rectification of the super-
current flowing across the junction. Supercurrent rec-
tification is a timely problem at the center of intense
investigation [18–24]. A large body of work devoted
to supercurrent rectification focuses on superconducting
states marked by linear phase gradients with, for in-
stance, Cooper pair momentum [25–27] or helical phases
[28–32], as well as screening currents [33, 34], and super-
current related to self-field [35, 36] or back-action mech-
anisms [37]. Vortices or circular phase gradients, associ-

ated to conventional winding, are also expected to yield
supercurrent diode effects, due to the induced Joseph-
son phase shift [38], and their role has been investigated
for a variety of physical configurations [36, 39–48]. How-
ever, whether and how superconducting phase patterns
with nontrivial winding for the vorticity can be probed
by nonreciprocal response, are problems not yet fully un-
covered.
By studying nonreciprocal supercurrent effects arising

from distinct types of vortex phase texture in Joseph-
son weak-links, we show that while a superconducting
phase with vortices can generally lead to nonvanishing
supercurrent rectification, the sign and amplitude of the
rectification in the Josephson diode effect can be manip-
ulated by the position of the vortex core and the winding
of the phase vortex. We thereby uncover a general crite-
rion to single out which phase vortex configuration can
maximize the rectification amplitude of the supercurrent.
Our findings provide a general toolkit for the design and
control of supercurrent rectification by vortex phase tex-
ture.
Model. We consider a planar superconducting weak-

link with the geometry shown in Fig. 1 (a). For conve-
nience, the system size is expressed as Ly×(LL

x+LN
x+LR

x )
with Ly being the lateral thickness, LL,R,N

x the width in
the left (L), right (R) and normal (N) region of the super-
conducting weak-link, respectively. The superconducting
order parameter on the left and right side of the junction
is given by ∆̂L,Re

iφL,R . Then the Hamiltonian can be
written as

Ĥ =
∑

⟨x,y;x′,y′⟩
Ĉ†(x, y)Ĥ(x, y;x′, y′;φ)Ĉ(x′, y′), (1)

with φ being the phase difference between the order pa-
rameters across the junction, φ = φL−φR, and r = (x, y)
labelling the site position. Here, ⟨x, y;x′, y′⟩ indicates
the nearest-neighbor sites for electrons hopping processes
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of the Josephson junction with a repre-
sentative nonreciprocal current phase relation. (b)(c) Sketch
of the superconducting weak link with a vortex placed on the
left side of the junction. We show two representative vortex
positions along the lateral direction. Since the supercurrent
pattern is spatially modified by the phase vortex, it can be-
come nonreciprocal, i.e. the forward supercurrent I+ is differ-
ent from the backward one I−. The vortex winding, V L

0 , can
take any integer number l.

and Ĉ†(x, y) = [c†x,y,↑, c
†
x,y,↓, cx,y,↑, cx,y,↓] denotes the op-

erator in the electron-hole space for the spin up and
down configuration at a given position (x, y). We con-
sider a conventional pairing with spin-singlet s-symmetry
and assume a representative value for the junction trans-
parency, i.e. tint = 0.90. A variation of the amplitude of
tint does not qualitatively change our results.

To investigate the rectification properties of the su-
percurrent in the junction, we consider a single vortex
configuration assuming a variable winding number and
core position as shown in Figs. 1 (b,c). The vortex is
placed in the left side of the junction but the results for
vortices on the right side of the junction can be sim-
ply obtained using that inversion symmetry leads to a
sign variation of the rectification amplitude [see Supple-
mental Material (SM) [49]]. Antivortex configurations
through mirror and time-reversal transformations can be
also directly deduced from the results of the single vor-
tex (see SM [49]). Here, we consider vortices that remain
pinned and are not set in motion by the flow of super-
current. The presence of vortex flow would introduce
dissipative effects and nonreciprocal phenomena related
to the motion of the vortices, which is beyond the aim of
the present study.

To simulate the vortex state with the core at a given
position, rL0 = (xL

0 , y
L
0 ), the phase value at r in the left-

side superconductor is given by

φL
v (r, r

L
0 ) = V L

0 arg[(x− xL
0 ) + i(y − yL0 )], (2)

with V L
0 being the winding number of the vortex.

φL
v (r, r

L
0 ) reverses its sign by changing the sign of V L

0 ,
and |V L

0 | corresponds to the number of sign changes
in the real space r for the phase value when winding
around the core of the vortex. Here, to deal with the
boundary condition along the lateral direction, we em-
ploy the method of image vortices to achieve a vanish-
ing component of the supercurrent perpendicular to the
lateral edges of the junction (see SM [49]). The vor-
tex phase texture related to the above boundary con-
ditions is indicated as φ̃L

v (r, r
L
0 ). The pair potential

∆L and ∆R for spin-singlet s-wave state are given by
∆L = |∆0|Θ̃(r, rL0 )e

iφ̃L
v (r,r

L
0 ) and ∆R = |∆0| with |∆0|

being the superconducting energy gap amplitude. In the
presence of a phase vortex texture, the amplitude of the
pair potential ∆L is modified by Θ̃L(r, rL0 ) for each posi-
tion r: Θ̃L(r, rL0 ) = tanh[|r − rL0 |/ξL0 ], with ξL0 being the
vortex size.
The current phase relation of the Josephson current

is obtained by evaluating the variation of the free en-
ergy F with respect to the phase bias across the junc-
tion: I(φ) ∝ ∂F (φ)/∂φ (see SM [49]). The computa-
tional analysis is performed at zero temperature, but a
thermal change does not alter qualitatively the results.
For our purposes, we recall that if time-reversal is bro-
ken then the supercurrent can be expanded in even and
odd harmonics with respect to the phase bias variable
as I(φ) =

∑
m[Im sin(mφ) + Jm cos(mφ)] [50]. To assess

the nonreciprocal supercurrent due to the presence of the
vortex in the junction, we evaluate the rectification am-

plitude η that is conventionally expressed as η = I+−|I−|
I++|I−| ,

with I+(−) the maximum amplitude of the supercurrent
for forward (backward) directions, respectively. For the
presented results, we set the energy gap amplitude as
|∆0| = 0.02t (t is the electron hopping amplitude), the
maximum Josephson current value, without vortex, as
I0 = 0.012|∆0|, and the size of the superconducting leads
as LL

x = LR
x = aLy with a being the aspect ratio setting

out a square or rectangular shape of the superconduc-
tors in the junction. The computation is performed for
Ly = 30, and ξL0 = 10 for the size of the vortex core.
A variation of these lengths does not affect the results,
thus, for clarity, we introduce the reduced coordinates
(x̃, ỹ) in the Josephson junction [Fig. 2 (a)] (see details
in Sect. I of SM [49]).
Nonreciprocal supercurrent: vortex core position and

winding number. In Figs. 2 (b)-(m) we present the recti-
fication amplitude for different values of the vortex wind-
ing and by varying the vortex core position assuming
a = 3/2 as representative cases for the aspect ratio of the
superconducting lead. The analysis for all vortex winding
is performed by scanning the vortex core position within
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ỹL0

<latexit sha1_base64="B1qsW6GPLquI3miNgGPpKCzkGPU="></latexit> ⌘

<latexit sha1_base64="I2Zpzw0S++29cBULpGgm3sBdYOQ="></latexit>

V L
0 = +2

<latexit sha1_base64="nlXcVkf8T1tn0T917YPZ/KtUGfI="></latexit>

x̃L
0 = �0.64

<latexit sha1_base64="DBMvFuobBqwrI1gGa9gqQWfpWZY="></latexit>

x̃L
0

-0.04

-0.02

0

0.02

0.04

-0.5 -0.25 0 0.25 0.5
-0.03

-0.015

0

0.015

0.03

-1 -0.75 -0.5 -0.25 0

<latexit sha1_base64="yjOlZiHfM1Xo//tBFdihQ6WgB+0="></latexit>
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FIG. 2. (a) Schematic illustration of the Josephson junction with reduced coordinates. At the edges (green lines) we assume
that the component of the supercurrent perpendicular to the boundary is vanishing. The analysis is performed for a vortex
configuration having winding number V L

0 = +l with l = 1, 2, 3. Evolution of the rectification amplitude η with regard to the
vortex core coordinates for different winding numbers: (b,c) V L

0 = 1, (f,g) V L
0 = 2, and (j,k) V L

0 = 3. Spatially resolved
harmonics of the supercurrent: I1 (red-solid line), I2 (green-dotted), J1 (blue-dashed), and J2 (cyan-dashed) indicate the odd-
parity first harmonic, the odd-parity second harmonic, the even-parity first harmonic, and the even-parity second harmonic
amplitude, respectively. Longitudinal scan: I1, I2, J1, and J2 at a given ỹL

0 as a function of x̃L
0 for (d) V L

0 = 1, (h) V L
0 = 2,

and (l) V L
0 = 3. Lateral scan: I1, I2, J1, and J2 at a given x̃L

0 as a function of ỹL
0 for (e) V L

0 = 1, (i) V L
0 = 2, and (m) V L

0 = 3.
The gray dotted lines refer to the position of the maximal rectification and are a guide to indicate the values I1, I2, J1, and J2.
We set ỹL

0 as (b)(d)(j)(l) 0.017 and (f)(h) 0.33, and x̃L
0 as (c)(e)(k)(m) −0.52 and (k)(m) −0.64. The aspect ratio is a = 3/2.

The maximal rectification η occurs for vortex core positions corresponding to a supercurrent with I1, I2, and J1 components
that are comparable in size. The sign change of η is related to the vanishing of I1 and the zeros of J1 when the amplitude is
comparable to I1.

the superconducting lead along the longitudinal (x) and
lateral direction y. We start by considering a conven-
tional vortex with winding V L

0 = 1. The outcome of the
study indicates that the rectification tends to vanish and
changes the sign if the vortex core is placed at the cross-
ing of the longitudinal and transverse mirror lines of the
left superconducting lead [Figs. 2 (b,c)]. For the geome-
try of the junction, these symmetry lines correspond to
the ỹ ∼ 0 and x̃ ∼ −0.5 axes. Other vortex core po-
sitions away from the symmetry lines give a negligible
rectification. One can also observe that the maximum
of the rectification occurs nearby these nodal points at a

distance that is set by the vortex core size ξL0 . The behav-
ior of the supercurrent rectification can be understood by
inspection of the amplitude of the first harmonics in the
current phase relation. For instance, placing the vortex
core along the longitudinal direction at a different dis-
tance from the interface we find that the value of the
first even-parity harmonic (J1) changes sign at x̃ = −0.5
[Figs. 2 (d)]. The J1 component sets out the amplitude
of the spontaneous supercurrent induced by the presence
of the vortex at zero applied phase bias (i.e. φ = 0). For
such a position, one can observe that the even-parity first
harmonic (J1) and the odd-parity second harmonic (I2)
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components have a small amplitude and are comparable
to that of I1. We also consider the even-parity second
harmonic component (J2) which is vanishing or compa-
rable to the other harmonics in order to optimize the
rectification amplitude (see SM [49]). Instead, regarding
the evolution of η as a function of the lateral coordinate
ỹ we find that the sign change of η occurs nearby ỹ ∼ 0.
Now, the sign reversal is guided by the first odd-parity
harmonic term (I1) in the current phase relation [Figs. 2
(e)]. Both the scan along the x̃ and ỹ directions indi-
cate that the rectification amplitude is maximal (of the
order of 30%) for vortex core positions rL0 that corre-
spond to configurations for which the first harmonics of
the supercurrent have comparable strength. This trend
for maximal rectification of the supercurrent is a general
expectation which can be directly deduced by the anal-
ysis of a Josephson system with current phase relation
with generic but comparable amplitudes for I1, I2, and
J1 ([51] and see SM for details [49]).

Moving to even high-winding, V L
0 = 2, we find that

the small amplitude of the rectification occurs [Figs. 2
(f,g)] because of the large value of I1 compared to I2 and
J1 [Figs. 2 (h,i)]. Inspection of the harmonics content of
the current phase relation confirms that the sign change
of the rectification amplitude η occurs (does not occur)
when J1 reverses its sign [Figs. 2 (i) (Figs. 2 (h))]. Let
us then consider a vortex with odd high-winding number
V L
0 = 3. For V L

0 = 3, we observe that the maximal
values of the rectification amplitude occur for the vortex
core position that is near (away from) the mirror lines of
the superconducting lead [Figs. 2 (j) (Figs. 2 (k))]. The
rectification can reach 30% amplitude and their profile
are qualitatively similar to those for V L

0 = 1 [Figs. 2
(d,e,j,k)], due to the boundary condition.

The analysis indicates that a key element to maximize
the rectification is represented by the search of vortex
configurations for which the first harmonics (even and
odd-parity) are concomitantly almost vanishing. This
is a general rule to get large rectification [51] (see also
SM [49]). To this aim, one can make an analytical anal-
ysis of the first harmonics by considering the direct pro-
cess of Cooper pairs transfer across the junction as given
by [50, 52]

Ĩ(φ, rL0 ) ∝
∫

SL

Im[∆L(r, r
L
0 )∆

∗
R]dr, (3)

where SL is the area of the left side superconductor (see
Sect. 3 in SM). Taking into account the form of the su-
perconducting order parameter we have that:

Ĩ(φ, rL0 ) ∝
∫

SL

Θ̃L(r, rL0 ) (4)

× [sinφ cos φ̃L
v (r, r

L
0 ) + cosφ sin φ̃L

v (r, r
L
0 )]dr.

This relation is general and can be applied to any type
of vortex phase texture. Here, from this expression, we
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FIG. 3. Amplitude of the first harmonics of the Josephson
current versus the vortex core positions for different vortex
winding: (a,b) V L

0 = 1, (c,d) V L
0 = 2, (e,f) V L

0 = 3. I1 and
J1 indicate the odd- and even-parity first harmonics of the
supercurrent evaluated by the direct Cooper pairs tunneling.
Gray-dotted and dashed lines stand for the vortex core po-
sitions, ỹL

0 and x̃L
0 , evaluated in Fig. 2. The aspect ratio is

a = 3/2.

can deduce how nonreciprocal supercurrent directly links
to the winding of the phase vortex. Focusing on the co-
efficients of sinφ and cosφ, the structure of the vortex
indeed directly impacts the even and odd-parity com-
ponents of the first harmonics of the supercurrent. For
convenience and in order to primarily extract the angular
dependence of the harmonics content we neglect the am-
plitude variation in the vortex core. Hence, the effective
first harmonics components Ī1(r

L
0 ) and J̄1(r

L
0 ) of Ĩ are

substantially given by Ī1(r
L
0 ) =

∫
SL

cos φ̃L(r, r
L
0 )dr and

J̄1(r
L
0 ) =

∫
SL

sin φ̃L(r, r
L
0 )dr. We checked that the spa-

tial variation of the superconducting order parameter in
the core of the vortex does not alter the qualitative con-
clusions of the analysis. We find that their nodal lines
can cross in different positions depending on the even
and odd winding number [Fig. 3]. Due to the bound-
ary condition, the same odd functions are qualitatively
obtained for the odd winding number V L

0 = 1, 3 [Figs. 3
(a,b,e,f)]. Even functions without (with) the nodal struc-
ture for Ī1 (J̄1) are demonstrated at V L

0 = 2 [Figs. 3
(c,d)]. Finally, we have also considered the case of mul-
tiple vortices (see SM). Specifically, we have examined
a scenario involving two vortices with the same winding
(i.e. vortex-vortex) and two vortices with opposite wind-
ing (i.e. vortex-antivortex). The results indicate that the
presence of a vortex-antivortex configuration generally
suppresses the supercurrent rectification independently
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of their relative position.

Conclusions. We have demonstrated that nonrecipro-
cal supercurrents can be exploited to distinguish physi-
cal configurations with vortices having winding number
equal to one, coexistence of vortices and antivortices or
the occurrence of a giant vortex. A suitable platform
to observe these effects can be based on Josephson junc-
tions made of nanoislands in the presence of an applied
magnetic field [13]. It is known that giant vortices can
be induced by magnetic field for superconductors with
coherence length much smaller than the magnetic pene-
tration depth (e.g. Pb or Nb based nanostructures) [13].
Then, starting from a low magnetic field configuration
with a vortex having, for instance, winding V L

0 = 1
nearby the center of the superconducting lead, the tran-
sition to a higher winding vortex state by the increase
of the magnetic field will be accompanied to a sizable
variation of the rectification. Detection of such tran-
sitions can be used to probe the high-winding vortex
phase. Along this line, one can also envision a field-free
platform [53] with circular current flow inducing high-
winding vortices that concomitantly yield supercurrent
rectification. Moreover, since a generic phase vortex tex-
ture can be expanded in harmonics by employing vortex
configurations with different windings, then, in principle
our results provide a toolkit to design the supercurrent
rectification for a wide variety of superconducting phase
patterns.

This work was funded by the EU’s Horizon 2020
Research and Innovation Framework Program under
Grant Agreement No. 964398 (SUPERGATE), No.
101057977 (SPECTRUM), by the PNRR MUR project
PE0000023-NQSTI, by the PRIN project 2022A8CJP3
(GAMESQUAD), and by the MAECI project “ULTRA-
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In the Supplemental Material, we provide details about the model, the methodology, and the
boundary condition. We discuss and evaluate the general conditions to maximize the amplitude
of the supercurrent rectification for a current phase relation that includes only first and second
harmonics. We present the dependence of the first harmonic of the supercurrent by considering the
lowest-order Cooper pairs tunneling process.

I. MODEL HAMILTONIAN AND METHODOLOGY

We present the model and the methodology employed to calculate the Josephson current of the superconducting
weak-link in the presence of vortices with different winding number. The Josephson junction is schematically shown
in Fig. 1 (a) with the system size given by Ly × (LL

x +LN
x +LR

x ) and the superconducting order parameter ∆̂L,Re
iφL,R .

Hereafter, L, R, and N stand for the indices of left and right-side superconductors, and the normal metal layer,
respectively. The Hamiltonian is written as

Ĥ =
∑

⟨x,y;x′,y′⟩
Ĉ†(x, y)Ĥ(x, y;x′, y′;φ)Ĉ(x′, y′), (1)

with φ = φL − φR being the phase difference between the superconducting order parameters in the two sides of
the junction and r = (x, y) indicating the coordinate in the real space. Here, ⟨x, y;x′, y′⟩ indicates the summation

within the nearest-neighbor hopping and Ĉ†(x, y) = [c†x,y,↑, c
†
x,y,↓, cx,y,↑, cx,y,↓] denotes the creation operator. Then

Ĥ(x, y;x′, y′;φ) is given by

Ĥ(x, y;x′, y′;φ) = ĤL(x, y;x′, y′;φ) + ĤR(x, y;x′, y′) + ĤN(x, y;x′, y′) + ĤL
J (x, y;x

′, y) + ĤR
J (x, y;x

′, y), (2)

with the Hamiltonian in the Nambu space ĤL,N,R that is constructed by the on site energy term û, the energy gap
function with spin-singlet s-wave state ∆̂L,Re

φL,R , the nearest neighbor hopping terms t̂x,y, and the tunneling part

ĤL,R
J . The local term in the normal state is

û(x, y) =

(
−ε 0
0 −ε

)
, (3)

and the nearest-neighbor hopping,

t̂x(x, y;x+ 1, y) = t̂†x(x, y;x− 1, y) =

(
−t 0
0 −t

)
, (4)

t̂y(x, y;x, y + 1) = t̂†x(x, y;x, y − 1) =

(
−t 0
0 −t

)
. (5)

The superconducting order parameter ∆̂L,R has spin-singlet/s-wave symmetry in both superconductors:

∆̂X(x, y) =

(
0 ∆X

−∆X 0

)
, (6)

with X=L,R. In the present study, the pairing amplitude is on site and included in the local term of Hamiltonian for
the left and right-side superconductors. The tunneling Hamiltonian is expressed as

t̂J(x, y;x+ 1, y) = t̂†J(x, y;x− 1, y) = tint

(
−t 0
0 −t

)
, (7)
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FIG. 1. (a) Sketch of the Josephson junction in the xy-plane. Blue, yellow, and red circles denote the atomic sites in the real
space r = (x, y). The system size in Josephson junctions is set by Ly × (LL

x + LN
x + LR

x ). The orange circle is an example of a
phase vortex in superconductors. The blue and red sites indicate the superconducting domain, while the yellow region stands
for the normal metal layers. (b) Phase of the vortex φX

v (r) and corresponding superconducting order parameter ΘX(r) in the
real space with X=L,R. We also show the corresponding notations for the phase vortex for each side. ξ0 indicates the size of
the vortex core wheareas the amplitude superconducting order parameter vanishes.

with tint the charge transfer amplitude at the interface setting out the transparency of the junction.

The phase of the superconducting order parameter associated to the vortex configuration is represented in Fig. 1
(b). At the position r = (x, y), the phase vortex in the left-side superconductor is given by

φL
v (r, r

L
0 ) = V L

0 arg[(x− xL
0 ) + i(y − yL0 )], (8)

with the position of the core rL0 = (xL
0 , y

L
0 ). In a similar way, one can introduce the phase vortex at the core

rR0 = (xR
0 , y

R
0 ) in the right-side superconductor as

φR
v (r, r

R
0 ) = π − φ̄R

v (r, r
R
0 ), (9)

φ̄R
v (r, r

R
0 ) = V R

0 arg[(x− xR
0 ) + i(y − yR0 )], (10)

due to the mirror symmetry in the yz-plane. Here, V X
0 denotes the vortex winding.

The pair potential is described as

∆X =

{
Θ(r, rX0 )e

iφX
v (r,rX

0 ) with phase vortex

|∆0| without phase vortex
, (11)
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with the energy gap amplitude |∆0|. In the former case, the energy gap amplitude Θ(r) is modified by the position:

ΘX(r, rX0 ) = |∆0|Θ̃X(r, rX0 ), (12)

Θ̃X(r, rX0 ) = tanh

[ |r − rX0 |
ξX0

]
, (13)

with the size of the vortex ξX0 . We set the parameters as ε = −0.25t, |∆0| = 0.02t, and tint = 0.90.
We introduce the formulations to calculate the Josephson current for the superconducting weak link. The free

energy in a Josephson junction at zero temperature is evaluated as

F (φ) =
1

LyLx

∑

E<0

E(φ), (14)

with the total length along the x-direction Lx = LL
x + LN

x + LR
x and along the y-direction Ly. Here, E(φ) stands

for the eigenvalue of Ĥ(x, y;x′, y′;φ). Then, the current phase relation of the Josephson current in this system is
evaluated by a variation of the free energy with respect to the phase bias across the junction:

I(φ) =
2e

ℏ
∂F (φ)

∂φ
. (15)

In this study, we adopt the effective coordinate. The reduced coordinates x̃ and ỹ are defined as

x̃ =

{
xL

LL
x
+ x̃N

L x̃ < 0
xR

LR
x
− x̃N

R x̃ > 0
, (16)

ỹ =
y

Ly
, (17)

with

x̃N
L =

LN
x /2

LL
x + LN

x /2
, (18)

x̃N
R =

LN
x /2

LR
x + LN

x /2
, (19)

and the effective size of the vortex:

ξ̃L0 (x) =
ξL0
LL
x

, ξ̃L0 (y) =
ξL0
Ly

,

ξ̃R0 (x) =
ξR0
LR
x

, ξ̃R0 (y) =
ξR0
Ly

.

We also define the effective coordinate for the position of the vortex core as

x̃L
0 =

xL
0

LL
x

+ x̃N
L , (20)

x̃R
0 =

xR
0

LR
x

− x̃N
R, (21)

ỹL,R0 =
y0
Ly

. (22)

In this study, we choose the size as LN
x = 10, LR

x = LL
x = aLy, Ly = 30 with the aspect ratio a, and ξL0 = ξR0 = 10.

In general, one can show that the following relations for the rectification amplitude η holds when considering vortex
(arbitrary winding amplitude V0 > 0) or antivortex (V0 < 0) configurations with a given position of the core (x̃0, ỹ0)
and mirror related core positions:

η(x̃0, ỹ0, V0) = −η(−x̃0, ỹ0, V0), (23)

η(x̃0, ỹ0, V0) = −η(x̃0,−ỹ0, V0), (24)

η(x̃0, ỹ0, V0) = −η(x̃0, ỹ0,−V0) . (25)

Therefore, regarding a combination of mirror and time-reversal symmetries, one can also obtain that a change from
vortex to antivortex and of the vortex core position does not alter the sign and amplitude of the rectification:

η(x̃0, ỹ0, V0) = η(−x̃0, ỹ0,−V0). (26)
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FIG. 2. (a) Schematic illustration for the phase vortex to deal with the boundary condition. We put two mirror vortices outside
the left-side superconductor. Phase vortex with the boundary condition in a superconductor at (b) V L

0 = +1, (c) V L
0 = +2,

and (d) V L
0 = +3. Vortex core is set at (x, y) = (21, 6) in (b)-(d).

II. VORTEX PHASE TEXTURE WITH THE BOUNDARY CONDITION

In the previous section, we do not consider the boundary condition near the edge along the x-direction. We show
the formulation to deal with the boundary condition in our study. As shown in Fig. 2 (a), we suppose a phase vortex
in a superconductor and two additional mirror vortices outside a superconductor. For the boundary condition, we
replace

φL
v (r, r

L
0 ) → φ̃L

v (r, r
L
0 ), (27)

with

φ̃L
v (r, r

L
0 ) =





φL
v (r, r

L
0 ) + φL

a(r, r
L
a ) + (V L

0 − 1)π y > yL0 + 0.5

φL
v (r, r

L
0 ) + (V L

0 /2− 1)π yL0 − 0.5 ≤ y ≤ yL0 + 0.5

φL
v (r, r

L
0 ) + φL

b (r, r
L
b ) + V L

0 π y < yL0 − 0.5

, (28)

φL
a(r, r

L
a ) = V L

a arg[(x− xa) + i(y − ya)], (29)

φL
b (r, r

L
b ) = V L

b arg[(x− xb) + i(y − yb)], (30)

where V L
a = V L

b = V L
0 are the number of mirror vortices and these core position rLa,b are defined as

xL
a = xL

0 , (31)

yLa = (Ly − 1) + Ly − yL0 − 2, (32)

xL
b = xL

0 , (33)

yLb = −yL0 + 1. (34)
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We introduce the modulation factors to obtain the continuous phase texture in a superconductor. In Fig. 2 (b)-(d),
we plot the phase texture F = [fx(r, r

L
0 ), fy(r, r

L
0 )] with

fx(r, r
L
0 ) = − sin φ̃L

v (r, r
L
0 ), (35)

fy(r, r
L
0 ) = cos φ̃L

v (r, r
L
0 ), (36)

in a superconductor at (b) V L
0 = +1, (c) +2, and (d) +3. In the presence of two mirror vortices, we obtain

Jy(1) = J(29) = 0 with

Jy(y) = fy(y)− fy(y − 1), (37)

as the boundary condition.

III. CONDITION TO MAXIMIZE THE AMPLITUDE OF THE SUPERCURRENT RECTIFICATION
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FIG. 3. Rectification η of I(φ) = I1 sinφ+ I2 sin 2φ+ J1 cosφ+ J2 cos 2φ (a) for (I1, J1) space and (b) as a function of I2. We
fix the parameters as (a) (I2, J2) = (I0, 0), (b) (I1, J1, J2) = (I0, I0, 0), (c) (I1, J1) = (I0, I0), and (d) (I1, J1, I2) = (I0, I0,−I0).

In this section, we calculate the optimal conditions to maximize the supercurrent rectification starting from a generic
current phase relation that includes the first harmonics (even and odd parity) and the second harmonic (odd parity).
Let us then assume the following current phase relation:

I(φ) = I1 sinφ+ I2 sin 2φ+ J1 cosφ+ J2 cos 2φ.

In order to find the optimal regimes for maximal rectification, one can evaluate η as a function of the amplitudes I1,
I2, and J1. First, we calculate η for (I1, J1) at (I2, J2) = (I0, 0) in Fig. 3 (a). The maximum value of |η| appears
around |I1| = |J1| ∼ I0. Based on this point, we also calculate η as a function of I2 at (I1, J1, J2) = (I0, I0, 0)
[Fig. 3 (b)]. The amplitude of η is enhanced around I2 = ±0.5I0. Likewise, to show the role of J2, we calculate η
for (I2, J2) at (I1, J1 = (I0, I0) in Fig. 3 (c). η is maximized around J2 ∼ 0 for |I2| ∼ I0. We also calculate η for J2
at (I1, J1, I2) = (I0, I0,−I0) [Fig. 3 (d)]. The maximum |η| appears at I2 = 0. Thus, both |I1| and |J1| should be
comparable with |I2| and |J2| should be minimized to maximize the rectification in Josephson current.
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IV. EVALUATION OF FIRST-HARMONIC COMPONENT OF SUPERCURRENT

The first-harmonic components of the Josephson current at a position r can be estimated by considering the direct
Cooper pair tunneling process as

j(φ; r, rL0 ) ∝ Im[∆L(r, r
L
0 )∆

∗
R], (38)

where rL0 is the position of a vortex core in the left-side superconductor. By expanding the expression for j(ϕ) we
obtain

j(φ; r, rL0 ) ∝ Im

[
|∆0|2 tanh

[ |r − rL0 |
ξL0

]
ei(φL−φR)eiφ̃

L
v (r,r

L
0 )

]

= |∆0| sinφ tanh

[ |r − rL0 |
ξL0

]
cos φ̃L

v (r, r
L
0 )dr + |∆0| cosφ tanh

[ |r − rL0 |
ξL0

]
sin φ̃L

v (r, r
L
0 )dr, (39)

with φ = φL−φR. The resulting first-harmonic Josephson current can be described by the spatial average of j(φ; r, rL0 )
over the area of the superconducting leads:

Ĩ(φ; rL0 ) =

∫

SL

j(r, rL0 )dr

∝ sinφ

∫

SL

tanh

[ |r − rL0 |
ξL0

]
cos φ̃L

v (r, r
L
0 )dr + cosφ

∫

SL

tanh

[ |r − rL0 |
ξL0

]
sin φ̃L

v (r, r
L
0 )dr, (40)

with SL being the area of the left-side superconductor. Based on this analysis, we get that

Ĩ(φ; rL0 ) ∝ Fc(r
L
0 ) sinφ+ Fs(r

L
0 ) cosφ, (41)

with

Fc1(r
L
0 ) =

∫

SL

tanh

[ |r − rL0 |
ξL0

]
cos φ̃L

v (r, r
L
0 )dr, (42)

Fs1(r
L
0 ) =

∫

SL

tanh

[ |r − rL0 |
ξL0

]
sin φ̃L

v (r, r
L
0 )dr, (43)

where S is the area of the superconducting lead.
For completeness, we also note that the second harmonic Josephson current can be evaluated by considering the

second-order Cooper pair tunneling processes:

Ĩ2(φ; r
L
0 ) ∝

∫

S

Im[∆L(r, r
L
0 )∆

∗
R∆L(r, r

L
0 )∆

∗
R]dr (44)

= |∆0|4 sin 2φ
∫

S

tanh2
[ |r − rL0 |

ξL0

]
cos 2φ̃L

v (r, r
L
0 )dr + |∆0|4 cos 2φ

∫

S

tanh2
[ |r − rL0 |

ξL0

]
sin 2φ̃L

v (r, r
L
0 )dr.

Then, we can also find

Fc2(r
L
0 ) = |∆0|4

∫

S

tanh2
[ |r − rL0 |

ξL0

]
cos 2φ̃L

v (r, r
L
0 )dr, (45)

Fs2(r
L
0 ) = |∆0|4

∫

S

tanh2
[ |r − rL0 |

ξL0

]
sin 2φ̃L

v (r, r
L
0 )dr, (46)

for Ī2(r
L
0 ) and J̄2(r

L
0 ), respectively. Since both I2 and J2 are the |∆0|4 order, they are generally smaller in amplitude

than I1 and J1, as they are proportional to |∆0|2. Then, close to the nodal lines of the first harmonics, the second
harmonic components are comparable in amplitude.

V. SUPERCURRENT RECTIFICATION AND SYSTEM SIZE

We consider the dependence of the system size in the Josephson current. In the main text we have reported the
simulation for the case Figure 4 shows the rectification and the corresponding components of the Josephson current
I1, I2, J1, and J2 for V L = +1 at x̃L

0 = −0.52 with the system size LL
x = LR

x = 66, LN
x = 10, Ly = 44, and ξL0 = 15.

As compared with Fig. 2 (b)(d) with the smaller system size, the amplitude of the rectification is almost the same.
Thus, our calculation is independent of the system size.
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FIG. 4. (a) Rectification and (b) corresponding components of Josephson current I1, I2, J1, and J2 for V L
0 = +1 at x̃L

0 = −0.52.
We choose system size as LL

x = LR
x = 66, LN

x = 10, Ly = 44, and ξL0 = 15. Red, green, blue, and cyan lines indicate I1, I2, J1,
and J2, respectively.

VI. SUPERCURRENT RECTIFICATION: TWO VORTICES IN A SUPERCONDUCTOR

We show the rectification caused by two vortices in one lead of the superconducting junction. The pair potential
with two vortices in the left-side superconductor is expressed by:

∆L = |∆0|
∏

j

Θ̃j(r)e
iφL

vj(r), (47)

with

Θ̃j(r) = tanh

[
|r − rLj |

ξLj

]
, (48)

the size of vortices ξLj , and the core positions rLj = (xL
j , y

L
j ) for j = 0, 1. Each phase vortex is given by

φL
vj(r) = V L

j arg[(x− xL
j ) + i(y − yLj )], (49)

where V j is the number of winding.

We plot the rectification and Josephson components (I1, I2, and J1) as a function of the literal direction ỹL1 in a
representative case [Fig 5]. Then we set the position of one phase vortex at (x̃L

0 , ỹ
L
0 ) = (−0.68, 0.017). We choose

each winding number as Fig. 5 (b,d) (V L
0 , V L

1 ) = (+1,+1) and (c,e) (V L
0 , V L

1 ) = (+1,−1). For (V L
0 , V L

1 ) = (+1,+1),
the rectification is enhanced up to 40% near ỹL1 = 0 [Fig. 5 (b)] owing to the comparable Josephson components
|I1| ∼ |I2| ∼ |J1| [Fig. 5 (d)]. On the other hand, for (V L

0 , V L
1 ) = (+1,−1), because |I1| is larger than |I2| and |J1|

[Fig. 5 (e)], the amplitude of the rectification is small compared with that for (V L
0 , V L

1 ) = (+1,+1) [Fig. 5 (c)]. Thus,
the same sign for winding is favorable for enhancing the rectification.

Based on the discussion in Sect. IV of Supplemental Materials, we can also define Ī1 and J̄1 in this case. Ī1(r
L
0 , r

L
1 )
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FIG. 5. (a) Schematic illustration for two vortices in the left-side superconductor. (b,c) Rectification η and (d,e) I1, I2, J1 as
a function of the literal direction ỹL

1 for (b,d) (V L
0 , V L

1 ) = (+1,+1) and (c,e) (V L
0 , V L

1 ) = (+1,−1). We set the core positions
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1 = −0.34 (LL
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x = 10, Ly = 30, ξL0 = ξL1 = 10). I0 = 0.122 stands for the

maximum Josephson current without any phase vortices in superconductors.
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Ī1(r
L
1 )

<latexit sha1_base64="QtByeG9a/AvOCerLsJzZ1x8Oyq4="></latexit>

J̄1(r
L
1 )

<latexit sha1_base64="MO1Bro3Ybm2CANmaDwb5prkxKtg="></latexit>

x̃L
1

<latexit sha1_base64="MO1Bro3Ybm2CANmaDwb5prkxKtg="></latexit>

x̃L
1

<latexit sha1_base64="vA7vJK4hfZ6BV9NjbSJJtOtKJUc="></latexit>

ỹ
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FIG. 6. (a,b) Ī1 and (c,d) J̄1 for the rL
1 space at (a,c) (V L

0 , V L
1 ) = (+1,+1) and (b,d) (V L

0 , V L
1 ) = (+1,−1). We set the core

positions as (x̃L
0 , ỹ

L
0 ) = (−0.68, 0.017) and x̃L

1 = −0.34 (LL
x = 45 and Ly = 30). The Gray line indicates the scanning position

in Fig. 5.

and J̄1(r
L
0 , r

L
1 ) are given by

Ī1(r
L
0 , r

L
1 ) =

∫

S

cosφL
v (r, r

L
0 , r

L
1 )dr, (50)

J̄1(r
L
0 , r

L
1 ) =

∫

S

sinφL
v (r, r

L
0 , r

L
1 )dr, (51)

with φL
v (r, r

L
0 , r

L
1 ) = φL

v0(r, r
L
0 ) +φL

v1(r, r
L
1 ). Fixing the position of one phase vortex at (x̃L

0 , ỹ
L
0 ) = (−0.68, 0.017), we

plot Ī1(r
L
0 , r

L
1 ) and J̄1(r

L
0 , r

L
1 ) for the rL1 space as shown in Fig. 6. For (V L

0 , V L
1 ) = (+1,+1) shown in Fig. 6 (a,c),
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since nodal lines appear around x̃L
1 ∼ −0.25 for Ī1 and ỹL1 ∼ 0 for J1, the amplitude of I1 and J1 are small near these

lines, respectively. For (V L
0 , V L

1 ) = (+1,−1), we obtain Ī1 ≤ 0 and the nodal line around ỹL1 ∼ 0 for J1 [Fig. 6 (b,d)].
Based on these Ī1 and J1, |I1| is larger than I1 and J1 [Fig. 5 (d)]. Thus, using Ī1 and J̄1 is generic way to express
I1 and J1.


