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This work reports the theoretical investigation into the mechanism underpinning the anomalous
Josephson effect. The prototypical system we study is a ballistic two-dimensional junction con-
taining a two-dimensional Rashba spin-orbit interaction. In this paper we demonstrate how this
two-dimensional Rashba interaction mixes the spins of adjacent transverse subbands which leads to
significant spin-asymmetry within the junction. Under an external magnetic field, applied perpen-
dicular to both the axis of transport and the normal vector of the junction, the sinusoidal Josephson
current can then experience an anomalous phase shift. The role of this spin mixing in the limit of a
single sub-band is initially explored by deriving an analytical expression for the resulting anomalous
phase shift. The analysis is then extended to systems with multiple occupied sub-bands; in this later
section, starting from a microscopic model, we derive an analytic formula for the resulting anoma-
lous phase shift indicating it is linear in both magnetic field and spin-orbit strength. We then verify
and validate all findings by comparing them with numerical results evaluated by a tight-binding
model.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Josephson effect is one of the most profound re-
sults concerning the phase of quantum objects; for a
phase difference of φ between two coupled superconduc-
tors, separated by a region of non-superconducting ma-
terial, a sinusoidal electrical current will flow [1]. A long-
standing result in the field of Josephson junctions was
that applying an appropriately large external magnetic
field to the junction could induce a π phase shift in the
sinusoidal current, where the minimum of the free energy
of the system now occurs when φ = π [2]. A natural ex-
tension of this concept is to construct a junction where
the Josephson current acquires an anomalous phase fac-
tor φ0, with 0 ≤ φ0 ≤ 2π, such that the total current as
a function of the phase difference φ across the supercon-
ductors is given by

I = Ic sin(φ+ φ0) . (1)

To generate such an arbitrary phase shift it was realised
that, regardless of the physical mechanism, both time-
reversal and spatial-inversion symmetry of the system
must be broken [3]. One way to do so is by constructing
Josephson junctions where the non-superconducting sec-
tion of the junction is made from material possessing a
strong Rashba spin-orbit signature, and by also applying
an external magnetic field perpendicular to both the axis
of transport and the normal of the substrate. Careful ex-
perimental work over the recent years has indeed detected
this anomalous phase in systems possessing both Rashba
spin-orbit coupling and an external magnetic field [4–7].
This effect is now known as the anomalous Josephson ef-
fect. However, no clear and unified explanation has been
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proposed regarding the microscopic nature of this effect
[8].

In quasi one-dimensional devices, such as the ones
studied in this work, the physical confinement can give
rise to multiple transverse subbands. A well known result
is that under a two-dimensional Rashba spin-orbit inter-
action, these transverse subbands can be coupled and the
spins of the states mixed [9, 10]. The resulting mixing
of the spin states – which we denote as the spin-texture
of the system – has been theoretically investigated pre-
viously within the context of non-superconducting trans-
port [11–15]. This mixing has also recently been ob-
served in experimental spectroscopy measurements on
two-dimensional Josephson junction [16]. The purpose
of this work is to explicitly investigate the effects of the
spin-texture on the resulting anomalous phase – deriv-
ing expressions for the anomalous phase as a function of
the spin-texture and, finally, to provide a more complete
microscopic model that can justify the appearance of
this effect in different systems. Although previous work
has considered the role of subband mixing within the
framework of the anomalous Josephson effect (see Refs
[14, 15, 17, 18]), these papers either only consider the
Fermi velocity asymmetry induced by the subband mix-
ing, or as in the case of Ref [14], discuss how the mixing
of the spins can act as a spin-polariser to generate the
anomalous phase.

In this work, we initially study single-channel systems
with two-dimensional Rashba interactions such that we
can generate analytic expressions to clearly demonstrate
the physics. The results are then extended to multi-
channel systems where it is possible, after some approx-
imations, to make experimental predictions; to verify
these predictions, the anomalous phase shift is then ex-
plicitly computed numerically through the use of the non-
equilibrium Green function formalism.
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II. MODEL FOR THE ANOMALOUS
JOSEPHSON EFFECT

Within the literature on the anomalous Josephson ef-
fect there are currently two leading microscopic mecha-
nisms which can be used to explain the observed exper-
imental results. The first is spin-related interference ef-
fects induced by the combination of Zeeman and Rashba
spin-orbit coupling which were first introduced by Krive
et al. in Ref. [17]. However, another mechanism pro-
posed is orbital-related interference effects induced by the
vector potential and disorder within the system as in Refs
[19, 20]. Indeed, based purely on symmetry arguments,
Rasmussen et al. showed that either spin-interference,
or orbital-interference, could induce a non-zero supercur-
rent at zero phase difference [3]. In this work, our focus
will be purely on the role of spin-channel interference and,
as a result, both disorder and vector potential will be ig-
nored within our model. Strictly speaking, this restricts
our analysis to systems where the total magnetic flux
piercing the non-superconducting region is much smaller
than a flux quantum Φ0 such that any phase gained by
the vector potential is negligible. Similarly, to ignore dis-
order we only consider systems which are purely in the
ballistic limit.

A. Single particle Hamiltonian

FIG. 1. Diagram of the prototypical system studied through-
out this paper. It consists of a two-dimensional material
which, due to the confinement W in the y-axis is quasi one-
dimensional along the x-axis. The blue material is some semi-
conductor which has a Rashba spin-orbit interaction present,
and is assumed to extend to infinity in the x-axis. The red
regions are some Type-I superconductor which has been de-
posited onto the semiconducting layer such that the left and
right regions of the device contain some proximitised super-
conductivity. The uncovered central region of the Josephson
junction has length L.

We consider the prototypical Josephson junction
with a ballistic non-superconducting central region
sandwiched between two superconducting regions de-

picted in Fig. 1. The blue region is some non-
superconducting semi-conducting material which pos-
sesses a two-dimensional Rashba spin-orbit interaction.
The red regions in Fig. 1 illustrate some Type-I super-
conducting material which has been deposited over the
semiconductor to induce semi-infinite superconducting
leads by the proximity effect [21]. Conceptually, in our
model the system consists of three regions: the ‘left’ and
‘right’ proximitised regions are those covered by a super-
conducting layer and are assumed to extend to infinity,
whilst the non-proximitised uncovered region is known
as the ‘central’ region. The entire device is assumed
to be quasi two-dimensional with a hard-wall boundary
conditions confining the system in the y-axis. We also
assume that the superconducting coherence length ξ is
larger than the length L of the central region such that
our system is in the short junction limit [22].
We assume that an external magnetic field is applied

along the y axis such that it is perpendicular to both the
normal of the substrate and the direction of transport
– this is depicted in Fig. 1. We also assume that the
magnetic flux is entirely screened from the left and right
regions due to the deposited superconducting layer. As
a result, the single particle Hamiltonian in the central
non-proximitised region can be written as

HC = H0 +Hα +HZ , (2)

where the free single-particle Hamiltonian is given by

H0 = −ℏ2∇2

2m∗ − µ , (3)

and m∗ denotes the effective mass for the semiconductor
being modelled, whilst µ is the Fermi level. The two-
dimensional Rashba spin-orbit term is written as [9]

Hα = iασy∂x − iασx∂y , (4)

where α is the Rashba spin-orbit strength, and we have
used the usual Pauli matrices to span spin-space. The
Zeeman term is written as

HZ = EZσy , (5)

where EZ = gµBB/2 for some material dependent g fac-
tor. We have ignored any on-site scattering potentials,
placing ourselves purely in the ballistic limit. Further-
more, as our system is two-dimensional the height H of
the device in the z-axis is small such that the flux pen-
etrating is negligible, BLH ≪ h/e. As a result, it is
reasonable to ignore the vector potential [23].

For the left and right regions of the device, the non-
superconducting component of the Hamiltonian is given
by

HL/R = H0 +Hα , (6)

where we have omitted the Zeeman term as we as-
sume that, due to the deposited superconducting layer,
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the magnetic field has been entirely expelled by the
Meissner effect. To account for the superconducting
proximity effect induced by the deposited superconduc-
tors, we introduce a superconducting order parameter ∆
which acts microscopically to couple the electrons and
holes of the system [24]. As a result, we enlarge our
basis such that the order parameter couples the non-
superconducting Hamiltonian with its time reversed pair.
Considering this, the Hamiltonian in the proximitised
semi-conducting leads takes the form

HL/R →
(
H0 +Hα iσy∆L/R

−iσy∆L/R −(H0 +Hα)
∗

)
. (7)

B. Spin-textures in wavevector space

In a purely one-dimensional system, the Rashba spin-
orbit term of Eq. 4 can be simplified to the form
H1D

α = iασy∂x [25]. Within this one-dimensional system,
the full Hamiltonian commutes with the y component of
the electron’s spin [H0 +Hα +HZ , σy] = 0. If we now in-
clude a transverse dimension, such that the system has a
non-zero length L and width W , the confinement in the
y-axis will produce subbands which can be labelled by
an index characterising the discrete states within an infi-
nite potential well. Retaining the purely one-dimensional
Rashba spin-orbit term, the Hamiltonian is entirely sep-
arable in x and y such that both the spin and subband
indices are good quantum numbers. The resulting disper-
sion relation for this system with zero external magnetic
field is illustrated in Fig. 2.a. This has been computed
numerically with a tight-binding calculation described in
Ref. [26]. The colours depict the value of the correspond-
ing numerical eigenstate projected onto the y-axis, ⟨σy⟩,
which we denote as the spin-projection [10]. As this is
essentially the dispersion relation of an electron waveg-
uide with only transport in the x-axis, we refer to the
wavevector along the x-axis as simply k, rather than kx.

Importantly, a physically two-dimensional system with
a one-dimensional Rashba spin-orbit interaction is not
realistic; to accurately model this system we need to write
the full two-dimensional Rashba spin-orbit interaction as

H2D
α = iασy∂x − iασx∂y . (8)

The immediate result of the extra term containing a σx
matrix, is that σy no longer commutes with the Hamilto-
nian. This well-known result leads to the mixing of states
of opposite spin and adjacent subband index [9]. The dis-
persion relation for this system is sketched in Fig. 2.b. As
spin is no longer a good quantum number, where there
was previously a crossing between odd and even num-
bered subbands of opposite spin there is now an avoided
crossing where the spin-projection smoothly flips.

To clarify the eventual role of this spin-texture, it
is useful to linearise the dispersion relation around the
Fermi wavevectors for each state – the Fermi wavevector

FIG. 2. Numerical dispersion relation computed used
the tight-binding techniques of Ref. [26]. The wavevec-
tor k denotes the wavevector along the x-axis. The colours
of the curves indicate the corresponding numerical eigen-
state projected onto the y-axis, ⟨σy⟩. No magnetic field is
applied to this system. (a) The dispersion relation for a
quasi one-dimensional system with a purely one-dimensional
Rashba spin-orbit coupling. (b) The dispersion relation for a
quasi one-dimensional system with a physically correct two-
dimensional Rashba spin-orbit coupling. (c) The linear states
labelled for the energies around the Fermi level.

for the jth state being denoted by kj . As the transport
in the quasi one-dimensional structure is entirely along
the x-axis, we can decompose the electronic eigenstates
|ψj±⟩ into a linear combination of left-moving,

∣∣ψl
j±
〉
,

and right-moving,
∣∣ψr

j±
〉
, components [23]

|ψj±⟩ = e−ikjx
∣∣ψl

j±
〉
+ eikjx

∣∣ψr
j±
〉
. (9)

Although the subband index j, and spin index ± are no
longer good quantum numbers, to clarify the notation we
can still denote each state by the indices it would have
in the no Rashba limit α → 0. We sketch the linearised
dispersion relation in Fig. 2.c where we have also labelled
each state by their three indices: subband, spin, and di-
rection. The linearised dispersion relation for each state
is entirely characterised by three parameters – namely,

the Fermi wavevector of each state k
l/r
j± defined such that

E(k
l/r
j± )− µ = 0 , (10)

the Fermi velocity, which is proportional to the slope of
the linearised spectrums

v
l/r
j± ≡ 1

ℏ
∂E

∂k

∣∣∣∣
k=k

l/r
j;±

, (11)
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and the spin-projection which is given by the overlap

s
l/r
j± ≡

〈
ψ
l/r
j±

∣∣∣σy∣∣∣ψl/r
j±

〉
. (12)

Importantly, in the absence of an external magnetic field,
the system still possesses time-reversal symmetry such
that [13]

E(k) = E(−k) ,∣∣ψl
j±
〉
= T

∣∣ψr
j∓
〉
,

(13)

where T is the time reversal operator. As a result of this,
a pair of useful identities which are valid in the absence
of a magnetic field are that

vl± = −vr∓ sl± = −sr∓ , (14)

which can be observed visually in Fig. 2.c.
To now briefly study how the dispersion relation

changes under an external magnetic field applied along
the spatial y-axis, we restrict ourselves to systems where
the magnetic field is small relative to the subband spac-
ing. This is not entirely restrictive, as for say a generic
InAs device with a width of 200nm, this corresponds to
magnetic fields less than 400mT, which is certainly within
the range of magnetic fields commonly applied to these
systems [4–7]. For these small magnetic fields, it is rea-
sonable to assume that the spin-texture and Fermi veloc-
ities are unchanged as they only vary appreciably for en-
ergies on the scale of the subband spacing [13]. Further-
more, as the Zeeman term only contains a σy matrix, then
the Zeeman term expressed in the basis of the linearised

states
∣∣∣ψl/r

j±

〉
is given simply by HZ = s

l/r
j±EZ , where we

have substituted in the definition of spin-projection de-
fined in Eq. 12. As a result, we can express the linearised
energy spectrums as

ε
l/r
j±(k) = ℏvl/rj±k − s

l/r
j±EZ . (15)

C. Anomalous phase induced by Andreev bound
states

As introduced in Eq. 7, the order parameter acts to
couple the electrons and holes within the superconduct-
ing system. As a result of this, an electron in the non-
proximitised region of the Josephson junction which is
incident on the superconducting interface will be An-
dreev reflected as its time reversed partner [27, 28]. For
a Josephson junction, where the non-proximitised region
is sandwiched between two superconductors, this leads
to the formation of bound states consisting of counter-
propagating electrons and holes – an object known as an
Andreev bound state [29, 30]. This process is illustrated
in Fig. 3.a. It is important to remember that in this
work we focus solely on the short junction limit where
the superconducting coherence length ξ is much greater
than the length L of the junction; in this limit the super-
current is entirely carried by the Andreev bound states

rather than states outside of the superconducting gap
[31].

FIG. 3. (a) The diagram of an Andreev reflection, where
a right-moving electron is Andreev reflected as a hole below
the Fermi level. With no terms acting on spin, the linearised
dispersion relation is spin degenerate. (b) Under a magnetic
field, and with no spin-orbit coupling, the dispersion rela-
tion is Zeeman split such that two Andreev bound states
appear. Although the resulting Andreev bound states are
phase shifted, due to the opposite spins the two phases cancel
each other out so that the total system gains no anomalous
phase – illustrated by both Andreev bound states having the
same path length. (c) Under both a two-dimensional spin-
orbit term and a magnetic field, the asymmetry in the spin-
projections will induce an anomalous phase – illustrated by
the different path lengths. The colours of the states corre-
spond to the magnitude of the spin-projection; for reference
see the colourbar in Fig. 2.

The Andreev bound states which carry the Josephson
current are entirely formed by the states within the non-
proximitised central region. Hence, having discussed the
microscopic spin-texture of the states within the non-
proximitised central region in Sec. II B, we can now dis-
cuss the ramifications of the spin-texture on the result-
ing Andreev bound states. To begin, previous literature
has shown that, generically, to observe the anomalous
Josephson effect you need to introduce some asymme-
try between different Andreev bound states of the sys-
tem [17, 32]. For example, if we consider the case of
no Rashba spin-orbit coupling, but a non-zero external
magnetic field – illustrated in Fig. 3.b – although we see
the spin-bands shift, no asymmetry is generated. As a
result, we expect no anomalous effect. However, if we
now include the two-dimensional Rashba spin-orbit cou-
pling, in conjunction with the magnetic field along the
y-axis – illustrated in Fig. 3.c – the resulting Fermi ve-
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locity asymmetry and spin-texture, mixed with the ex-
ternal magnetic field, induces significant asymmetry in
the resulting pair of Andreev bound states. Although
previous theoretical work has studied this asymmetry,
they ignored the role of the spin-texture focusing instead
only on the Fermi velocities [17, 18]. The main focus of
this work is to provide both a quantitative and qualita-
tive link between the spin-texture asymmetry induced by
the two-dimensional Rashba spin-orbit coupling and the
anomalous Josephson effect.

To understand the consequences of this asymmetry in
our system, we now look to evaluate the energy of the dif-
ferent Andreev bound states. A simplification of working
in the short junction limit is that each linearised state

ψ
l/r
j± will give rise to only a single Andreev bound state

[28]. Indeed, an Andreev bound state with energy ε can
only be formed by matching the wavefunctions of both

the linearised state ψ
l/r
j± with energy ε above the Fermi

level, to both its time-reversed hole partner, and to the
exponentially decaying wavefunctions within the super-
conducting leads [28]. The details are left for Appendix.
A, however, doing so leads to the following transcenden-
tal equation which the energy ε of the resulting Andreev
bound state must satisfy

e−iφe−2iarccos(ε/|∆|)e2iLε/ℏvl/r
j± e2iLs

l/r
j±EZ/ℏvl/r

j± = 1 . (16)

Taking the log of both sides we find a quantisation con-
dition for the phase acquired by the counter-propagating
electrons and holes forming the Andreev bound state

φ+ 2arccos

(
ε

|∆|

)
− 2Lε

ℏvl/rj±

−
2Ls

l/r
j±EZ

ℏvl/rj±

= 2πn , (17)

for some integer n. The term φ is the superconduct-
ing phase difference picked up during the Andreev reflec-
tion process, the 2arccos(ε/|∆|) term is the phase picked
up from the evanescent states in the superconductor,

whilst 2Lε/ℏvl/rj± is the phase picked up by traversing

the junction of length L [33]. The interesting term is

2Ls
l/r
j±EZ/ℏvl/rj± which is the phase picked up by the spin

moving through the magnetic field.

As we are working in the short junction limit such that

ξ
l/r
j± ≫ L, where ξ

l/r
j± ≡ ℏvl/rj±/∆ is the coherence length of

that subband state, then the phase picked up by travers-
ing the junction is negligible

Lε

ℏvl/rj±

=
L

ξ
l/r
j±

ε

|∆|
≈ 0 . (18)

As a result, solving for the allowed energies ε in Eq. 17,
we find that the energy phase relation for the Andreev

bound state produced via the ψ
l/r
j± subband state is given

by

εrj±(φ) = −|∆| cos

(
φ

2
− EZL

srj±
ℏvrj±

)
,

εlj±(φ) = |∆| cos

(
φ

2
− EZL

slj±
ℏvlj±

)
.

(19)

From these bound state energies, we can now directly
compute the Josephson current; in the short junction
limit the current is entirely given by the contribution
through each discrete energy level [31]

I = −2e

ℏ
∑

j,l/r,±

[
tanh

(
ε
l/r
j±

2kBT

)
∂ε

l/r
j±

∂φ

]
, (20)

where kBT is the thermal energy of the system. Utilising
the time-reversal symmetry discussed in Eq. 13 then we
can show that

εrj± = −εlj∓ , (21)

such that Eq. 20 can be rewritten to include only right-
moving states as

I =
e|∆|2

ℏkBT
∑
j

[
cos

(
φ

2
− EZL

srj+
ℏvrj+

)
sin

(
φ

2
− EZL

srj+
ℏvrj+

)]

+
e|∆|2

ℏkBT
∑
j

[
cos

(
φ

2
− EZL

srj−
ℏvrj−

)
sin

(
φ

2
− EZL

srj−
ℏvrj−

)]
(22)

where we have assumed that we are working near the
critical temperature (kBT ∼ |∆|) to simplify the analyt-
ical expression. This is not an essential approximation;
however, it allows us to recover a sinusoidal Josephson
current even in the ballistic regime [22]. Using a double
angle trigonometric identity this is simplified further to

I =
e|∆|2

2ℏkBT
∑
j

[
sin

(
φ− 2EZL

srj+
ℏvrj+

)

+ sin

(
φ− 2EZL

srj−
ℏvrj−

)]
.

(23)

Writing the current as a sum of sinusoids, each with its
own phase offset, as in Eq. 23, allows us to explicitly eval-
uate the anomalous phase φ0 by phasor addition. The
resulting current can be expressed as

I = IC sin(φ+ φ0) , (24)

where IC is the critical current and the anomalous phase
is given by

φ0 = atan

∑j

(
sin

2EZLsrj+
ℏvr

j+
+ sin

2EZLsrj−
ℏvr

j−

)
∑

j

(
cos

2EZLsrj+
ℏvr

j+
+ cos

2EZLsrj−
ℏvr

j−

)
 . (25)
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We can identify the phase factor 2EZLs
r
j±/ℏvrj± in this

expression from the quantisation condition of Eq. 17 as
the phase gained by right-moving electrons with spin-
index ± as they pass through the magnetic field. As
we can observe from this expression, the presence of an
anomalous phase is solely due to asymmetry in the Fermi
velocities and the spin-projections – namely, there will
be an anomalous phase when vrj+ ̸= vrj− or when srj+ ̸=
−srj−.

III. ANOMALOUS PHASE IN
SINGLE-CHANNEL SYSTEMS

In this section the anomalous phase shift is evaluated
for systems with only a single occupied subband. The
benefit of this system is due to only a pair of spin states
being occupied, the resulting physics is simplified and
can generally be carried out analytically. We consider a
Josephson junction with length L and width W as de-
picted in Fig. 1. We utilise a two-dimensional Rashba
spin-orbit term as given by Eq. 8.

A. Effective 1D Hamiltonian

We begin with the same Hamiltonian as outlined in
Sec IIA, however, we assume the Fermi level µ is such
that only a single transverse mode, and hence two spin
channels, are occupied. As this system is only quasi one-
dimensional, rather than truly one-dimensional, it is dif-
ficult to extract analytical results. As a result, we look
to integrate out the transverse dimension y to construct
an effective one-dimensional Hamiltonian Heff which can
be analytically diagonalised. To this end, and following
the work of Ref. [13], the Hamiltonian is first partitioned
into a free term H0, and a perturbing term V

HC = H0
C + V , (26)

where the free term is given by

H0
C = −ℏ2∇2

2m∗ − µ+ iασy∂x + EZσy , (27)

and the perturbation is given by

V = −iασx∂y . (28)

As H0
C is both separable in x, y, and commutes with σy,

then we can write the energy eigenstates as

Φj±(x, y) = eikxxϕj(y)χ± , (29)

where

ϕj±(y) =

√
2

W
sin

(
jπy

W

)
, (30)

are orthogonal eigenstates of −ℏ2∂2y/(2m∗) that satisfy
the hard-wall boundary conditions the confinement along

the y-axis imposes. The eigenenergies of these transverse
states are given by

Ej =
ℏ2π2j2

2mW 2
. (31)

To integrate out the y-dimension, a projection operator
P0 that projects onto the basis of ϕj is utilised. It is
defined such that it takes a generic function f(x, y) and
expresses it in the basis of ϕj :

P0f(x, y) ≡
∑
i

ϕi(y)

[∫
ϕ∗i (y)f(x, y) dy

]
. (32)

With the use of this projection operator, to first order
in the perturbation the effective Hamiltonian is given by
[34]

Heff ≡ P0HP0 . (33)

Writing the resulting eigenvalue equation as

HeffΨ±(x, y) = εΨ±(x, y) , (34)

we can left multiply by ϕ∗i and integrate over y to obtain
the matrix equation〈

Heff
〉
ij
ψj±(x) = εψi±(x) , (35)

where 〈
Heff

〉
ij
≡
∫
ϕ∗iH

effϕjdy , (36)

and

ψi±(x) ≡
∫
ϕ∗iΨ±(x, y)dy . (37)

As only the lowest transverse subband is occupied, we
can truncate the expansion of Eq. 35 to only include the
first two transverse subbands. In doing so, the only term
which mixes the transverse subbands in Eq. 36 is given
by 〈

Heff
〉
12

= −
〈
Heff

〉
21

= −iα
∫
ϕ∗1σx∂yϕ2dy

= iσx
8α

3W
≡ iσxη

(38)

where η ≡ 8α/(3W ) is the geometry dependent measure
of the coupling between different transverse subbands of
opposite spin. The diagonal terms are also given by

〈
Heff

〉
11

=
ℏ2k2

2m∗ + E1 − µ− kασy + EZσy ,〈
Heff

〉
22

=
ℏ2k2

2m∗ + E2 − µ− kασy + EZσy ,

(39)

where again we are dropping subscripts to simply denote
the momentum along the x-axis by k. Focusing on the
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lowest energy solution – as only a single subband is as-
sumed to be occupied – the energy of the ground state
ε± can be solved from Eq. 35. In doing so, two bands
are found with energy given by

ε±(k) =
ℏ2k2

2m∗ +
5E1

2
− µ+

√(
3E1

2
± EZ ± αk

)2

+ η2

(40)
We plot an example dispersion relation using Eq. 40 in
Fig. 4. Using Eq. 11 and Eq. 12, the spin-projections
and the group velocity as a function of the wavevector
are given by [13]

s1±(k) =
3E1

2 ± αk√(
3E1

2 ± αk
)2

+ η2
,

v1±(k) =
ℏk
m∗ +

α

ℏ

3E1

2 ± αk√(
3E1

2 ± αk
)2

+ η2
.

(41)

The spin-projections s1±(k) are also plotted in Fig. 4.
A useful diagnostic is that by setting η = 0, such that
we are ignoring the overlap between adjacent transverse
subbands, then Eq. 41 states that s1± = ±1 as expected.

FIG. 4. Analytic dispersion relation computed using Eq. 40
for a two-dimensional material with width W = 300 nm, spin-
orbit strength α = 3 × 10−11eVm, and no external magnetic
field EZ = 0. The dashed grey line is when η = 0 such that
there is no coupling between adjacent transverse subbands –
we do not colour these lines as to simplify the figure. The
qualitative similarity of this figure to the numerical band-
structure of Fig. 2.b indicates the quality of the analytic
dispersion relation.

B. Anomalous phase

The general expression for the anomalous Josephson
phase given by Eq. 25 is written as a sum over all of oc-
cupied subbands; in systems with only a single occupied

subband it can be simplified to

φ0 = EZL

(
sr1+
ℏvr1+

+
sr1−
ℏvr1−

)
. (42)

If the asymmetry of the spin-texture is now ignored such
that we näıvely simply set sr1+ = 1 and sr1− = −1, then
the anomalous phase is solely a function of the Fermi
velocity asymmetry

φ0 −→
sr1+=+1

sr1−=−1

EZL

(
1

ℏvr1+
− 1

ℏvr1−

)
. (43)

This equation is not new, having appeared in the liter-
ature previously to model the anomalous phase in quasi
one-dimensional Josephson junctions [17, 18]. It is a good
validation tool to note that ignoring the spin-texture our
equation resolves to the standard result in the literature.
To highlight the explicit role of the spin-texture, we

will now analytically solve for the anomalous phase us-
ing both Eq. 42, which contains the spin-texture asym-
metry, and the conventional Eq. 43, which ignores the
spin-texture. To this end, we consider a Josephson junc-
tion with a length of 200 nm, a width of 20 nm, and a
magnetic field is applied along the y-axis with a Zeeman
strength of 100µeV. To compute the anomalous phase,
the spin-projection and group velocities of the states at
the Fermi level must be determined. To determine the
Fermi wavevectors k1±, which can then be substituted
into Eq. 41 to determine the spin-projection and Fermi
velocities, the roots of the effective dispersion relation
derived in Eq. 40 must be found. Although this is equiv-
alent to solving for the roots of a quartic, and hence has
an analytic form, it is not illuminating to write down
the resulting expressions as they are particularly cum-
bersome. Regardless, substituting in these roots into Eq.
41 provides an analytic form for the Fermi velocity and
spin-projection at the Fermi level. Substituting these
into Eq. 42 and Eq. 43 will then provide analytic forms
for the anomalous phase. Sweeping both the strength of
the Rashba spin-orbit strength α and the Fermi level µ,
the results are plotted in Fig. 5.a and Fig. 5.b respec-
tively.
By comparing Fig. 5.a and Fig. 5.b, it is clear that the

case with the spin-texture results in a significantly larger
anomalous phase. The equation for anomalous phase in
Eq. 42 indicates that the driver of the anomalous phase
is the asymmetry between the two spin-bands of the sys-
tem. To this end, we define an asymmetry parameter for
some quantity x± as [17]

λ(x±) ≡
∣∣∣∣x+ − x−
x+ + x−

∣∣∣∣ . (44)

Figure 5.c compares the asymmetry of sr1± with vr1± and
their ratio sr1±/v

r
1±. Fig. 5.c indicates that the asymme-

try within the device is almost entirely due to the spin-
texture rather than the Fermi velocity asymmetry. This
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FIG. 5. The anomalous phase in the Josephson junction as a
function of the spin-orbit coupling strength. As the effective
one-dimensional model for the dispersion derived in Sec.IIIA
is only correct to first order in the subband coupling, the spin-
orbit strength is kept such that the energy within the spin-
orbit energy scale does not exceed the subband energy scale
m∗α2/ℏ2 < E1. (a) The case of two-dimensional Rashba spin-
orbit coupling with subband mixing. (b) The case ignoring
the spin-texture, and considering only Fermi velocity asym-
metry. (c) The asymmetry parameter computed using Eq.
44. The Fermi level µ has been fixed to the value (E1+E2)/2
for each curve.

is not unsurprising as although increasing the spin-orbit
coupling causes the Fermi velocities to deviate slightly,
the spin-projections can experience a full sign change.
These results indicate that it is the spin-texture which is
the largest driver of the anomalous Josephson effect.

IV. ANOMALOUS PHASE IN
MULTI-CHANNEL SYSTEMS

In Sec. III, having only a single subband occupied
allowed for a number of analytic simplifications. How-
ever, in systems containing multiple occupied subbands,
and with a two-dimensional Rashba spin-orbit term mix-
ing states, it is not possible to evaluate the dispersion
relation analytically. As the generic expression for the
anomalous phase in Eq. 25 requires the spin-projection
and group velocity of every state at the Fermi level, then
it is also not possible to derive analytic expressions for
the resulting anomalous phase. Fortunately, there are
some approximations which can be made when multiple
transverse subbands are occupied. For example, for a

large enough Fermi level relative to the subband spacing,
the linearised dispersions will appear almost parallel. As
a result, we can replace the Fermi velocity of each state
by simply the velocity of the lowest subband v1; this is
a reasonable upper bound as in the absence of spin-orbit
interactions this would be the supremum of the set of
Fermi velocities. By making this replacement, the phase
gained by the Andreev bound state moving through the
magnetic field, defined in Eq. 17, is now given by

2Lsrj±EZ

ℏvrj±
→

2Lsrj±EZ

ℏv1
≡ θBs

r
j,± , (45)

where we have pulled out all constant coefficients into a
magnetic field induced phase factor θB [18]. This sim-
plification explicitly ignores Fermi velocity asymmetry,
allowing us to focus entirely on the spin-texture asym-
metry; even for the case of a single occupied band, we
demonstrated in Fig. 5.c that this is a reasonable simpli-
fication to make. This can then be substituted into the
expression for the total phase shift given by Eq. 25

φ0 = atan

[∑
j

(
sin θBs

r
j+ + sin θBs

r
j−
)∑

j

(
cos θBsrj+ + cos θBsrj−

)] . (46)

Another approximation we can make is that in multi-
channel systems, the Fermi wavelength of the electron
within the lowest subband is significantly smaller than
the confined width of the system λ1 ≪ W . Combining
this with the fact that we are considering systems where
the Zeeman energy is smaller than the subband spacing,
EZ < ∆E ∼ ℏ2/(2mW 2), then we can bound the mag-
netic phase θB by

θB ≡ 2LEZ

ℏvr1
<

2L∆E

ℏvr1
∼ L

W

λ1
W

, (47)

where we have substituted in the Fermi wavelength of
the lowest subband electron λj ≡ h/mvj . By making
the multi-channel approximation that λ1 ≪ W , and im-
plicitly assuming that the length of the device is not sig-
nificantly greater than its width, we find that θB ≪ 1.
Utilising this result, the anomalous phase in Eq. 46 can
be Taylor expanded to first order in the magnetic field
strength to write

φ0 ∼ atan

 θB
2N

N∑
j

(
srj+ + srj−

) ,

∼ θB
2N

N∑
j

(
srj+ + srj−

)
,

≡ ⟨sy⟩ θB ,

(48)

where we have defined the average spin-projection over
all N occupied subbands as

⟨sy⟩ ≡
1

2N

N∑
j

(
srj+ + srj−

)
. (49)
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Eq. 48 is one of the main results of this work – namely, an
expression for the anomalous phase which is linear in the
external magnetic field, and directly proportional to the
spin-texture asymmetry. Importantly, the only physical
mechanism used to derive this result was the inclusion of
the spin-texture induced by the two-dimensional Rashba
spin-orbit coupling.

A. Average spin-projection in multi-channel
systems

To understand the microscopic origin that gives rise to
a non-zero average spin-projection, ⟨sy⟩ ≠ 0, it is worth
considering some generic features of the transverse sub-
bands of the non-superconducting region of the Joseph-
son junction. Indeed, we can view the two-dimensional
Rashba spin-orbit coupling as one term, ασypx, which
shifts the wavevectors of the different spin-states by some
amount ±kα, where [35]

kα =
mα

ℏ2
, (50)

and another term, ασxpy, which couples the transverse
subbands and mixes the spins. To illustrate this, the
dispersion relation for a system with N = 7, no magnetic
field, and varying spin-orbit strengths is plotted in Fig. 6.
As in Fig. 2, this was computed using the tight-binding
calculation described in Ref. [26], however in this case we
are considering a wider range of spin-orbit values. The
output eigenstates of this numerical calculation can then
be used to extract the spin-projection of that state by
solving Eq. 12 numerically.

From analysing Fig. 6, we observe that even for small
spin-orbit strengths there is significant mixing between
the spin-projections of right-moving states. However,
when kα ∼ k1 the coupling between the different spin
states is great enough that the spin-projection of each
state is locked to the sign of its wavevector i.e. in
this limit essentially every right-moving state is spin-up.
This is strongly reminiscent of the band-structure of one-
dimensional nanowires in the topological insulator limit
where instead of a two dimensional spin-orbit interac-
tion, a magnetic field parallel to the nanowire provides
the coupling between spin states [36]. Interestingly, when
the spin-orbit strength is increased such that kα ≫ k1,
the different spin bands are so far shifted from each other
that they effectively decouple. This results in two al-
most separate parabolas which appear to have no sub-
band coupling. As a result, the right-moving states are
either well-defined spin-up or spin-down states.

To investigate this point further, by considering the
same system as in Fig. 6, we can extract the spin-
projections at the Fermi level to compute the average
spin-projection. We plot the corresponding average spin-
projection in Fig. 7.a. The net result is a function that
initially increases somewhat linearly before reaching a
maximum at the point kα = k1, then decreasing to ef-
fectively zero at kα = 2k1. The sharp jumps observed in

FIG. 6. Dispersion relation for a system with seven occupied
subbands – totalling fourteen different spin states – with a
two-dimensional Rashba spin-orbit coupling term and no ex-
ternal magnetic field. In each plot the spin-orbit coupling
strength is set such that: (a) kα = 0.1k1 (b) kα = k1 (c)
kα = 2k1. Note that unlike Fig. 2, here we are considering a
wide range of spin-orbit strengths

the average are due to discrete changes in the number N
of right-moving states within the system which strongly
perturbs the mean.
These qualitative features can be understood from the

dispersion relation for the states depicted in Fig. 6.
When kα ∼ k1 we expect to observe a maximum av-
erage spin-projection as all right-moving states have pos-
itive spin-index. Similarly, when the spin-orbit strength
is increased further, the spin bands effectively decouple
such that the spin-projections of the occupied spin-up
and spin-down states cancel – hence the average should
decreases towards zero as observed.
A particular feature of Fig. 7.a which we want to focus

on is that for 0 ≤ kα ≪ k1, the average spin-projection
appears to be a linear function of the spin-orbit coupling
strength

⟨sy⟩ ∼
kα
k1

. (51)

To understand this, we first note that what perturbs the
average spin-projection is not the mixing between occu-
pied states – as mixing between occupied states does not
change the sum of the occupied spin-projections due to
pairwise cancellation – but rather unoccupied higher sub-
bands which mix with an occupied state. This is most
clear in the case of a single occupied subband studied in
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FIG. 7. (a) Average spin-projection ⟨sy⟩ for the system de-
fined in Fig. 6 as a function of the Rashba spin-orbit coupling
strength. (b) The average spin-projection of three systems
where the number of occupied subbands differs – every other
parameter is kept fixed. The spin-orbit wavevector has been
restricted to 0 ≤ kα ≤ 0.2k1 such that we are best observing
only the ‘linear’ region.

Sec. III A, where it was the coupling with the unoccu-
pied j = 2 subband with the occupied j = 1 subband
which drove the effect. We leave the full description for
Appendix. B, however, the reason for the apparent lin-
ear increase is that the highest occupied spin-down state
has its spin fully flipped whenever the spin-orbit strength
wavevector kα is an integer multiple of k1/N . Effectively,
as a function of the spin-orbit strength, the total sum of
the spin-projections increases by two at regular intervals
of k1/N . In the limit as N → ∞, this leads to the ap-
parent linear increase in the average spin-projection. To
demonstrate this, in Fig. 7.b we plot the average spin-
projection for systems with different numbers of occupied
states N and observe that the average spin-projection
progressively becomes more linear with N → ∞.

B. Anomalous phase

The expression for the anomalous phase in multi-
channel systems given by Eq. 48 states that the anoma-
lous phase is equal to the average spin-projection mul-
tiplied by the phase factor induced by the magnetic
field θB . From the results of Sec. IVA, this allows
us to make some qualitative predictions on the result-
ing anomalous phase. Most interestingly, for Rashba
spin-orbit strengths such that kα < k1, the resulting av-

erage spin-projection can be written approximately as
⟨sy⟩ ≈ kα/k1. As a result, within this regime the total
anomalous phase is given by the formula

φ0 =
kαθB
k1

. (52)

By substituting in the relation between the Fermi
wavevector and velocity k1 ∼ mv1/ℏ, and the expres-
sion for θB given in Eq. 45, then the anomalous phase is
given by

φ0 =
2αEZL

ℏ2v21
. (53)

Up to a factor of two, Eq. 53 is the same expression as
derived in Ref. [37] within the context of ballistic junc-
tions in the long junction limit L≫ ξ. In that work, the
model was not microscopic but instead phenomenological
hence it is interesting to note that the results are in such
good agreement.
More generically, as the spin-orbit strength is in-

creased further such that α ∼ ℏv1 then the average spin-
projection reaches a maximum value close to unity such
that

φ0 ∼ θB , (54)

where small changes in the spin-orbit strength have little
to no effect on the resulting anomalous phase. Increasing
the spin-orbit strength further such that α≫ ℏv1, the av-
erage spin-projection should appear to decrease linearly
as the different spin bands decouple. These heuristic ex-
pectations on the anomalous phase can be conveyed by
the piecewise function

φ0 ∼


θBα/(ℏv1) , α≪ ℏv1
θB , α ∼ ℏv1
θB [2− α/(ℏv1)] , α≫ ℏv1
0 , α→ ∞

(55)

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Having developed a mechanism for the anomalous
Josephson effect specifying the role of the spin texture,
we now look to compare the predictions with numeri-
cal calculations which solve for the anomalous phase di-
rectly. To do so the Hamiltonian of Eq. 2 is cast into a
tight binding model and the anomalous phase is solved
for using the non-equilibrium Green’s function formalism
(NEGF).
For the remainder of this section the electron effective

mass m∗ is set to 0.023m, and the temperature set such
that 2kBT = |∆| and hence, as usual, we are working
close to the critical temperature; both are assumed con-
stant throughout the system. The magnitude of the su-
perconducting order parameter is set to 1µeV – although
this is reasonably small, it is simply to enforce the short
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junction limit for every numerical result and does not
qualitatively change the results. Similarly, a temperature
close to the critical temperature was used simply to re-
tain a sinusoidal Josephson current which best illustrates
the anomalous phase shift.

A. Numerical methods

We consider a discrete system with lattice spacing a
and a length of Na and a width of Ma for integers N
and M . Within a tight-binding model, the Hamiltonian
for the non-superconducting central region of the device,
given by Eq. 2, is written as

HC =
∑

(i,j)∈C

ψ†
i,j [4t+ EZσy − µ]ψi,j

−
∑
⟨i,j⟩

[
ψ†
i,j

(
t+

iα

2a
σy

)
ψi+1,j

+ ψ†
i,j

(
t− iα

2a
σx

)
ψi,j+1 + h.c.

]
,

(56)

where the operator ψi,j ≡
(
ψi,j;↑ ψi,j;↓

)T
annihilates an

electron at the lattice site (i, j) [38–40]. The hopping pa-
rameter t ≡ ℏ/(2m∗a2) factors in both the effective mass
m∗ and the lattice spacing a of the simulation. Written
in this quadratic form, we can extract the corresponding
first quantised Hamiltonians for the central region as an
(2NM × 2NM) block tri-diagonal matrix

hC =


ε1 t1
t†1 ε2 t2

. . .
. . .

. . .

t†N−1 εN−1 tN
t†N εN

 , (57)

where

εj = TriDiag

[
−t+ iα

2a
σy, 4t− µ+ EZσy, −t−

iα

2a
σy

]
,

tj = Diag

[
−t+ iα

2a
σx

]
,

(58)
are themselves (2M × 2M) banded matrices [41].

For the superconducting sections, as indicated in Eq.
7, the degrees of freedom are doubled to include the holes
within the system

Ψ =

(
ψ
ψ∗

)
, (59)

where ψ is a vector containing the annihilation operator
at every lattice site. The superconducting order param-
eter ∆ now acts to couple these two subspaces [42]

HL/R = Ψ†hL/RΨ

=
(
ψ† ψT

)( h0 + hα iσy∆L/R

−iσy∆L/R −(h0 + hα)
∗

)(
ψ
ψ∗

)
(60)

Using the discretised first-quantised Hamiltonians the
Green’s functions for the central region at energy ε can be
determined by solving the corresponding Dyson’s equa-
tion [24]

G(ε) = [(ε+ iκ)I− hC − ΣL − ΣR]
−1 , (61)

where ΣL/R are the self-energy terms due to the cou-
pling from the leads, and κ is an infinitesimal energy
perturbation. By assuming that the leads are spatially
homogenous along the x-axis, then the self-energies can
be solved using an efficient recursive process [43]. Fur-
thermore, assuming both leads are at thermal equilib-
rium at temperature T , a necessary quantity known as
the lesser self-energy, Σ<, can be computed as [38]

Σ< = f(ε)(Σ†
L − ΣL) + (Σ†

R − ΣR)f(ε) ,

≡ Σ<
L +Σ<

R

(62)

where f(ε) is the usual Fermi function.
From these quantities, the current can be computed by

[38]

I = e

∫ (
GΣ<

L + GΣ<G†Σ†
L

)
dω . (63)

Another important quantity is the density of states
within the device which is computed by [24]

D = iTr
[
G − G†] , (64)

where the trace is over both spatial and spin indices.

B. Single-mode system

In Sec. III analytic formulas for the anomalous phase
shift in single band systems were derived. We now want
to explicitly evaluate the anomalous phase numerically
for these single-band systems to compare with the ana-
lytic formulas. To do so, the Fermi level µ of the numer-
ical simulations will be tuned such that it lies in-between
the first and second transverse subband energy. To keep
the electron density constant as the Rashba spin-orbit
interaction is increased, the Fermi level is modified as
[18]

µ→ µ− ℏ2k2α
2m∗ . (65)

The lattice spacing was set to 0.1µm, and the width and
length to 0.8µm and 12µm respectively. It is important
to reiterate that this is not a one-dimensional simulation,
but rather a two-dimensional simulation with a tuned
Fermi level such that only a single band is occupied.
To confirm that only a single subband is occupied, the

normalised density of states D as a function of the phase
difference φ across the Josephson junction is plotted in
Fig. 8. In each plot the spin-orbit coupling strength α is
varied; to break the spin degeneracy, a constant magnetic
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FIG. 8. Normalised density of states computed using Eq.
64 for a Josephson junction with width 800 nm and length
12µm as a function of both energy and phase difference φ
across the superconducting leads. The Fermi level µ has been
tuned such that only a single subband is occupied. As stated
in the text, a small magnetic field with Zeeman strength of
EZ = 15µeV is applied to induce a phase shift between the
Andreev bound states. As the Rashba spin-orbit coupling
strength α is increased the asymmetry between the two spin-
bands becomes evident.

field with strength EZ = 15µeV is also applied. We can
compare the peaks of the density of states with the equa-
tions for the Andreev bound state energies given by Eq.
19. For the case of no spin-orbit coupling (α = 0) such
that the states have trivial spin-projection, then the mag-
netic field identically shifts each Andreev bound state in
the opposite direction by an amount given by θB – this
is essentially the process depicted in Fig. 3.b. However,
increasing the strength of the Rashba spin-orbit interac-
tion leads to a mixing of the spin-projections. This causes
the amount each band is shifted to become asymmetric
– a process illustrated in Fig. 3.c. This is taken to the
extreme when α = 1 × 10−11eVm where both Andreev
bound states are visually coincident. This indicates that
at this spin-orbit coupling strength, the formerly spin-
down state is so strongly coupled with the higher order
spin-up subband that its spin has effectively flipped. Due
to this spin-projection flipping, both occupied states be-
have identically under the external magnetic field. Note
that this change in direction of the phase shift cannot be
explained solely by Fermi velocity asymmetry, as the sign
of the Fermi velocity of the right-moving state is always
positive.

The Josephson currents corresponding to each trace of
Fig. 8 are plotted in Fig. 9.a by solving Eq. 63 numeri-
cally. Fig. 9.a clearly demonstrates that as the spin-orbit
coupling strength is increased, the sinusoidal Josephson

FIG. 9. (a) The Josephson current corresponding to Fig. 8
evaluated using Eq. 63. (b) The extracted anomalous phase
for the numerical NEGF calculation overlaid over the results
from the analytic band structure calculation given by solving
Eq. 42. (c) The anomalous phase as a function of the external
magnetic field. (d) The anomalous phase as a function of the
length L of the system. As the length is quantised in units
of the lattice spacing a, we only plot a discrete set of data
points; unlike in (c) where a much higher resolution could be
simulated. Note that the ratio between the magnetic field B
and the length L of the device was held fixed which explains
why the plots (c) and (d) appear identical. In each plot the
Rashba spin-orbit coupling strength has units of 10−11eVm –
this information was removed to safe space within the figure.

current experiences a phase shift. Although not the pur-
pose of this work, we also observe that the critical current
– the maximum supercurrent – increases slightly with the
spin-orbit coupling strength, as predicted in Ref. [17].
This anomalous phase shift can then be extracted and
plotted as a function of the Rashba spin-orbit strength,
which is shown in Fig. 9.b. Overlaid on top is the ana-
lytic result for the anomalous phase shift given by Eq. 42.
For small spin-orbit strengths the agreement between the
two results are excellent, however, for larger spin-orbit
strengths a slight discrepancy is visible; this is likely due
to the fact that the analytic result was only computed
perturbatively up to first order in the spin-orbit strength.

Another computational test for the analytic equation
given by Eq. 42 is by numerically evaluating the anoma-
lous phase as a function of both the Zeeman strength EZ ,
and the length L of the device. The results for this are
plotted in Fig. 9.c and Fig 9.d respectively. The plots
here are strikingly linear, which is unsurprising given that
the numerical simulations are strictly within the short-
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junction limit and that the Zeeman energy is significantly
smaller than the subband spacing – the two requirements
for the linear behaviour discussed in Sec. II C.

C. Multi-mode system

In this section, we want to compare with the results
of Sec. IV concerning systems with multiple occupied
subbands. To do so numerically, the lattice spacing a is
set to 0.25µm and the width and length to 10µm and
length 20µm respectively. Although this constitutes a
rather large device, the small subband spacing this in-
duces makes the numerical calculations easier. It should
be noted that although this small subband spacing im-
poses a strict energy-scale for the other parameters such
that we can observe the anomalous physics – on the order
of µeV – it does not qualitatively change the results.

We tune the Fermi level such that there are twelve
occupied states (N = 12). As in the single-band case,
to illustrate that there are multiple occupied states, we
can plot the density of states for the Josephson junction
as a function of the phase difference φ across the two
superconductors. As before, to break the spin degeneracy
of the system a magnetic field with strength EZ = 15µeV
is applied. This result is illustrated in Fig. 10. Note
that rather than referring to the spin-orbit strength α
directly, it is simpler to refer to the spin-orbit wavevector
kα defined in Eq. 9.

FIG. 10. Normalised density of states computed using Eq. 64
for a Josephson junction with width 10µm and length 20µm as
a function of both energy and phase difference φ across the
superconducting leads. The Fermi level is tuned such that
there are twelve occupied subbands. As stated in the text,
a small magnetic field of Zeeman strength EZ = 15 µeV is
applied to induce a relative phase shift between the Andreev
bound states.

Making the multi-channel approximations discussed in
Sec. IVA, the energy of each Andreev bound states de-
rived in Eq. 19 can be written as

εrj±(φ) = −|∆| cos
(φ
2
− srj±θB

)
,

εlj±(φ) = −εrj∓(φ) ,
(66)

such that the amount each Andreev bound state is shifted
by is entirely determined by the spin-projection of its
constituent linearised electron state, srj±. Considering
this, the striking observation of Fig. 10 is that when the
spin-orbit strength is increased such that kα ∼ k1, there
appears to be only a single state phase shifted to the
right, the rest are phase shifted towards the left. Quali-
tatively, this agrees with Fig. 6.b where we found that at
this spin-orbit coupling strength, almost every occupied
right-moving state has a positive spin-projection. As a
result, almost every Andreev bound state will be shifted
in the same direction under the external magnetic field.
Similarly, when the spin-orbit strength is increased fur-
ther such that kα = 1.5k1, the normalised density of
states appears similar to the system with no spin-orbit
coupling. This is again predicted by Fig. 6.c where we
found the spin-bands decouple such that both spin-up
and spin-down states are again occupied. Due to the oc-
cupation of both states with positive and negative spin-
projection, there will be Andreev bound states present
which are shifted in either direction as observed.
Solving for the current given by Eq. 63, we plot the

Josephson current corresponding to each figure within
Fig. 10 in Fig. 11.a. In Fig. 11.a we observe that the
sinusoidal Josephson relation experiences a phase shift
as the spin-orbit strength is increased, however, at larger
values the phase shift appears to decreases. To study this
behaviour, we extract the phase shift from the Joseph-
son current and plot them in Fig. 11.b. Overlaid on
top of the NEGF calculations, we have also plotted the
average spin-projection ⟨sy⟩ for the same physical sys-
tem numerically computed using the dispersion relation
calculation of Sec. IVA. It is important to note that al-
though both curves are computational, the NEGF results
are solving the dynamics of the system such that we can
explicitly extract the anomalous phase, whilst the dis-
persion relation calculation is simply computing the av-
erage spin-projection of the occupied right-moving states.
The fact that they are similar is strong evidence that the
spin-texture is the predominant effect in the anomalous
Josephson effect for ballistic systems.
An important feature of the predicted anomalous

phase was that for spin orbit strengths where kα < k1,
the anomalous phase is predicted to be linear in the spin-
orbit strength. To check this, in Fig. 11.c we plot the
anomalous phase extracted from the NEGF calculations
within this regime for systems with different number of
occupied states. Overall, we observe that the behaviour
is highly linear, with the slope appearing to approach
unity as the number of subbands increases; effectively
identical to the prediction made in Fig. 7.b.
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FIG. 11. (a) Josephson current computed using Eq. 63 for the
system outlined in Sec. VC. (b) The corresponding anoma-
lous phase extracted from the Josephson current. The blue
markers indicate the non-equilibrium Green function (NEGF)
calculation, whilst the overlaid red markers indicate the dis-
persion relation calculation for the average spin-projection
outlined in Sec. IVA. (c) The anomalous phase as a func-
tion of the spin-orbit coupling strength computed from the
NEGF calculation for three system with different numbers of
occupied subbands. To change the number of occupied sub-
bands, every parameter remained the same except the Fermi
level which was manually adjusted.

Considering the other predictions made in Sec. IVB,
for spin-orbit strengths where kα ∼ k1 we observe in
Fig. 11.b a rounding of the anomalous phase such that
it reaches a plateau. In this regime the anomalous phase
is effectively independent of the value of the spin-orbit
strength φ ∼ θB as predicted. Similarly, for larger spin-
orbit strengths we observe that the numerical anoma-
lous phase decays linearly before decaying to zero as pre-
dicted. It is important to note that these qualitative re-
sults were highly robust to variations in the system such
as varying the number N of occupied states or changing
lattice parameters such as the lattice spacing a or effec-
tive mass m∗. However, the exact nature of the anoma-
lous phase, most particularly the discrete jumps observed
as the spin-orbit coupling strength was increased – due to
the number of occupied states within the system chang-
ing – did differ slightly between computational samples.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

In this work, we have studied the anomalous Joseph-
son effect in quasi one-dimensional ballistic structures
with both two-dimensional Rashba spin-orbit coupling
and an external magnetic field. We constructed a micro-
scopic model for the resulting dynamics by focusing solely
on the role of the spin-texture which forms due to the
coupling between adjacent transverse subbands of oppo-
site spin. This microscopic model found great agreement
when compared to computational non-equilibrium Green
function calculations. We note our results are only appli-
cable for a subset of experimental devices; we are work-
ing purely in the ballistic regime, are studying only the
short junction limit, and have ignored the vector poten-
tial. The purpose of this was to focus solely on the role of
spin-texture asymmetry, which represents an important
area of study within the field of proximitised nanowire
devices.
For the case of systems with only a single occupied

subband we analytically derived a closed-form expres-
sion – albeit requiring the analytic solution of a quartic
polynomial – for the anomalous phase produced. This
formula was very similar to previous results in the litera-
ture, however, it explicitly included a term which factors
in the role of spin mixing. Indeed, we found that the
asymmetry in this spin-mixing is the largest driver of the
anomalous phase, rather than asymmetry in the Fermi
velocities as has been the main subject of discussion in
the literature.
For the case of systems with multiple occupied sub-

bands, we explicitly ignored the Fermi velocity asymme-
try to solely focus on the role of the spin-texture within
the system. Based on this microscopic model, we can list
four theoretical predictions:

1. The anomalous phase should be linear in the exter-
nal magnetic field for Zeeman energies weaker than
the subband splitting.

2. For weaker spin-orbit strengths, α < ℏvF , the
anomalous phase should be linear in the spin-orbit
strength.

3. For an appropriately large spin-orbit strength (α ∼
ℏvF ), and under a constant magnetic field, the
anomalous phase should parabolically reach a max-
imum value.

4. In the limit of large spin-orbit strengths, the
anomalous phase is predicted to decay to zero.

Each of these predictions were directly observed
in numerical calculations computing using the non-
equilibrium Green function formalism. As a result, it ap-
pears that for ballistic systems the spin-texture induced
by the Rashba spin-orbit coupling is the critical micro-
scopic quantity which produces the anomalous Josephson
effect.



15

Interestingly, there has been experimental evidence for
the first three theoretical predictions [5–7]. Perhaps most
striking is our prediction for the anomalous phase to
briefly saturate as a function of the spin-orbit strength
when α ∼ ℏvF , where similar behaviour was observed
in Ref. [7]. In that work, they noted that the origin of
that observation was unknown. On the possibility of ex-
perimentally observing the final prediction – namely, that
the anomalous phase should vanish in the large spin-orbit
coupling limit – we note that for InAs systems that it is
experimentally possible to tune the spin-orbit coupling
strength within two orders of magnitude hence this limit
may be observable for certain systems [44].

Recently the anomalous Josephson effect has been ex-
perimentally linked to the Josephson diode effect [6].
Hence in future work we look to explore explicitly this
link between the spin-texture induced by Rashba spin-
orbit coupling and critical current asymmetry.
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Appendix A: Andreev bound state formation

Considering the Josephson junction of length L illus-
trated in Fig. 1, the interface between the three regions
occur at ±L/2. Focusing on the non-superconducting
central region, after factoring out the fast oscillations on
the order of kj , the linearised eigenenergies of Eq. 2 have
the form

ε(k) = ℏvl/rj±k − s
l/r
j±EZ , (A1)

We also introduce a spinor χ
l/r
j± defined such that(

χ
l/r
j±

)†
σyχ

l/r
j± = s

l/r
j± , (A2)

As a result, the travelling wave solution for a left or right
moving electron with energy ε in the normal region is
given by∣∣∣ψl/r

j± (x)
〉
electron

= χ
l/r
j±e

i
[
(ε+s

l/r
j±EZ)/ℏvl/r

j±

]
x
, (A3)

the hole states are then given by∣∣∣ψl/r
j± (x)

〉
hole

= iσyχ
l/r
j±e

−i
[
(ε+s

l/r
j±EZ)/ℏvl/r

j±

]
x
, (A4)

The same can be done for the proximitised supercon-
ducting regions by evaluating the eigenstates of Eq. 7.

However, as we are interested in energies within the su-
perconducting gap, ε < |∆|, then the only allowed states
are evanescent states which decay into the superconduc-
tors. The resulting eigenstates in the left (L) and right
(R) superconductors are given by [28]

∣∣∣ψl/r
j± (x)

〉
L
=

(
(ε− iΛ)χ

l/r
j±

∆∗
L(iσy)χ

l/r
j±

)
e−Λ(x+L/2)/ℏvl/r

j± ,

∣∣∣ψl/r
j± (x)

〉
R
=

(
(ε− iΛ)χ

l/r
j±

∆∗
R(iσy)χ

l/r
j±

)
e−Λ(x−L/2)/ℏvl/r

j± ,

(A5)

where

Λ ≡
√
|∆|2 − ε2 . (A6)

and we note that we are now working in a particle-
hole basis. Within this basis, the total wavefunction for
the non-superconducting central (C) region, consisting of
counter-propagating electrons and holes, is given by the
superposition∣∣∣ψl/r

j± (x)
〉
C
= A

(
χ
l/r
j±
0

)
e
i
[
(ε+s

l/r
j±EZ)/ℏvl/r

j±

]
x

+B

(
0

iσyχ
l/r
j±

)
e
−i

[
(ε+s

l/r
j±EZ)/ℏvl/r

j±

]
x
.

(A7)

By matching the wavefunctions at x = ±L/2 – a nec-
essary condition for the formation of a bound state – we
find that

ε− iΛ

ε+ iΛ
=

∆L

∆R
e−2iLε/ℏvl/r

j± e−2iLs
l/r
j±EZ/ℏvl/r

j± . (A8)

Utilising some identities, this can be rewritten as

e−2iacos(ε/|∆|) = eiφe−2iLε/ℏvl/r
j± e−2iLs

l/r
j±EZ/ℏvl/r

j± , (A9)

as in the maintext.

Appendix B: Linear average spin-projection

To understand why the average spin-projection is ap-
proximately linear in the spin-orbit coupling strength, we
first note that what perturbs the average spin-projection
is not the mixing between occupied states – as any mix-
ing does would not change the total sum of the occu-
pied spin-projections – but rather unoccupied higher sub-
bands which mix with an occupied state. Hence the criti-
cal parameter to determine is at what spin-orbit coupling
strengths does some unoccupied state couple with an oc-
cupied state. To determine at what specific spin-orbit
value a higher subband mixes with an occupied state, it
is useful to briefly return to the case of a one-dimensional
Rashba spin-orbit coupling where there is no overlap be-
tween adjacent subbands. In this case, for a system with
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N states, the Fermi-wavevectors of each subband can be
computed analytically and are given by

krj± =
π

W

√
N2 − (j − 1)2 ± kα , (B1)

As a result, the jth spin-up state overlaps with the (j +
q)th spin-down at the Fermi level when the spin-orbit
strength is tuned such that

kα =
π

2W

[√
N2 − (j − 1)2 −

√
N2 − (j + q − 1)2

]
,

(B2)
Pulling out a factor or k1 = Nπ/W , and Taylor expand-
ing the roots, we can write the Rashba wave-vector re-
quired to overlap the states at the Fermi level as

kα
k1

∼ qj

2N2
(B3)

Returning to the proper two-dimensional Rashba inter-
action – such that overlapping bands form avoided cross-
ings – the spin-orbit strengths defined in Eq. B3 now de-
fine critical values where we expect to observe a spin-flip
between the jth state and its qth neighbour. To demon-
strate this, we plot the different spin-projections of each
occupied right-moving state as the spin-orbit coupling
strength is increased a system with N = 15 occupied sub-
bands (thirty occupied spin states) in Fig. 12.a. Over-
laid on top is the critical spin-orbit strength defined in
Eq. B3. Visually it provides a good approximation to
when the spin-projections flip sign. Unoccupied higher

subband states always couple initially with the highest
occupied state – namely, the j = N state. As a result,
using Eq. B3 the highest occupied subband will be fully
mixed with the N + q subband when kα ∼ qk1/2N . Al-
though this mixing likely obeys a complicated sigmoid
as in Eq. 41 for the single subband case, we can con-
sider an ideal system where the states begin mixing ini-
tially when kα = 0, are fully mixed when kα ∼ qk1/2N ,
and doubling this, have experienced a full sign change in
the spin-projection when kα ∼ qk1/N . As a result, as
the Rashba wavevector kα is increased, every multiple of
k1/N the total spin of the right-moving occupied states
increases by two. We can approximate these jumps by
the use of the Heaviside step function such that

⟨sy⟩ ∼
1

2N

N∑
j=1

2Θ

(
kα
k1

− j

N

)
, (B4)

In the limit as N → ∞ we can replace the discrete sum
with an integral – note, we have replaced the discrete
j/N with the continues variable z

⟨sy⟩ −→
N→∞

1

2

∫ 1

0

2Θ

(
kα
k1

− z

)
dz ,

=
kα
k1

.

(B5)

To illustrate the effectiveness of this approximation, in
Fig. 12.b we plot the average spin-projection for the
N = 15 system shown in Fig. 12.a. We visually observe
a very good agreement with the linear approximation.
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