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Superconductor/ferromagnet/superconductor Josephson junctions with anomalous phase shift φ0

(φ0-S/F/S JJs) implement a coupling between the superconducting phase and the spin degrees
of freedom. Here we investigate the dynamics of voltage-biased coupled chains of φ0-S/F/S JJs
and predict that the presence of φ0 makes the conventional regime corresponding to the linear
growth of the superconducting phase at each of the junctions and oscillating Josephson current
unstable. New stable regimes are found and investigated. The changes of the dynamic behavior are
clearly seen in the IV-characteristics of the system and can serve as a fingerprint of the presence
of the magnetoelectric coupling φ0. Moreover, the collective magnetic excitations of the chains
of φ0-S/F/S JJs, which were reported by G.A. Bobkov et. al. [JETP Lett. 119, 251 (2024)]
also manifest themselves in the IV-characteristics. This provides a method for their experimental
detection and direct measurement of the constant quantifying the strength of the coupling between
the superconducting phase and the spin degrees of freedom.

I. INTRODUCTION

Superconductivity is a macroscopic quantum state
characterized as a whole by a superconducting phase.
A basic property of superconducting systems is that
the charge current and the superconducting phase are
directly connected. A canonical example of such a
relationship is a current-phase relationship (CPR) of
a Josephson junction (JJ) [1]. The minimal form of
the CPR, corresponding to a single harmonic contri-
bution, is given by j(φ) = jc sinφ. Here |jc| is the
critical current and φ is the phase difference between
superconducting electrodes. The ordinary Josephson
junctions have jc > 0 yielding the zero phase differ-
ence ground state φ = 0. In certain cases jc < 0
leading to the ground state φ = π. Such π-junctions
have been realized in many systems, including su-
perconductor/ferromagnet/superconductor (S/F/S)
JJs [2–6], non-equilibrium superconductor/normal
metal/superconductor (S/N/S) JJs [7, 8] and many
others [9–12]. They can be used in superconducting
logic and quantum computers[13–15].

Under the simultaneous breaking of time-reversal and
inversion symmetries even more exotic situation can be
realized in JJs. The CPR can take the form j(φ) =
jc sin(φ−φ0) with the anomalous (spontaneous) ground
state phase shift φ0 ̸= 0, π [16, 17]. Such JJs have al-
ready been implemented experimentally in systems with
spin-orbit coupling, which is a manifestation of the inver-
sion symmetry breaking, under the action of the applied
magnetic field, which breaks the time-reversal symmetry
[18–21].

Another possibility to break the time-reversal symme-
try is to use JJs via ferromagnetic interlayers (S/F/S
JJs). This is more interesting because the anomalous
ground state phase shift φ0 depends on the direction of
the interlayer magnetization and thus provides a direct
magnetoelectric coupling between the magnetization and
the superconducting phase. Therefore, φ0-S/F/S JJs im-
plement not only a canonical coupling between the elec-

tric current and the phase, but also a coupling between
the phase and the spin degrees of freedom. Because
of this, such structures look very promising for applica-
tions in superconducting spintronics [22, 23], especially
for magnetization control [16, 24–29]. The choice of sys-
tems in which the spin-orbit interaction can be strong
enough and, accordingly, such a coupling between the
phase and the spin can be realized, is quite wide. For
example, hybrids of a ferromagnetic insulator/3D topo-
logical insulator can be used as interlayers [30–37]. It is
also possible to use thin-film materials in which there is
a structural inversion symmetry breaking, for example,
2D or quasi-2D ferromagnets [38–40].

Recently it was predicted that, besides controlling the
magnetization of a single ferromagnet, which is a weak
link of the φ0-S/F/S JJ, the direct coupling between the
phase and the magnetization provides a possibility to es-
tablish and control a collective behavior of magnetic mo-
ments of different weak links in chains of φ0-S/F/S JJs
[41–43]. The collective effects occur due to the extremely
long-range interaction between the magnetic moments
mediated by the macroscopic superconducting phase [41].

Here we investigate the behavior of such coupled chains
of φ0-S/F/S JJs under the applied external dc voltage
V and demonstrate that the presence of the coupling
between the phase and the magnetic moment clearly
manifests itself in the IV-characteristics of the system.
Nonzero φ0 makes the conventional regime, which corre-
sponds to the linear growth of the superconducting phase
at each of the junctions and oscillating Josephson current
and usually occurs in the coupled chains of JJs, unstable.
The ac electric current induced by the applied voltage
excites collective magnetic oscillations in such a system.
Due to the magnetoelectric coupling they cause a back
action on the superconducting phase, which can result
in the development of instability. The instability begins
to increase at voltages that exceed an eigenfrequency of
the system [42] and the chain goes into another stable
regime, in which the superconducting phase differences
at individual JJs are not linear functions of time. This
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FIG. 1. Sketch of a coupled system of N φ0-S/F/S JJs. The
dc voltage V is applied between the external leads. Magnetic
moment of each JJ is shown by a red arrow. ψi is a phase of
the superconducting region connecting i-th and i+1-th weak
links.

is accompanied by a significant freezing of the amplitude
of oscillations of the magnetic moments and electric cur-
rent in the chain. In addition the oscillation frequency of
the current and the magnetic precession becomes a mul-
tiple integer of the Josephson frequency. This dynamic
regime occurs in a wide range of voltages exceeding the
voltages corresponding to eigenfrequencies of the system.
Thus, it is very robust and can serve as a fingerprint of
the presence of the magnetoelectric coupling φ0. While
the proposed and implemented in the literature meth-
ods to detect the anomalous phase shift are based on the
SQUID technology, we propose a simple, easily accessi-
ble way to detect the presence of the anomalous phase
shift and magnetization-phase coupling in the chains of
Josephson junctions by electrical means. It is also shown
that there is another stable dynamical regime, which is
characterized by beats in the Josephson current with a
period that corresponds to the difference in frequencies
between the acoustic and optical modes of the collective
oscillations of the chain [42]. This regime is also clearly
seen at the IV-characteristic of the chain, which provides
a method of an experimental detection of the collective
magnetic excitations. Moreover, the difference between
the eigenfrequencies can be found from the beats of ac
electric current. This allows for a direct measurement of
the constant, quantifying the strength of the magneto-
electric coupling between the superconducting phase and
the magnetic moment.

II. MODEL AND METHOD

We consider a linear chain of N coupled φ0 - S/F/S
JJs, where S means a conventional superconductor and
F means a homogeneous ferromagnet characterized by a
unit vector mi = Mi/|Mi| along the direction of the
magnetic moment Mi of the i-th magnet in the chain,
see Fig. 1. It is assumed that the ferromagnets are easy-
axis magnets with the easy-axis along the z-direction.

The CPR of an individual S/F/S JJ takes the form
I = Ic,i sin(φi − φ0,i), where Ic,i is the critical current
of i-th JJ, φi = ψi − ψi−1 is the superconducting phase
difference at this JJ and φ0,i is the anomalous phase shift
for a given JJ. φ0 determines the form of the magneto-
electric coupling between the superconducting phase and
the magnetic moment mi. The specific dependence of
φ0 on the direction of magnetization is determined by
the type of spin-orbit interaction (SOC) that is present
in the system. Low-dimensional ferromagnets and thin-
film hybrid structures ferromagnet/normal metal (F/N)
are characterized by structural inversion asymmetry and
thus the most common type of SOC in such systems is
the Rashba SOC. In this case the anomalous phase shift
takes the form

φ0,i = riĵ · (n×mi), (1)

where ĵ and n are unit vectors along the Josephson cur-
rent and along the direction of the structural asymmetry
in the weak link, respectively. We consider a thin-film
geometry of the weak link with n along the z-axis, which
is perpendicular to the Josephson current flowing along
the x-axis. The strength of the coupling between mag-
netization of the i-th ferromagnet and superconducting
phase depends on the magnetization of the ferromagnet,
impurity concentration in it, the strength of the SOC,
length and geometry of the ferromagnetic interlayer and
can be described by a constant ri. A number of theoret-
ical studies calculated this constant for different model
systems, such as ballistic and diffusive metallic ferromag-
nets with Rashba SOC or S/F/S JJs on top of the 3D TI
[26, 44–46].
However, the results presented below depend only on

the symmetry of Eq. (1) expressing how the anomalous
phase shift depends on the direction of the magnetization
mi. For the case under consideration this symmetry dic-
tates that

φ0,i = rimyi. (2)

The dependence of the critical current Ic,i on the direc-
tion of mi depends on the particular type of the con-
sidered S/F/S JJ. It can be independent on the mag-
netization direction, as it has been reported for the fer-
romagnetic nanowires with SOC [44], or it can depend
strongly on the x-component of the magnetization, as it
takes place for the ferromagnetic interlayers on top of the
3D TI [26, 46]. In the present manuscript we focus on
the class of systems for which the direction-independent
critical current was reported because they represent the
simplest and simultaneously realistic objects for study-
ing the dynamic phenomena produced by the magneto-
electric coupling φ0. The influence of the dependence
Ic,i(mi) on the behavior of the voltage-driven φ0-S/F/S
chain is a prospect for future work.
The voltage-driven dynamics of the system can be

calculated on the basis of two coupled equations. The
dynamics of magnetic moments mi is described by the
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Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert (LLG) equation:

dmi

dt
= −γmi ×Hi

M + αimi ×
∂mi

∂t
−

γriℏI(t)
2eMVF

[mi × ey], (3)

where γ is the gyromagnetic ratio, Hi
M is the local ef-

fective field in the ferromagnet induced by the easy-axis
magnetic anisotropy. For simplicity all the JJs are as-
sumed to be the same, that is Hi

M ≡ (K/M)mziez,
where K is the anisotropy constant, M is the magnetiza-
tion of a magnet and VF is its volume, thus E0

M = KVF /2
is the anisotropy energy of the magnet. Contributions to
Hi

M resulting from the dipole-dipole interactions with
other magnets in the chain can be safely disregarded be-
cause the phase-mediated interaction between the mag-
nets is very long-range and does not decay even at sub-
millimeter scales [41]. For typical parameters of the JJs
with 3D topological insulator/ferromagnetic insulator in-
terlayers [47, 48] at such distances between the magnets
the energy of the dipole-dipole interaction should be sev-
eral orders of magnitude smaller than the Josephson en-
ergy, which accounts for the phase-mediated interaction.
αi = α is the Gilbert damping constant, ri = r and
Ic,i = Ic. Relatively weak inhomogeneity of JJs param-
eters does not lead to qualitative changes in the results,
see Appendix D. The last term in Eq. (3) describes the
spin-orbit torque, exerted on the magnet by the electric
current I(t) [29, 41, 49–51].

The total current flowing through each of the JJs can
be calculated in the framework of the RSJ-model and
consists of the supercurrent and the normal quasipar-
ticle current contributions. In the case of a φ0-JJ the
voltage drop across the i-th junction Vi is related to
the time derivative of the phase difference at this JJ as
d(φi)/dt = 2eVi/ℏ. However, in this case the equivalent
circuit scheme of the junction contains not only an ideal
JJ with zero resistance and a normal resistance of the JJs
connected parallel, but also a ”battery” producing the
electomotive force from the emergent electric field ∝ φ̇0

[27]. For this reason the normal quasiparticle current
contribution, which is determined by the voltage drop at
the normal resistance of the JJ, is related to the gauge
invariant phase difference φi − φ0,i [27]:

I(t) = Ic sin(φi − φ0,i) +
ℏ

2eRN

d(φi − φ0,i)

dt
, (4)

where RN is the normal state resistance of an individual
S/F/S JJ. Here we consider metallic weak links and dis-
regard the capacitance of the JJs. In the most common
model for implementation of the voltage-biased regime it
is assumed that the voltage V is produced by a gener-
ator consisting of an ideal voltage supply Vg and inter-
nal resistance rg. Under the conditions rg/RN ≪ 1 and
Icrg ≪ Vg the voltage bias regime is feasible and V ≈ Vg.
With the condition of a dc applied voltage V , which gives
ψN = 2eV t/ℏ, Eqs. (3) and (4) allow for determination

FIG. 2. IV-characteristics (solid black line) of the φ0-S/F/S
JJs chain under the applied dc voltage. Amplitude of the
current oscillations is shown by purple lines. The normal
Ohm’s law is shown by the dashed line. Different regimes
of the voltage-driven dynamics are marked by numbers I-IV.
N = 3, E0

J/E
0
M = 2/3, r = 0.3, IcRNe = 0.17ℏωF , α =

0.02. Black arrows indicate particular voltages at which the
dynamics of the system is demonstrated below.

of all the dynamical quantities describing the behavior of
the system: the phase differences φi(t) = ψi(t)−ψi−1(t),
the magnetic moments of all the links mi(t) and the cur-
rent I(t). The details of the numerical procedure are
described in Appendix A.
There is an important physical reason to consider the

regime of applied dc voltage, and not of applied dc cur-
rent. The point is that we are interested in the sig-
natures of the collective behavior of the magnetic weak
links, which is a result of their interaction established via
the superconducting phase and controlled by the exter-
nal phase difference [41]. The regime of applied current
is also frequently studied, but in relation to the system
under consideration according to Eq. (3) the applied cur-
rent generates independent dynamics of all the JJs in
the chain. Although it is also an important problem and
some interesting effects including a chaotic behavior have
already been predicted [52], the collective behavior of the
magnets is not excited in the applied current regime.
Because we are interested in the collective behavior of

the system of coupled magnets and Josephson phases;
first, let us briefly recall what the collective modes of
magnetic excitations induced by the phase-mediated in-
teraction between magnets in such a system look like
[42]. At V = 0 and, consequently, ψN = 0, the equilib-
rium states of all the magnets are along the easy z-axis.
In Ref. 42 it was found that such a chain of coupled φ0-
S/F/S JJs has two eigenmodes of small excitations with
the frequencies:

ωa = γ

√
K

M
(
K

M
− λ), (5)

ωo = γ
K

M
, (6)
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FIG. 3. Dynamics of φ0-S/F/S JJs chain with N = 3. Upper row: regime II. (a) myi(t) [the same for all JJs]; (b) φi(t) [the
same for all JJs] and (c) Ist(t) at eV = 0.5ℏωF . Only the stationary state is shown. Bottom row: regime IV. (d) myi(t) [the
same for all JJs]; (e) φi(t), which are different for all magnets, which is shown on a larger scale in the inset. Here and below
red, green and blue curves correspond to the 1st, 2nd and 3rd magnets, respectively. (f) I(t) at eV = 1.67ℏωF . The full time
range is shown including the initial and transitional regimes.

where λ = −r2E0
J/VFM with E0

J = ℏIc/2e being the
amplitude of the Josephson energy of a JJ. The small
corrections to the frequencies due to the Gilbert damping
constant α are neglected. ωa is an acoustic mode because
it corresponds to the motion of all the magnetic moments
δmi(t) = (mxi(t),myi(t), 0) with the same phase. ωo

can be interpreted as an optic frequency corresponding
to N − 1 different modes with

∑
i

myi(t) = 0. When the

equilibrium position of the magnetic moments is along
the z-axis ωo coincides with the frequency of the ferro-
magnetic resonance of an isolated magnet ωF = γ(K/M),
but in general it may be not the case [42]. At V ̸= 0 both
frequencies depend on the external phase ψN [42]. Never-
theless, the general conclusion that the system possesses
acoustic and optical eigenmodes remains valid and the
difference ωa − ωo remains approximately constant and
manifests itself in the dynamics of the system, as we will
see below.

III. DIFFERENT REGIMES OF
VOLTAGE-DRIVEN DYNAMICS

Now we turn to the discussion of dynamical results ob-
tained by solving Eqs. (3) and (4). We apply dc voltage V
to the chain at t = 0 and numerically study the dynamics
at t > 0. After the voltage is turned on, the system un-
dergoes a process of establishing a steady state for some
time. In the steady state, the Josephson current and the
magnetic moments mi are periodic functions of time (or
a sum of periodic functions). The Josephson current in

the steady state is denoted by Ist(t). Fig. 2 demonstrates
the IV-characteristics of the system. The black line is av-
eraged over the period of oscillations value of the current
Īst. The purple lines demonstrate the maximal and min-
imal values of Ist(t). We observe that depending on V
the chain can be in 4 essentially different regimes, which
are clearly seen in the IV-characteristics and are marked
by the corresponding numbers.
In low-voltage regime I the dynamics of the phase

differences φi(t) is determined by frequent phase slips,
which results in the appearance of a typical nonmono-
tonic excess current at the IV-characteristics. This
regime is analogous to the voltage-driven regime of super-
conducting nanowires[53]. It is not related to the mag-
netoelectric coupling between the phase and the magne-
tization and can be implemented even in coupled chains
of conventional JJs with φ0 ≡ 0. For this reason the
detailed discussion of regime I is provided in Appendix
B.
The “regular” regime II is the most expected. The

dynamics of φi(t), Ist(t) and myi(t) in this regime is pre-
sented in the upper row of Fig. 3. The phase difference
is distributed uniformly among all the JJs and grows lin-
early φi(t) = 2eV t/ℏN . Ist(t) experiences oscillations
with the Josephson frequency ωJ = 2eV/ℏN . According
to Eq. (3) it acts on magnetic moments like an oscillat-
ing effective field along the y-direction, thus exciting their
precession with the same frequency around the equilib-
rium direction, which is very close to the z-axis, but is
slightly inclined from that direction due to nonzero Īst
[24, 42].
We obtained that in the absence of the magnetoelec-
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tric coupling φ0 ≡ 0 regime II is stable for all voltages
higher than the boundary of regime I. However, in the
presence of the magnetoelectric coupling it appears to be
unstable at voltages, that correspond to ωJ exceeding an
eigenfrequency of the system. The existence of such an
instability can be found analytically. To do this let us
assume that φi(t) = ωJ t + δφi with |δφi| ≪ 1. Then
the electric current is I(t) = Ic sin(ωJ t + δφi − rmyi) +
(1/2eRN )(ωJ +δφ̇i−rṁyi). This oscillating current acts
as an exciting force on the magnets. The oscillations
of the magnetic moments are also assumed to be small
myi(t) ≡ my(t) = m0 + δm sin(ωJ t− rmy − β), where β
is a possible phase shift between the exciting force and
the oscillations of the magnets. Up to the first order
with respect to δφi we have I(t) = I0(t) + δI(t) with
I0(t) = Ic sin(ωJ t − rmy) + (1/2eRN )(ωJ − rṁy) and
δI(t) = Ic cos(ωJ t−rmy)δφi+(1/2eRN )δφ̇i. Due to the

external condition ψN = NωJ t we have
N∑
i=1

δφi = 0 which

leads to δI(t) = 0. Linearizing this differential equation
also with respect to δm we obtain:

δφ̇i

2eRNIc
+
[
cos(ωJ t− rm0) + (7)

+rδm sin(ωJ t− rm0 − β) sin(ωJ t− rm0)
]
δφi = 0.

The solution of this equation takes the form:

δφi ∝ e
−κt′ + 2eRNIc

ωJ
(
rδm sin(2ωJ t

′ − β)

4
− sinωJ t

′)
(8)

where κ = reRNIcδm cosβ and t′ = t − rm0/ωJ . The
solution φi(t) = ωJ t becomes unstable only in the
presence of the magnetoelectric coupling r and when
κ < 0, that is β > π/2, which happens if ωJ ex-
ceeds an eigenfrequency of the system. The simplest
analytical estimates can be obtained under the condi-
tion of small r. Then, from Eqs. (4) and (A3) it fol-
lows that up to leading order in r the ac field takes the
form Hac,y = [rℏ/(2eMVF )]Ic sinωJ t. Then standard
linearization of the LLG equation with respect to the
ac field and oscillating components of the magnetization
gives my = m0+γωFHac,y sin(ωJ t)/(ω

2
F −ω2

J). It is seen
that at ωJ > ωF β = π, as it should according to the
general resonance theory.

For higher voltages, when Regime II becomes unsta-
ble the system goes to other stable regimes III and IV.
The dynamics of φi(t), Ist(t) and myi(t) in regime IV
is shown in the bottom row of Fig. 3. At small t, the
system behaves like in regime II, but after a quite long
process of increasing phase instability and transient pro-
cess, which are described in more detail in Appendix C, it
goes to a new stable regime. In this regime the linear in
time growth of the phase φi(t) is accompanied by oscil-
lations with the frequency ωJ with constant phase shifts
between different JJs. This behavior is shown in the in-
set to Fig. 3(e) and in more detail in Fig. 4 together with
the behavior of Ist(t). The current I(t) depends on phase

FIG. 4. Regime IV. Dynamics of (a) φi(t) (with subtraction of
the linear growth) and (b) Ist(t) after establishing the steady
state. eV = 1.67ℏωF .

differences φi at all JJs. Due to the oscillations of the
phases φi(t) the frequency of Ist(t) becomes a multiple
integer of ωJ . The leading contribution to the current is
given by the frequencies, which do not exceed NωJ . The
amplitude of oscillations of the current and the magnetic
moments becomes considerably smaller than in regime II
and, simultaneously, the averaged value of the current Īst
increases, which is clearly seen in the IV-characteristics.
It is worth noting that at φ0 = 0 regime IV is also stable.
However, we were able to numerically observe it only by
turning off φ0 at some t. If φ0 = 0 from the very begin-
ning, we were not able to switch the chain from regime
II to regime IV.

Regime III, which is realized in a narrow voltage region
before regime IV is even more interesting. In this voltage
region ωJ is close to the eigenfrequencies of the chain. For
the case under consideration ωa and ωo are close to each
other and close to ωF because r2E0

J/E
0
M ≪ 1. If this pa-

rameter were larger the voltage-driven dynamics of the
system would be more trivial because the magnetic mo-
ments quickly lie along the y-axis due to the strong mag-
netoelectric action of the current-induced effective field.
According to estimates reported in the literature [24, 43],
different regimes from EM/EJ ≪ 1 to EM/EJ > 1 can
be realized experimentally. r also can vary widely [43]
from r ≪ 1 to r ∼ 10. Due to the proximity of the eigen-
frequencies to ωJ in regime III the amplitudes of oscilla-
tions of mi are large and frequent events of the magne-
tization reversals mi along ez → −ez occur. Then the
applied dc voltage is able to excite not only the acoustic
but also the optic eigenmode. This is seen in Fig. 5(a),
where the y-components of different magnetic moments
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FIG. 5. Regime III. (a) Dynamics of myi. Different colors
represent different magnets. The green and red curves coin-
cide. (b) Ist(t). Beats are seen. The carrier frequency is very
close to ωJ . eV = 1.18ℏωF .

myi oscillate with different amplitudes, which indicates
that a superposition of the acoustic and optic modes is
excited.

The current Ist(t) in regime III, shown in Fig. 5(b)
manifests beats, which are a result of oscillations with
close frequencies ωa and ωo. The same beats are seen

in the dynamics of the magnetic moments. Please note
that in this regime the frequency of the oscillations of
Ist(t), myi(t) and φi(t) is not strictly determined by the
externally forced frequency ωJ , the system adjusts the
frequency of oscillations by itself. This is due to the
proximity to the eigenfrequencies of the magnetic system
and, consequently, strong back action of the magnetic
subsystem on the superconducting phase via the anoma-
lous phase shift. Therefore, in regime III it is possible to
observe the collective magnetic eigenmodes of the cou-
pled chain of φ0-S/F/S JJs in the behavior of the electric
current.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

The dc voltage-driven dynamics of a coupled chain of
φ0-S/F/S JJs is investigated. Magnetoelectric coupling
between the magnetic weak links and the superconduct-
ing phase leads to an instability of the conventional phase
and magnetization dynamics and to transitions to qual-
itatively different dynamical regimes. In particular, the
collective magnetic eigenmodes of the chain can be ob-
served as beats of the ac electric current.
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Appendix A: Numerical procedure

In this section we describe technical details of the numerical procedure. Functions to be calculated are mi(t), φi(t).
In total we have 3N dynamical variables for magnetization vectors and N variables for phase differences with N

constraints |mi| = 1 for magnetization vectors and one constraint
N∑
i=1

φi = ψN = 2eV t/ℏ. Equations (3) and (4) of

the main text can be transformed to the following form (the standard form of the initial value problem) to facilitate
numerical calculations:

ṁi = − γ

1 + α2
[mi ×Hi]− αγ

1 + α2
[mi × [mi ×Hi]] (A1)

φ̇i =
2eRN

ℏ
(I(t)− Ic,i sin(φi − rimiy)) + riṁiy (A2)

where

Hi = Hi
M +

riℏ
2eMVF

I(t)ey. (A3)

Then we need I(t) in terms of mi(t) and φi(t). It can be obtained by summing Eq. (A2) over all i, which results in

V

RN
= NI(t)−

∑
i

[
Ic,i sin(φi − rimiy)−

ℏ
2eRN

riṁiy

]
(A4)
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FIG. 6. Regime I. (a) my(t) [the same at all three JJs of the chain with N = 3]. (b) Dynamics of the phase differences φi at
all three JJs. (c) Oscillations of I(t) with frequency ωJ . eV = 0.067ℏωF

Making use of Eq. (A1) ṁiy can be expressed in terms of mi and I(t). The final expression for I(t) takes the form:

I(t) =

V
RN

+
∑
i

[
Ic,i sin(φi − rimiy) +

ℏriγ
2eRN (1+α2)

(
ey([mi ×Hi

M ] + α[mi × [mi ×Hi
M ]])

)]
N −

∑
i

ℏ2γr2i
4e2RNMVF (1+α2) (ey([mi × ey] + α[mi × [mi × ey]]))

(A5)

Equations (A1), (A2) are solved by the explicit second order Runge-Kutta method. The time step is δt = 0.002ω−1
F ,

where ωF = γ(K/M) is the ferromagnetic resonance frequency. Time domain 104ω−1
F was used to be sure that all

transient processes are ended.

The initial conditions are mi = ez, φi = 0 which corresponds to the equilibrium state before switching on the
voltage. The voltage is switched on abruptly, but it has been verified that the result (except for the transition period
at times t ∼ ω−1

F ) does not depend on the method of switching on the voltage.

To add small noise to the calculation, the following term was added to the effective field:

δHi =
Pnoise√
dt

frnd (A6)

where frnd is a random Gaussian variable with unit variance. The amplitude of noise Pnoise = 0.0002K/(M
√
ωF ) was

used in our calculations.
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FIG. 7. (a) Josephson energy EJ(φ̃) of the coupled chain of JJs. Stable parts of the energy branches are shown by solid lines,
and unstable with respect to phase slips parts are shown by dashed lines. The abrupt jumps of the black line correspond to
phase slips. (b) Josephson current I(φ̃). The black lines in the both panels illustrates the dynamical variation of the chain
Josephson energy and the Josephson current in the adiabatic approximation.

FIG. 8. Regime IV. (a) Dynamics of the phase differences φi at all three JJs of the chain with N = 3. (b) The same on a
larger scale. eV = 1.67ℏωF .

Appendix B: Low-voltage phase-slips regime

As was discussed in the main text, in low-voltage regime I the dynamics of the phase differences φi(t) is determined
by phase slips. Here by an example of a chain consisting of N = 3 coupled φ0-S/F/S JJs we provide more detailed
numerical results on the dynamics of the phase and the electric current in this regime. The time dependence of the
phase differences φi(t) at all three JJs is shown in Fig. 6. The regular linear growth is accompanied by the phase slips
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FIG. 9. Dynamics of φ0-S/F/S JJs chain withN = 3, where the critical currents of individual JJs are not the same. δIc/Ic = 2%.
Upper row: regime II. (a) myi(t) [the same for all JJs]; (b) φi(t) and (c) Ist(t) at eV = 0.5ℏωF . Only the stationary state is
shown. Bottom row: regime IV. (d) myi(t) [the same for all JJs]; (e) φi(t), which are different for all magnets, which is shown
on a larger scale in the inset. (f) I(t) at eV = 1.67ℏωF . The full time range is shown including the initial and transitional
regimes.

φi − φj = 2πn, where n is an integer number. This condition provides the current conservation Ii(t) = Ij(t). Also
the condition

∑
i

φi = 2eV t/ℏ is fulfilled.

The physical reason for the classical phase slips is well-known [see, for example, Ref. 54] and explained in Fig. 7 by
considering the adiabatic limit corresponding to small V . The Josephson energy of the system takes the form:

EJ =
∑
i

E0
J(1− cos φ̃i), (B1)

where φ̃i = φ̃ + δφi.
∑
i

δφi = 0 and φ̃ = 2eV t/Nℏ − φ0 is the externally applied phase equally distributed between

all JJs shifted by the anomalous phase shift φ0, which is the same for all JJs in the adiabatic approximation. The
energy is shown in Fig. 7(a). It is a multi-valued function of φ̃. The unstable with respect to phase-slips parts of the
energy branches are shown by dashed lines. The higher energetically unfavorable parts of the branches are partially
metastable. As a result the jumps between the branches occur later their crossing points ωJ t = (2k + 1)π/N , where
k = 0,±1, .... Due to this fact the dependence I(φ̃) is asymmetric with respect to the horizontal axis, see Fig. 7(b)

( ˙̃φ is neglected in this analysis). This is the reason for the excess current with respect to Ohm’s law, which is seen in
the IV-characteristics, presented in Fig. 2 of the main text.

In order to obtain numerically the results presented in Fig. 6 we assumed small noise of the magnetic moments
mi. But we would like to stress that the discussed results are not related to the magnetoelectric coupling between
the phase and the magnetization and can be realized even in coupled chains of conventional JJs with φ0 ≡ 0 if we
assume small fluctuations of the phases. In general, due to the finite value of the internal resistance of the generator
some small initial part of regime I at V ∼ Icrg may be difficult to achieve experimentally.

Appendix C: Phase instability

Here we discuss in detail the process of increasing phase instability and transition of the system to the new regime
IV discussed in the main text. We apply voltage V ̸= 0 at t = 0. The dynamics of the phase differences at all JJs
is shown in Fig. 8 for N = 3. At small times all the phase differences are the same and correspond to the linear
growth φi = ωJ t like in the regular regime II. However, the considered voltage exceeds the eigenfrequencies ωa,o of
the chain. Then we have κ < 0 in Eq. (8) of the main text and this regular growth of the phase difference becomes
unstable. The process of growing instability is seen in Fig. 8(a) and in Fig. 8(b) on a larger scale. Its typical time
exceeds all the characteristic time scales of the system and depends not only on the system parameters, but also on
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FIG. 10. The same as in Fig. 9, but for much larger variations of the critical currents δIc/Ic = 35%.

FIG. 11. Fourier transform of I(t) presented in Fig. 5 of the main text. Inset: the region of the split main peak on a larger
scale. eV = 1.18ℏωF .

amplitude of the initial fluctuations of mi. After the system comes to the stationary state, the quantities φi − ωJ t
oscillate with the same frequency ωJ , but they have different time-averaged values and there is a constant phase shift
between their oscillations. We have numerically checked that the final dynamical state of the system is not unique.
The phase differences always oscillate with frequency ωJ , but their time-averaged values and the phase shifts between
them depend on the particular realization. Surely, all possible realizations presuppose the fulfillment of the condition∑
φi(t) = 2eV t/ℏ.

Appendix D: Influence of variations of individual JJs parameters

In this section we present results supporting our statement that variations of parameters of individual JJs do not
prevent the system from transitioning to anomalous dynamic regimes. We assume that in the chain consisting of
N = 3 junctions individual JJs have different critical currents Ic, Ic ± δIc. Figs. 9 and 10 demonstrate the results
for the voltage-driven dynamics in the normal regime II (upper row) and the anomalous regime IV (bottom row). In
Fig. 9 the case of small critical current variations δIc/Ic = 2% is shown, while Fig. 10 corresponds to the case of
much larger δIc/Ic = 35%. Due to the different values of the critical currents the normal regime in both figures is
characterized by different phase differences at all three JJs and, consequently, different inclines of φi(t). In Fig. 10(b)
it is seen more clearly than in Fig. 9(b) owing to the stronger variation of the critical currents. Because of different
values φ̇i(t) the Josephson frequencies of the individual JJs are not the same. If this difference is small, it results in
beats of the oscillations of myi(t) and I(t), see Figs. 10(a) and (c). For larger differencies of the Josephson frequencies
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of individual JJs the behavior of myi(t) and I(t) is more complicated, see Figs. 10(d) and (f).
At the same time the anomalous regime IV is characterized by much smaller differences of the averaged incline

of φi(t) and smaller amplitudes of the I(t) oscillations. For not very large variations of the critical currents the
amplitudes of the oscillations of the magnetic moments are also suppressed in this regime. In the anomalous regime
III observation of the beats corresponding to the difference of the eigenfrequencies of the chain collective modes ωa−ωo

is complicated by the simultaneous presence of the beats associated with the difference of the Josephson frequencies
of the individual JJs.

Appendix E: Fourier analysis of current beats

Eqs. (5),(6) of the main text give us the difference between optic and acoustic modes

∆ω = ωa − ωo = ωF

(√
1 +

2r2E0
J

E0
M

− 1

)
(E1)

For the parameters used in Fig. 5 of the main text ∆ω ≈ 0.06ωF . In Fig.11 the Fourier transform of beats of current
is shown. The main peak is doubled (also peaks corresponding to multiple frequencies can be seen). The difference
between the two frequencies that make up the beats is 0.057ωF , which agrees with Eq. E1 very well.
It is important to note that since the eigenfrequencies depend on ψN , the frequencies ωa, ωo by themselves are

not determined by Eqs. (5) and (6) of the main text, as it is indicated there. Nevertheless, the expression for their
difference Eq. E1 remains valid.
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