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Recent attention has been drawn to temperature gradient generated ∆T noise at vanishing charge current.
This study delves into examining the properties of spin-polarised ∆T noise in conjunction with ∆T -shot noise,
∆T -thermal noise, and quantum noise (again both shot and thermal noise) in a one-dimensional (1D) struc-
ture comprising metal/spin-flipper/metal/insulator/superconductor junction to probe Yu-Shiba-Rusinov (YSR)
bound states. YSR bound states, which are localized states within the superconducting gap of a superconductor
are induced by a magnetic impurity acting as a spin-flipper. A YSR bound state should be distinguished from a
Majorana bound state (MBS), which too can occur due to interaction with magnetic impurities, e.g., magnetic
adatoms on superconductors, and this can lead to false positives in detecting MBS. Clarifying this by providing
a unique signature for the YSR-bound state is the main aim of this work. In this paper, we show that YSR
bound states can be effectively probed using quantum noise and the recently discovered ∆T noise, with a focus
on especially spin transport. We see that the spin ∆T noise is a superior tool compared to the charge ∆T noise as
a probe for YSR bound states. Additionally, our analysis of quantum noise reveals that similar to ∆T noise, spin
quantum noise is more effective than charge quantum noise in detecting YSR bound states.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum noise provides a valuable tool in the understand-
ing of quantum statistics, non-Abelian statistics of anyons in
fractional quantum Hall setups [1–6]. Additionally, it is used
to determine the effective fractional charge in fractional quan-
tum Hall setups [7–10] and the cooper pair’s charge in a metal-
superconductor junction [11–13]. A recent study shows that it
can also be utilized to distinguish different edge mode trans-
port such as chiral, helical, and trivial helical edge modes.
[14]. Very recent area of intense research in mesoscopic
physics is ∆T quantum noise, borne by both theoretical pre-
dictions [15–17] and experimental observations [18–20]. In
contrast to quantum noise, ∆T noise arises even without a net
charge current in the system, provided there is a finite temper-
ature gradient.

Unintentional temperature differences in experimental
measurements can sometimes result in abrupt noise, which
may be mistaken for noise stemming from other subtle ef-
fects [18]. ∆T noise proves effective in examining such occur-
rences, given its versatility without specific design constraints
[19]. Recent studies have suggested that the charge ∆T shot
noise contribution is positive for fermions, while for bosons,
it can be either positive or negative [21].

Spin-flip scattering occurs when an incoming electron in-
teracts with a spin flipper at the interface. Spin current holds
significant relevance in spintronics [22], particularly within
superconducting junctions, to investigate both spin and charge
transport. A YSR bound state forms when magnetic impu-
rity spin interacts with the Cooper pairs of the superconductor,
leading to the formation of bound states within the supercon-
ducting energy gap [23–25]. Superconductors, particularly
conventional s-wave type, exhibit a fascinating phenomenon
when encountering magnetic impurities. These impurities can
form unique bound states within the superconducting gap.

∗ colin.nano@gmail.com

This discovery, made independently by Yu, Shiba, and Rusi-
nov [23–25], laid the foundation for our understanding of
YSR states. The emergence of YSR states arises from the in-
teraction between the impurity’s spin and the electron-like or
hole-like quasiparticles that are reflected back by the super-
conductor through a process known as Andreev reflection.A
YSR bound state should be distinguished from a Majorana
bound state (MBS) which too can occur due to interaction
with magnetic impurities, e.g., magnetic adatoms on super-
conductors [26–28] and this can lead to false positives in de-
tecting MBS. Clarifying this by providing an unique signature
for YSR bound state is the main aim of this work. Experimen-
tal verification of YSR bound states has been achieved in re-
cent years using scanning tunneling spectroscopy and atomic
scale shot noise spectroscopy [29, 30]. In this work, we
demonstrate that YSR bound states can be effectively probed
using quantum noise and the recently discovered ∆T noise,
with a focus on both charge and spin transport mechanisms.

Our study focuses on the YSR bound states induced by
magnetic impurities that act as a spin-flipper in a supercon-
ducting junction at vanishing charge or spin current via charge
∆T noise (Dch

T ) or spin ∆T noise (Dsp
T ) noise and quantum

charge and spin noise. We also analyze the corresponding
contributions from charge (spin) ∆T -shot noise (Dch(sp)

T sh ) and

charge (spin) ∆T -thermal noise (Dch(sp)
Tth ).

We consider a finite temperature difference between the left
normal metal and the superconductor, along with a finite ap-
plied voltage bias (as detailed in subsections II B). Differential
charge conductance exhibits a zero-bias peak in the presence
of magnetic impurities, caused by the merging of two YSR-
bound states inside the superconducting gap. This occurs for
specific values of barrier strength and exchange interaction
strength.

The charge (spin) ∆T thermal noise (Dch(sp)
Tth ) exhibits a

peak at one barrier strength value corresponding to one YSR
peak, whereas the charge (spin) ∆T -shot noise (Dch(sp)

T sh ) dis-
plays dips at both barrier strength values, where YSR peaks
occur. Charge (spin) quantum QT noise also shows a peak
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at only one of the barrier strength values. Consequently, the
charge (spin) ∆T shot noise (Dch(sp)

T sh ) is a superior tool for
probing YSR bound states in the presence of a magnetic im-
purity.

Figure 1: Schematic representation of 1D NsfNIS junction,
with a magnetic impurity which acts as a spin-flipper at x = 0

and δ potential at x = a.

This paper is structured as follows: Section II provides an
overview of charge transport, which focuses on the calculation
of spin-polarized scattering amplitudes in a NsfNIS junction.
Subsequently, we discuss and calculate spin-polarized quan-
tum noise and charge (spin) Dch(sp)

T noise at a finite tempera-
ture gradient. Section III delves into the YSR bound state and
its signature via conductance, followed by an examination of
spin-polarized Dch(sp)

T noise, Dch(sp)
T sh(Tth) noise. Section IV ana-

lyzes the results of ∆T and quantum noise and discusses how
they can detect YSR-bound states, which results are summa-
rized in Tables II and III. Section V concludes this paper with
a discussion on the experimental realization of our work. The
derivation of charge (spin) current in a NsfNIS junction is
given in Appendix A, while Appendix B presents the calcu-
lation of spin-polarized quantum noise in a NsfNIS junction.

Appendix C 1 contains the derivation of charge (spin) thermo-
voltage necessary for calculating charge (spin) Dch(sp)

T noise,
and Appendix C 2 presents the derivation of spin-polarised
charge (spin) Dch(sp)

T noise, including the derivation of charge
(spin) Dch(sp)

T sh and Dch(sp)
Tth noise contributions. The Mathemat-

ica code to calculate charge (spin) thermovoltage and Dch(sp)
T

noise is given in Github [31].

II. THEORY

Employing the Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BDG) formalism,
the Hamiltonian for a NsfNIS junction, as detailed in a prior
work [32], is represented as follows:

H =

(
HSF(k)Î ∆0Θ(x−a)σ̂y

∆
†
0Θ(x−a)σ̂y −H∗

s f (−k)Î

)
, (1)

where, HSF = p2/2m∗− Jδ(x)⃗s · S⃗+Uδ(x− a)−EF , with p
being the momentum, EF denoting the fermi energy, m∗ rep-
resenting the effective mass, U denoting the strength of the
delta potential, Θ(x) being the Heaviside theta function, ∆0
being the superconducting gap (Ref. [33]), and J represent-
ing the relative strength of the exchange interaction between
the electron spin s⃗ and the magnetic impurity spin S⃗. The ex-
change interaction in Hs f is expressed as:

s⃗ · S⃗ = sz ·Sz +
1
2
(s−S++ s+S−), (2)

here, the raising and lowering electron spin’s (spin-flipper’s
spin) operator are represented as s± = sx± isy (S± = Sx± iSy).
Additionally, sx,sy,sz represent the x,y,z components of the
electron’s spin operator, while Sx,Sy,Sz represent the corre-
sponding components of spin-flipper’s spin operator.

The wavefunctions in different regions of NsfNIS junction for a spin-up electron incident from left normal metal are given as,

ψN1(x) = (eikex + r↑↑e−ikex)φS
mϕ̌1 + r↑↓e−ikex

φ
S
m+1ϕ̌2 + r↑↑a eikhx

φ
S
m+1ϕ̌3 + r↑↓a eikhx

φ
S
mϕ̌4, for x < 0,

ψN2(x) = t↑↑eikex
φ

S
mϕ̌1 + t↑↓eikex

φ
S
m+1ϕ̌2 + f ↑↑e−ike(x−a)

φ
S
mϕ̌1 + f ↑↓e−ike(x−a)

φ
S
m+1ϕ̌2

+g↑↑eikh(x−a)
φ

S
m+1ϕ̌3 +g↑↓eikh(x−a)

φ
S
mϕ̌4 +h↑↑e−ikhx

φ
S
m+1ϕ̌3 +h↑↓e−ikhx

φ
S
mϕ̌4, for 0 < x < a,

ψS(x) = c↑↑eiqex
φ

S
mϕ̌

S
1 + c↑↓eiqex

φ
S
m+1ϕ̌

S
2 +d↑↑e−iqhx

φ
S
m+1ϕ̌

S
3 +d↑↓e−iqhx

φ
S
mϕ̌

S
4 for x > a. (3)

The wavefunctions in different regions of NsfNIS junction for spin-down electron is incident from left normal metal are given
as,

ψN1(x) = r↓↑e−ikex
φ

S
m−1ϕ̌1 +(eikex + r↓↓e−ikex)φS

mϕ̌2 + r↓↑a eikhx
φ

S
mϕ̌3 + r↓↓a eikhx

φ
S
m−1ϕ̌4, for x < 0,

ψN2(x) = t↓↑eikex
φ

S
m−1ϕ̌1 + t↓↓eikex

φ
S
mϕ̌2 + f ↓↑e−ike(x−a)

φ
S
m−1ϕ̌1 + f ↓↓e−ike(x−a)

φ
S
mϕ̌2

+g↓↑eikh(x−a)
φ

S
mϕ̌3 +g↓↓eikh(x−a)

φ
S
m−1ϕ̌4 +h↓↑e−ikhx

φ
S
mϕ̌3 +h↓↓e−ikhx

φ
S
m−1ϕ̌4, for 0 < x < a,

ψS(x) = c↓↑eiqex
φ

S
m−1ϕ̌

S
1 + c↓↓eiqex

φ
S
mϕ̌

S
2 +d↓↑e−iqhx

φ
S
mϕ̌

S
3 +d↓↓e−iqhx

φ
S
m−1ϕ̌

S
4, for x > a, (4)
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with ϕ̌1 =

 1
0
0
0

 , ϕ̌2 =

 0
1
0
0

 , ϕ̌3 =

 0
0
1
0

 , ϕ̌4 =

 0
0
0
1

 , ϕ̌
S
1 =

 u
0
0
v

 , ϕ̌
S
2 =

 0
u
−v
0

 , ϕ̌
S
3 =

 0
−v
u
0

 , ϕ̌
S
4 =

 v
0
0
u

 ,

(5)

where φs
m denotes the eigenfunction of Sz, i.e., Szφ

s
m = mφs

m,
where m denotes the spin magnetic moment. ke,h represent
the wave-vectors in the normal metal for electrons and holes,
given by ke,h =

√
2m∗

ℏ2
(EF ±E), where E represents the ex-

citation energy of the electron. Moreover, wave-vectors for
electron-like (hole-like) quasiparticles in the superconductor

are qe,h =

√
2m∗

ℏ2
(EF ±

√
E2 −∆2

0), while the coherence fac-

tors are u(v) =
[

1
2

{
1±

√
E2−∆2

0
E

}]1/2

in Eq. (5).

The electron’s spin operator denoted as s⃗ and spin-flipper’s
spin operator denoted as S⃗ operating on the spin-up electron
spinor [32, 34, 35] and the spin-flipper eigen function gives,

s⃗.⃗S

 1
0
0
0

φ
s
m =

m
2

 1
0
0
0

φ
s
m +

ρ

2

 0
1
0
0

φ
s
m+1, (6)

and s⃗.⃗S acting on the down-spin electron spinor and the spin-
flipper eigen function gives,

s⃗.⃗S

 0
1
0
0

φ
s
m =−m

2

 0
1
0
0

φ
s
m +

ρ1

2

 1
0
0
0

φ
s
m−1. (7)

Furthermore, s⃗.⃗S acting on the spin-up hole spinor and the
spin-flipper eigen function gives,

s⃗.⃗S

 0
1
0
0

φ
s
m =−m

2

 0
1
0
0

φ
s
m +

ρ1

2

 1
0
0
0

φ
s
m−1, (8)

s⃗.⃗S acting on the spin-down hole spinor and the spin-flipper
eigen function gives,

s⃗.⃗S

 1
0
0
0

φ
s
m =

m
2

 1
0
0
0

φ
s
m +

ρ

2

 0
1
0
0

φ
s
m+1. (9)

where ρ =
√

(S−m)(S+m+1), ρ1 =
√

(S+m)(S−m+1)
represent the probabilities of spin-flip for electrons with up-
spin and down-spin incident on the left normal metal, where S
denotes the spin of the spin-flipper, with the value of m rang-
ing from −S to S.

The boundary conditions in a NsfNIS junction at the inter-
face x = 0 are,

ψN1 |x=0 = ψN2 |x=0 ,

dψN2

dx

∣∣∣∣
x=0

− dψN1

dx

∣∣∣∣
x=0

=
2m∗J⃗s · S⃗
ℏ2 ψN1

∣∣∣∣∣
x=0

, (10)

and at the interface x = a in a NsfNIS junction are,

ψN2 |x=a = ψS|(x=a) ,

dψS

dx

∣∣∣∣
x=a

− dψN2

dx

∣∣∣∣
x=a

=
2m∗U
ℏ2 ψN2

∣∣∣∣
x=a

. (11)

Incorporating Eqs. (3) (or (4)) into Eqs. (10) and (11), we
get scattering amplitudes for spin-up (or spin-down) incident
electron, where the barrier strength is Z = m∗U/(ℏ2kF) and
the exchange interaction strength is J = m∗J0/(ℏ

2kF), with

kF =
√

2m∗EF
ℏ2

being the Fermi wave vector.
In a NsfNIS junction, an incident spin-up electron can

undergo four possible reflection processes at the interface.
Firstly, the electron may undergo reflection without spin-flip,
where it is reflected as an electron with the same spin. Alter-
natively, it may experience Andreev reflection, reflecting the
electron as a hole with an opposite spin. Moreover, the elec-
tron could undergo reflection with a spin-flip, resulting in its
reflection as an electron with a flipped spin. Lastly, Andreev
reflection with spin-flip may occur, causing the electron to be
reflected as a hole with the same spin.

The Andreev reflection with and without spin-flip are char-
acterized by the amplitudes r↑↓a = she,↑↓

11 and r↑↑a = she,↑↑
11 .

In contrast, the normal reflection with and without spin-
flip are denoted by the amplitudes r↑↓ = see,↑↓

11 and r↑↑ =

see,↑↑
11 . Furthermore, the transmission amplitudes with (with-

out) spin-flip are given as: c↑↓ = see,↑↓
21 (or, c↑↑ = see,↑↑

21 ),
which represents the transmission amplitude of an up-spin
electron transmitted as a down-spin (or, up-spin) electron,
and d↑↑ = she,↑↑

21 (or, d↑↓ = she,↑↓
21 ) represents the transmis-

sion amplitude of an up-spin electron transmitted as a up-
spin (or, down-spin) hole, and their respective probabilities
are given as A↑↑ = (kh/ke)|r↑↑a |2, A↑↓ = (kh/ke)|r↑↓a |2, B↑↑ =
|r↑↑|2, B↑↓ = |r↑↓|2, C↑↑ = (qe/ke)(|u|2 − |v|2)|c↑↑|2, C↑↓ =
(qe/ke)(|u|2−|v|2)|c↑↓|2 and D↑↑ = (qh/ke)(|u|2−|v|2)|d↑↑|2,
D↑↓ = (qh/ke)(|u|2 − |v|2)|d↑↓|2. The coefficients (kh/ke),
and (qe,h/ke) are introduced to ensure the conservation of the
probability current, as explained in Ref. [36].

When the time between electron collisions (electron’s elas-
tic scattering time, ρe) is significantly longer than the spin-
flipper’s relaxation time (ρs f ), i.e., ρe ≫ ρs f , the spin-flipper



4

1.
xe− ⊗

~wS S = m−−−−→ m
2

(xe− ⊗
~wS

)
2.
xe− ⊗

w�S S , m−−−−→ m
2

(xe− ⊗
w�S

)
+

ρ

2

(ye− ⊗
~wS

)
3.
ye− ⊗

~wS S ,−m−−−−−→ −m
2

(ye− ⊗
~wS

)
+

ρ1

2

(xe− ⊗
w�S

)
4.
ye− ⊗

w�S S =−m−−−−−→ −m
2

(ye− ⊗
w�S

)

Figure 2: This box illustrates the different spin configurations
that arise when an electron (with spin ↑ or ↓) interacts with a

spin-flipper. The spin-flipper’s spin state (S) can be either
aligned (S =±m) or anti-aligned (S ,±m) with the

electron’s spin. The spin-flip probabilities for up-spin
incident electron and down-spin incident electron are denoted

as ρ and ρ1, respectively.

rapidly flips its spin before encountering the next incoming
electron, as illustrated in Fig. 2. This rapid relaxation im-
plies that the magnetic moment (m) for spin associated with
a particular spin of the spin-flipper (S) fluctuates [37]. To
accurately calculate any transport property, we take the av-
erage over all possible values of m. We consider four scenar-
ios based on the incident electron’s spin (up or down) and the
spin-flipper’s configuration (aligned or anti-aligned with the
incident electron’s spin). Four possible scenarios are an up-
spin incident electron interacting with spin-flipper with spin
S = m is denoted as spin-configuration 1, or with S , m is
denoted as spin-configuration 2. Similarly, an electron with
a down-spin incident from the left side of the normal metal
interacting with spin-flipper at interface x = 0 for S , −m is
denoted as spin-configuration 3 and scenario with for S =−m
is represented as spin-configuration 4, see Fig. 2. Next, we
discuss the charge current, spin-polarised quantum noise, and
charge DT noise in a NsfNIS junction.

A. Current and spin-polarised quantum noise

For a NsfNIS junction,the average spin-polarised current in
contact i is [2, 38],

⟨Iσ
i ⟩=

e
h ∑

j,l∈{1,2};
y,γ,η∈{e,h}
ρ,ρ′∈{↑,↓}

sgn(y)
∫

∞

−∞

dEAρρ′

jγ;lη(iy,σ)⟨a
ρ†
jγ aρ′

lη⟩, (12)

with sgn(y) = +1(−1) for electron (hole). Aρρ′

jγ;lη(iy,σ) =

δi jδilδyγδyηδσρδσρ′ − syγ,σρ†
i j syη,σρ′

il , with i, j, l ∈ {1,2} indices
refer to left normal metal and superconductor, and y,η,γ de-
note electron or hole (see, Appendix A) with σ, ρ′, ρ ∈ {↑,↓}.
aρ†

jγ (aρ′

lη) represents the creation (annihilation) operators for
particle γ (η) at contact j (l) with spin ρ(ρ′). The expectation
value [1] simplifies to ⟨aρ†

jγ aρ′

lη⟩ = δ jlδγηδρρ′ f jγ(E), wherein
the Fermi function f jγ(E) is independent of spin, with f jγ(E+

sgn(γ)eVj) =

[
1+ e

E+sgn(γ)eVj
kBTj

]−1

being the Fermi function in

contact j for particle γ, with sgn(γ) =+ for electron and − for
hole, kB is Boltzmann constant. Tj represents the temperature
and Vj denotes the applied voltage bias at contact j.

In our work, T1 represents the temperature of normal metal
N1, and T2 represents the temperature of the superconductor
S with T1 > T2. The temperature difference δT = T1 − T2
is higher than the average, i.e., T̃ = T1+T2

2 . In our work,
we have considered T1 = T̃ + δT

2 and T2 = T̃ − δT
2 . For fi-

nite voltage bias, the voltage in normal metal (N1) is finite,
i.e., V1 = V > 0, and the superconductor is grounded, i.e.,
V2 = 0, see Fig. 1. In the normal metal N1, Fermi function

for the electron is f1e(E − eV ) =

[
1+ e

E−eV
kBT1

]−1

, and for the

hole is f1h(E + eV ) =

[
1+ e

E+eV
kBT1

]−1

. In the superconduc-

tor (S), Fermi function for electron-like quasiparticles is same
as Fermi function for hole-like quasiparticles at V2 = 0, i.e.,

f2e(E) = f2h(E) =
[

1+ e
E

kBT2

]−1

.

The average charge current [32, 34, 35] in the left normal
metal (N1) of the NsfNIS junction can be written as,

⟨Ich
1 ⟩ = ⟨I↑1 ⟩+ ⟨I↓1 ⟩

=
2e
h

∫
∞

−∞

(
1+A↑↑+A↑↓−B↑↑−B↑↓+1+A↓↓+A↓↑

−B↓↓−B↓↑
)
( f1e(E − eV )− f2e(E))dE (13)

=
2e
h

∫
∞

−∞

Fch
I ( f1e(E − eV )− f2e(E))dE,

where Fch
I = 1 + A↑↑ + A↑↓ − B↑↑ − B↑↓ + 1 + A↓↓ +

A↓↑ − B↓↓ − B↓↑, see Appendix A. Charge con-
ductance in a NsfNIS junction at finite bias voltage
(V1 = eV , V2 = 0) can be expressed as Gc = d⟨Ich

1 ⟩/dV =

G0
(
1+A↑↑+A↑↓−B↑↑−B↑↓+1+A↓↓+A↓↑−B↓↓−B↓↑),

where G0 = 2e2/h.
The mean spin current [32, 34, 35] in N1 can be written as,

⟨Isp
1 ⟩ = ⟨I↑1 ⟩−⟨I↓1 ⟩

=
2e
h

∫
∞

−∞

(
A↑↑−A↑↓−B↑↑+B↑↓−A↓↓+A↓↑+B↓↓

−B↓↑
)
( f1e(E − eV )− f2e(E))dE

=
2e
h

∫
∞

−∞

Fsp
I ( f1e(E − eV )− f2e(E))dE, (14)

where Fsp
I =A↑↑−A↑↓−B↑↑+B↑↓−A↓↓+A↓↑+B↓↓−B↓↑.

The current-current correlation at the same contact, i.e.,
at N1 is the quantum noise-auto correlation. Spin polarised
quantum noise in N1 between charge carriers with spin ρ

and ρ′ at different times t and t̃ is defined as Qρρ′

11 (t − t̃) ≡
⟨∆Iρ

1 (t)∆Iρ′

1 (t̃)+∆Iρ

1 (t̃)∆Iρ′

1 (t)⟩ with ∆Iρ

1 (t) = Iρ

1 (t)−⟨Iρ

1 (t)⟩
[2]. The charge quantum noise auto-correlation at zero fre-
quency [39] for charge current Ich

1 = ⟨I↑1 ⟩+⟨I↓1 ⟩ can be written



5

as,

Qch
11 = Q↑↑

11 +Q↑↓
11 +Q↓↑

11 +Q↓↓
11, (15)

while the spin quantum noise auto-correlation at zero fre-
quency for spin current Isp

1 = ⟨I↑1 ⟩−⟨I↓1 ⟩ is

Qsp
11 = Q↑↑

11 −Q↑↓
11 −Q↓↑

11 +Q↓↓
11, (16)

where, the spin-polarised quantum noise-auto correlation at
zero frequency in NsfNIS junction Qσσ′

11 [38, 40] for σ,σ′ ∈ {↑
,↓} is given as

Qσσ′
11 =

2e2

h

∫
∑

ρ,ρ′∈{↑,↓}
∑

k,l∈{1,2},
x′,y′,Γ,η∈{e,h}

sgn(x′)sgn(y′)Aσ′σ
k,Γ;l,η(1x′,σ)Aρ′ρ

l,η;k,Γ(1y′,σ′)fkΓ(E){1− flη(E)}dE

=
4e2

h

[∫
∞

−∞

Fσσ′
11th

{
f1e(1− f1e)+ f2e(1− f2e)

}
dE +

∫
∞

−∞

Fσσ′
11sh( f1e − f2e)

2dE
]
= Qσσ′

11th +Qσσ′
11sh, (17)

where sgn(x′) = +1(−1) for electron (hole).

where, Fσσ′
11sh and Fσσ′

11th, are the sum of the scattering proba-
bilities for Qσσ′

11sh noise and Qσσ′
11th noise contributions and their

detailed expressions are given in Eqs. (B5) and (B3) of Ap-
pendix B. Here, Qσσ′

11th and Qσσ′
11sh are the spin-polarized ther-

mal and shot noise-like contributions, respectively, and they
are given as

Qσσ′
11th =

4e2

h

∫
∞

−∞

dE Fσσ′
11th{ f1e(E − eV )(1− f1e(E − eV ))

+ f2e(E)(1− f2e(E))},

Qσσ′
11sh =

4e2

h

∫
∞

−∞

dE Fσσ′
11sh( f1e(E − eV )− f2e(E))2},

(18)

for σ,σ′ ∈ {↑,↓}. The total charge (spin) thermal and shot
noise-like contributions are denoted as Qch(sp)

11th and Qch(sp)
11sh are

given as

Qch(sp)
11th = ∑

σ∈{↑,↓}
Qσσ

11th +(−) ∑
σ,σ′∈{↑,↓};

σ,σ′

Qσσ′
11sh,

Qch(sp)
11sh = ∑

σ∈{↑,↓}
Qσσ

11sh +(−) ∑
σ,σ′∈{↑,↓};

σ,σ′

Qσσ′
11sh.

(19)

B. Spin polarised DT noise

The quantum noise arising from a non-equilibrium temper-
ature gradient in the absence of net charge current is termed
as charge ∆T noise [15–19, 37]. We denote the charge ∆T
noise is denoted as Dch

T in this paper. One can calculate Dch
T

from Qch
11 (see Eq. (15)) at zero average charge current Ich

1 = 0
and by substituting the applied voltage bias V by the charge
thermovoltage V ch

th [17, 37]. The expression for Ich
1 is given

in Eq. (C3). V ch
th has been calculated numerically in Math-

ematica (see Github [31]). Also, one can see Appendix C

for the theory. Similarly, one can also calculate the spin ∆T
noise, denoted as Dsp

T from Qsp
11 (see Eq. (16)) at zero aver-

age spin current, i.e., Isp
1 = 0 and by substituting the applied

voltage bias V by the spin thermovoltage V sp
th [37]. Similar to

V ch
th , V sp

th can be calculated numerically in Mathematica (see
Github [31]) and also see Appendix C for the theory.

Dch(sp)
T comprises two contributions: thermal noise-like

contributions represented as Dch(sp)
Tth and shot noise-like con-

tribution represented as Dch(sp)
T sh . Dch(sp)

Tth can be calculated

from Qch(sp)
11th (see Eq. (19)) at zero average charge current

(Ich
1 = 0). Similarly, one can also calculate Qch(sp)

11sh from

Qch(sp)
11sh (see Eq. (19)) at zero average spin current (Isp

1 = 0).
The average charge current Ich

1 can be calculated by per-
forming the Taylor series expansion of the Fermi-Dirac distri-
butions f1e(E − eV ) and f2e(E) in a power series of δT

2T̃ and
their difference after the expansion up to first order in δT

2T̃ is
given as (see, Eq. (C1) for the derivation following the Refs.
[15, 18]

f1e(E − eV )− f2e(E) = f (E − eV )− f (E)

+kBT̃
(

∂ f (E − eV )

∂kBT̃
+

∂ f (E)
∂kBT̃

)(
δT
2T̃

)
(20)

where, f (E−eV ) = 1/(1+e(E−eV )/(kBT̃ )) and f (E) = 1/(1+
eE/kBT̃ ). Using this expansion, charge thermovoltage can be
calculated by equating ⟨Ich

1 ⟩= 0 (see Github [31] or Appendix
C). The detailed derivation of thermovoltage (V ch

th ) at vanish-
ing charge current is given in Appendix C 1.

Following the same approach, we expand the Fermi func-
tions within the expressions for shot noise (Qη

sh) and thermal
noise (Qη

th) like contribution to quantum noise in power se-

ries of
(

δT
2T̃

)
for η ∈ {ch,sp}. Detailed derivations for these

expansions are provided in Eqs. (C4) and (C7). Using these
Fermi function expansions, Dη

T sh and Dη

Tth noise can be effi-
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ciently calculated numerically (see, Github [31] or Appendix
C).

Dη

T sh noise can be calculated from the quantum Qη

11sh noise
(see, Eq. (17)), by substituting the thermovoltage (V η

th) in the
voltage bias V , for δT

2T̃ ≪ 1, and can be expressed as,

Dη

T sh =
4e2

h

∫
∞

−∞

dEFη

11sh

[
( f (E − eV )− f (E))2 +2kBT̃ ( f (E − eV )

− f (E))
(

∂ f (E − eV )

∂kBT̃
+

∂ f (E)
∂kBT̃

)
δT
2T̃

+(kBT̃ )2

×
{
( f (E − eV )− f (E))

(
∂2 f (E − eV )

∂(kBT̃ )2 +
∂2 f (E)
∂(kBT̃ )2

)
+

(
∂ f (E − eV )

∂kBT̃
+

∂ f (E)
∂kBT̃

)2}(
δT
2T̃

)2]
,

(21)

and the detailed derivation of Dη

T sh noise is given in Appendix
C 2 in Eqs. (C5) and (C6). Fch

11sh is a function of reflection
probabilities with and without spin-flip, with Fch

11sh = F↑↑
11sh +

F↑↓
11sh +F↓↑

11sh +F↓↓
11sh, and Fsp

11sh = F↑↑
11sh −F↑↓

11sh −F↓↑
11sh + F↓↓

11sh.
The expressions for Fσσ′

11sh are derived in Appendix B, see Eq.
(B5).

Dη

Tth noise is calculated from Qη

11th (see, Eq. (17)) by re-
placing the thermovoltage (V η

th) in the applied voltage bias V ,
for δT

2T̃ ≪ 1, and is written as (see Appendix C 2 for the deriva-
tion, Eq. (C8)),

Dη

Tth =
4e2

h

∫
∞

−∞

dEFη

11th

[
kB

(
T̃ +

δT
2

)
∂ f (E − eV )

∂E

+ kB

(
T̃ − δT

2

)
∂ f (E)

∂E
+ kBT̃

{
kB

(
T̃ +

δT
2

)
× ∂

∂E

(
∂ f (E − eV )

∂kBT

)
− kB

(
T̃ − δT

2

)
∂

∂E

(
∂ f (E)
∂kBT

)}
×
(

δT
2T̃

)
+

(kBT̃ )2

2

{
kB

(
T̃ +

δT
2

)
∂

∂E

(
∂2 f (E − eV )

∂(kBT )2

)
+ kB

(
T̃ − δT

2

)
∂

∂E

(
∂2 f (E)
∂(kBT )2

)}(
δT
2T̃

)2
]
,

(22)

where, Fη

11th is a function of reflection and transmission
probabilities, which can be expressed as Fch

11th =F↑↑
11th+F↑↓

11th+

F↓↑
11th + F↓↓

11th and, Fsp
11th = F↑↑

11th −F↑↓
11th −F↓↑

11th + F↓↓
11th. Further,

expressions for Fσσ′
11th for σ,σ′ ∈{↑,↓} are derived in Appendix

B in Eq. (B4).
Next, we discuss the origin of YSR bound states, along with

results conductance, Dch(sp)
T noise and quantum Qch(sp)

11 noise.
of Dη

T noise along with contributions from Dη

T sh(Tth) noise as
a function of barrier strength in a NsfNIS junction.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

This section first delves into YSR bound states in a NsfNIS
junction and the results for the charge conductance Gc, Dη

T
noise at finite temperature gradient (δT , 0) (see Fig. 1) and
quantum noise Qη

11 for η ∈ {ch,sp}. Also, we discuss the shot
noise (Dη

T sh) and thermal noise (Dη

Tth) like contributions to
Dη

T . Similarly, in the case of quantum noise Qη

11 (at zero tem-
perature gradient means δT = 0), we discuss its intermediate-
bias regime (e∆V ≈ kBT̃ ), high-bias regime (e∆V ≫ kBT̃ ,
shot noise limit) and low-bias regime (e∆V ≪ kBT̃ , thermal
noise limit) This study considers niobium (Nb) as the super-
conducting material. Niobium has a superconducting gap of
∆0 = 1.39meV [33], and we consider the Fermi energy to be
EF = 50∆0.

In Fig. 3, we show the YSR bound states in the NsfNIS
junction. One can calculate the bound state energies E± by
calculating the complex poles of the charge conductance Gc
[32] (see Github [31] for Mathematica code). The real parts
of the poles of the conductance (see, Fig. 3) are the energies
( E

∆0
), where these YSR peaks occur, while the imaginary part

denotes the width of this peak. In Fig. 3, we plot the YSR
bound states (real part of the energies) as a function of the
barrier strength Z, where we observe there are two energy-
bound states, while coalesce at two different barrier strength
values Z = 0.778 and 1.116, where YSR conductance peaks
result, see Fig. 4.

In Fig. 4, we plot charge conductance Gc(2e2/h) vs.
energy E/∆0 for different barrier strength values Z, with
J0 = 4.5, kF a = 0.85π, S = 1/2 and take the sum over m =
{1/2,−1/2}. Gc(2e2/h) shows zero bias peaks at Z=0.778
and 1.116, which is the signature of YSR bound states within
the superconducting gap ( see, Fig. 3). Apart from these two Z
values, the zero-bias conductance peak is not observed at any
other Z values. We have shown this for Z = 0.5 in Fig. 3(a).
A magnetic impurity acting as a spin-flipper induces YSR-
bound states within the superconducting gap, manifesting as
a zero-bias peak. The zero bias conductance peak arises from
the merging of two YSR bound states for specific Z values,
i.e., Z = 0.778,1.116, see, Fig. 3(b).

In Fig. 5(a), we plot Dη

T noise, while in Fig. 5(b), we plot
Dη

T sh, whereas in Fig. 5(c), we show Dη

Tth as a function of
barrier strength (Z). We observe that the charge Dch

T noise ex-
hibits a peak at the barrier strength (Z = 1.116), indicating the
presence of one YSR bound state, where there is no such peak
or dip at Z = 0.778. However, spin Dsp

T noise shows peaks

around both the barrier strengths (Z = 0.778) and (Z = 1.116),
indicating the two YSR bound states. Therefore, spin Dsp

T
noise is effective tool rather than charge Dch

T noise for detect-
ing YSR bound states. In Figs. 5(b) and (c), we plot Dch(sp)

T sh

and Dch(sp)
Tth respectively vs. barrier strength (Z) for NsfNIS
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J=1.2,kFa=0.5π

(a)

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
Z

-1.0

-0.5

0.5

1.0

E/Δ0
J=4.5,kFa=0.85π(b)

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
Z

-1.0

-0.5

0.5

1.0

E/Δ0

0.778 1.116
-0.05

0.0

0.05

Figure 3: YSR bound states vs. barrier strength (Z) , with spin-flipper parameters S = 0.5, m =−0.5, (a) J = 1.2, kF a = 0.5π

and (b) J = 4.5 , kF a = 0.85π.

junction at finite bias voltage and finite temperature gradient.
In Fig. 5(b), we observe that Dch

T sh shows a dip at Z = 0.778,
whereas Dsp

T sh show dips at both Z values, i.e., at 0.778 and
1.116, where the zero-bias peaks occur. Thus, Dsp

T sh is again
proved to be more effective than Dch

T sh as a probe for YSR
bound states. Similarly, in Fig. 5(c), Dch

Tth noise shows peak

at Z = 1.116 which corresponds to YSR peak, while Dsp
Tth

noise shows peaks at both values Z = 0.778,1.116, where
YSR peaks occur. Charge (spin) Dch(sp)

Tth noise is the dominant

contribution compared to charge (spin) Dch(sp)
T sh noise, thus,

Dch(sp)
T noise shows almost the same behaviour as Dch(sp)

Tth

noise, see Figs 5(a) for Dch(sp)
T noise and 5(c) for Dch(sp)

Tth
noise.

Z=0.5

(a)

-2 -1 0 1 2
E/Δ0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

Gc(2e
2/h)

Z=0.778

(b)

-2 -1 0 1 2
E/Δ0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

Gc(2e
2/h)

Z=1.116

(c)

-2 -1 0 1 2
E/Δ0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

Gc(2e
2/h)

Figure 4: Differential charge conductance Gc(2e2/h) vs. E/∆0 , with S = 0.5, J0 = 4.5, kF a = 0.85π (a) Z = 0.5, (b)
Z = 0.778, and (c) Z = 1.116 .

T

ch

T

sp

(a)

0.0 1.0 2.0

0.7

1.4

0.0

Z


Tη
(2
e
2
/h
)×
10

-
3 Tsh

ch

Tsh
sp

(b)

0.0 1.0 2.0

0.01

0.005

0.0

Z


T
sh

η
(2
e
2
/h
)×
10

-
3

Tth
ch

Tth
sp

(c)

0.0 1.0 2.0

0.7

1.4

0.0

Z


T
th

η
(2
e
2
/h
)×
10

-
3

Figure 5: (a) Dη

T , (b) Dη

T sh, and (c) Dη

Tth vs. Z, with S = 0.5, J0 = 4.5 , kF a = 0.85π, δT
2T̃ = 0.14, where η = {ch,sp} in a

NsfNIS junction.

In Fig. 6, we plot the total charge (spin) quantum noise Qch(sp)
11 , along with the Qch(sp)

11th and Qch(sp)
11sh noise, vs. barrier
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strength (Z) at finite temperature T1 = T2 = T , in three voltage
bias limit, i.e., (i) at voltage bias e∆V = eV1−eV2 ≈ kBT̃ (see,
Fig. 6(a)), (ii) at high voltage bias regime e∆V ≫ kBT̃ (see,
Fig. 6(b)) and (iii) for low voltage bias regime e∆V ≪ kBT̃
(see, Fig. 6(c)). In the first case (e∆V ≈ kBT̃ ), Qch

11 noise does
not show any signature of YSR bound states, while Qsp

11 noise
displays a dip at Z = 1.116 (see Fig. 6(a)). In the second

case (eV ≫ kBT̃ ), Qch
11sh≈Qch

11 noise exhibits a dip near bar-
rier strength value Z = 1.116 (see Fig. 6(b)), whereas Qsp

11
shows a small dip, observed near Z = 0.778 with a peak near
Z = 1.116, indicating YSR bound states. In the third case
(e∆V ≪ kBT̃ ), Qch

11th≈Qch
11 noise cannot distinguish two YSR

bound states (see, Fig. 6(c)), but Qsp
11th≈Qsp

11 shows a small dip
around Z = 1.116. Thus, charge quantum shot or spin thermal
noise can not distinguish YSR bound states properly.

11
ch

11
sp

(a)

0.0 0.5 1.0 2.0 2.51.5

1.0

0.5

1.5

0.0

Z


11η
(2
e
2
/h
)×
10

-
3

11
ch

11
sp

(b)

0.0 0.5 1.0 2.0 2.51.5

1.0

2.0

0.0

Z


11η
(2
e
2
/h
)×
10

-
3

11
ch

11
sp

(c)

0.0 0.5 1.0 2.0 2.51.5

1.0

0.5

0.0

Z


11η
(2
e
2
/h
)×
10

-
3

Figure 6: Qη

11 noise vs. Z for (a) e∆V ≈ kBT̃ (both shot noise and thermal noise contribute), (b) e∆V ≫ kBT̃ (shot noise regime)
and (c) e∆V ≪ kBT̃ (thermal noise regime), with η = {ch,sp}.

IV. ANALYSIS

Table I: Comparison of Dη

T noise with Qη

11 noise, where
η = {ch,sp} in a NsfNIS junction.

Dη

T noise Quantum noise (Qη

11)

Dominant
contribution

Dη

Tth thermal
noise

Fig. 5(a)

Qη

11sh (for e∆V ≫ kBT̃ )
Fig. 6(b)

Qη

11th (for e∆V ≪ kBT̃ )
Fig. 6(c)

Here, we analyze the behaviour of finite temperature charge
(spin) Dη

T sh, Dη

T sh and Dη

Tth. We also analyze the results of
quantum noise (Qη

11), its high voltage-bias limit (Qη

11sh) and
low voltage-bias limit (Qη

11th), as a function of barrier strength
Z in a NsfNIS junction. In Table I, we give a comparison be-
tween both Dη

T and Qη

11. We see that in case of Dη

T , thermal
noise-like (Dη

Tth) contribution always dominates shot noise-
like contribution (Dη

T sh), whereas in case of quantum noise
(Qη

11), shot noise (Qη

11sh) dominates in the high-voltage bias
limit, while thermal noise (Qη

11th) dominates in the low-bias
limit. In Table II, we have summarized the results of Dη

T in-
cluding the shot noise (Dη

T sh) and thermal noise (Dη

Tth) as re-
gards their effectiveness in detecting YSR bound states. Sim-
ilarly, in Table III, we summarize the results of Qη

11, its high
voltage-bias limit Qη

11sh and low voltage-bias limit Qη

11th re-
garding their effectiveness in detecting YSR bound states.

Fig. 5(a) shows that Dsp
T is more effective than Dch

T in
probing YSR bound states. We observe that Dsp

T exhibits
peaks at both the barrier strengths Z = 0.778 and 1.116, where

Table II: Nature of Dη

T , Dη

T sh and Dη

Tth with the barrier
strengths Z = 0.778 and 1.116 for the detection of YSR

bound states for η = {ch,sp}. (×) represents no peak or dip
at the barrier strengths, which means no YSR-bound states

can be probed.

Dch
T Dsp

T Dch
T sh Dsp

T sh Dch
Tth Dsp

Tth

Z=0.778 ×
Fig. 5(a)

Peak
Fig. 5(a)

×
Fig. 5(b)

Dip
Fig. 5(b)

×
Fig. 5(c)

Peak
Fig. 5(c)

Z=1.116 Peak
Fig. 5(a)

Peak
Fig. 5(a)

Dip
Fig. 5(b)

Dip
Fig. 5(b)

Peak
Fig. 5(c)

Peak
Fig. 5(c)

Table III: Nature of Qη

11, Qη

11sh and Qη

11th with the barrier
strengths Z = 0.778 and 1.116 for the detection of YSR

bound states for η = {ch,sp}. (×) represents no peak or dip
at the barrier strengths, which means no YSR-bound states

can be probed.

Qch
11 Qsp

11 Qch
11sh Qsp

11sh Qch
11th Qsp

11th

Z=0.778 Peak
Fig. 6(a)

Peak
Fig. 6(a)

×
Fig. 6(b)

Dip
Fig. 6(b)

Peak
Fig. 6(c)

Peak
Fig. 6(c)

Z=1.116 ×
Fig. 6(a)

Dip
Fig. 6(a)

Dip
Fig. 6(b)

Peak
Fig. 6(b)

×
Fig. 6(c)

Dip
Fig. 6(c)

YSR bound states occur, whereas Dch
T exhibits a peak only at

Z = 1.116 thus detecting only one YSR bound state. Simi-
larly, in Fig. 5(b), Dsp

sh exhibits dip at both Z values, whereas
Dch

sh shows a dip only at one Z value exactly at the same value
where Dch

T shows a peak. Therefore, Dsp
T sh is a better tool than

Dch
T sh to detect YSR-bound states. Similar to Fig. 5(a), Dsp

Tth
exhibits peaks at those values of Z, see, Fig. 5(c), where YSR
peaks occur, whereas Dch

Tth shows a peak only at one of the
Z values, thus again proving that Dsp

Tth is better than Dch
Tth in
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detecting YSR-bound states. Thus, spin DT noise is far better
than the charge DT noise in probing YSR bound states. These
results are unique and can motivate experiments involving de-
tection of YSR-bound states. Next, we analyze the quantum
noise results of Fig. 6.

For voltage bias in the same range of average tempera-
ture e∆V = eV1 − eV2 ≈ kBT̃ = 0.25meV, both Qη

11th noise
and Qη

11sh noise contribute to total Qη

11 noise, where η ∈
{ch,sp}. In the low bias voltage regime (e∆V ≪ kBT̃ ), where
e∆V (= 0.01meV) < kBT̃ (0.43meV), Qη

11th dominates Qη

11sh
noise (see, Fig. 6(c)). Thus, total Qη

11 noise shows similar be-
haviour as Qη

11th noise for low bias voltage. However, for high
voltage bias regime (kBT̃ ≪ e∆V ), where e∆V (= 10)meV >
kBT̃ (= 0.17)meV, Qη

11th < Qη

11sh noise (see, Fig. 6(b)). Thus,
total Qη

11 noise shows similar behaviour as Qη

11sh noise at high
bias voltage. We observe that Qsp

11 in the regime e∆V ≈ kBT̃
can detect both YSR bound states much more effectively than
Qch

11. Similarly, in the regimes e∆V ≫ kBT̃ and e∆V ≪ kBT̃ ,
Qsp

11 provides a more effective way to detect YSR bound states.

V. EXPERIMENTAL REALIZATION AND CONCLUSION

Recently, researchers have experimentally measured ∆T
noise arising from a finite temperature difference [18–20].
In our setup, i.e., metal-spin-flipper-metal-insulator-s-wave
superconductor junction, we investigate Dch(sp)

T and Qch(sp)
11

noise at finite temperature gradient and with finite voltage
bias. For the superconductor, we opt for s-wave superconduc-
tor, i.e., Niobium (Nb) with critical temperature Tc = 9.2K and
superconducting gap ∆0 = 1.39 meV [33]. The spin flipper,
acting as a magnetic impurity, lends itself to analysis akin to
that of an Anderson impurity but distinct from a Kondo impu-
rity, see, Ref. [32, 34, 41]. One approach involves employing
a quantum dot comprising spin-paired electrons alongside an
additional unpaired electron, which can be used as a magnetic
impurity or spin flipper (Ref. [42]).

Here, we focus on Dch(sp)
T noise, along with the contri-

butions from Dch(sp)
T sh and Dch(sp)

Tth noise. We also focus on

the quantum noise auto-correlation Qch(sp)
11 and its thermal

noise-like contribution (Qch(sp)
11th ) and shot noise-like contribu-

tion (Qch(sp)
11sh ). We investigate these contributions for the bar-

rier strength values in a NsfNIS junction to signify the YSR
bound states below the superconducting gap. We find that for

charge (spin) Dch(sp)
T noise in NsfNIS junction, Dch(sp)

T sh -shot

noise is less than Dch(sp)
Tth -thermal noise regardless of change in

barrier strength Z. We observe that when the barrier strength
Z is 0.778, Dch

T does not show any signature of YSR bound
states, where Dsp

T shows a peak at the same value of Z and
this proves that Dsp

T is a better tool than Dch
T , see Table II and

Fig. 5(a). Similarly, at the same value Z = 0.778, the shot
noise-like contribution (Dch

T sh) and thermal noise-like contri-
bution (Dch

Tth) do not show any evidence of YSR bound states,
whereas their spin counterpart Dsp

T sh and Dsp
Tth provide clear

evidence of YSR bound states by exhibiting dip and peak re-
spectively (see, Figs. 5(b) and (c) and Table II). We also ob-
serve that at Z = 1.116, Dch(sp)

T , Dch(sp)
T sh and Dch(sp)

Tth shows
signature of YSR bound states (see, Fig. 5 and Table II).

We have also focussed on quantum noise autocorrelation
(Qch(sp)

11 ) in the intermediate voltage bias regime e∆V ≈ kBT ,
their high voltage bias limit (e∆V ≫ kBT ), i.e., in the shot
noise regime (Qch(sp)

11sh ) and low voltage bias limit (e∆V ≪
kBT ), i.e., the thermal noise regime (Qch(sp)

11th ). Qch(sp)
11sh shows

a peak or dip around Z = 0.778 for low bias voltage. Con-
versely, Qch

11 noise exhibits a peak only around Z = 0.778,
while Qsp

11 noise exhibits a dip only around Z = 1.116 for
high bias voltage, enabling the probing of one YSR bound
state. This study gives valuable insights into the characteris-
tics of spin-polarized Dch(sp)

T and Qch(sp)
11 noise in supercon-

ducting junctions featuring a spin-flipper, which induces YSR
bound states below the superconducting gap. Additionally,
it enhances our understanding of how the interplay between
Andreev reflection and spin-flip scattering at finite tempera-
ture difference influences the behavior of Qch(sp)

11 and Dch(sp)
T

noise.

APPENDIX

The appendix is divided into three parts. The first section,
Appendix A, covers the derivation of current due to charge
and spin transport in normal metal (N1) for a NsfNIS junc-
tion. Subsequently, in Appendix B, we calculate the expres-
sions for quantum noise, which are spin-polarized. Next, we
delve into the derivation of the charge (spin) thermovoltage
in Appendix C 1 by equating charge (spin) current to zero,
which is necessary for calculating the charge (spin) Dch(sp)

T
noise. Lastly, Appendix C 2 contains the derivation of total
charge (spin) Dch(sp)

T noise along with charge (spin) Dch(sp)
T sh

noise and charge Dch(sp)
Tth noise in a NsfNIS junction.

Appendix A: Spin-polarised average current

The expression for the spin-polarized average current (⟨Iσ
1 ⟩) in the normal metal (N1) is given by:
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⟨Iσ
1 ⟩= ∑

k,l∈{1,2};
α,Γ,η∈{e,h}
ρ,ρ′∈{↑,↓}

e
h

sgn(α)
∫

∞

−∞

dEAkΓ;lη(1α,σ)⟨aρ†
kΓ

aρ′

lη⟩, (A1)

where sgn(α) = +1(−1) for electron (hole). The term AkΓ;lη(1α,σ) = δ1kδ1lδαΓδαηδσρδσρ′ − sαΓ,σρ†
1k sαη,σρ′

1l represents the
matrix element, where k, l ∈ {1,2} indices label the normal metal (N1) and superconductor (S) contacts respectively, and α,Γ,
η denote electron or hole. The indices in Eq. (A1), σ, ρ′, and ρ denote the spin of the particle (electron or hole), specifically
up-spin (↑) or down-spin (↓). The operators aρ†

kΓ
and aρ′

lη are the creation and annihilation operators, respectively, for particle Γ

in contact k with spin ρ, and for particle η in contact l with spin ρ′. The expectation value of the product of these operators

simplifies to ⟨aρ†
kΓ

aρ′lη⟩= δklδΓηδρρ′ fkΓ, where Fermi function is denoted as fkΓ =

[
1+ e

E+sgn(Γ)Vk
kBTk

]−1

in contact k (normal metal

or superconductor) and for particles Γ (electron or hole), and sgn(Γ) = +1(−1) for electron (hole).
In our setup with a finite bias voltage (V1 = eV,V2 = 0), the Fermi function for electrons in the normal metal is given by

f1e =

(
1+ e

E−eV
kBT1

)−1

. In the superconductor at V2 = 0, Fermi functions for electron-like quasiparticles are the same as hole-like

quasiparticles and represented as f2e = f2h =

(
1+ e

E
kBT2

)−1

[1, 38]. Utilizing the properties f1h(E) = 1− f1e(−E), A↑↑(−E) =

A↑↑, A↑↓(−E) = A↑↓, B↑↑(−E) = B↑↑, and B↑↓(−E) = B↑↓ [1, 36, 43], the average charge current in N1 (see, Refs. [36, 43])
can be simplified as,

⟨Ich
1 ⟩ = ⟨I↑1 ⟩+ ⟨I↓1 ⟩=

2e
h

∫
∞

−∞

(
1+A↑↑+A↑↓−B↑↑−B↑↓+1+A↓↓+A↓↑−B↓↓−B↓↑

)
( f1e − f2e)dE =

2e
h

∫
∞

−∞

Fch
I ( f1e − f2e)dE,(A2)

where Fch
I = 1+A↑↑+A↑↓−B↑↑−B↑↓+1+A↓↓+A↓↑−B↓↓−B↓↑. Next, we calculate the spin-polarised quantum noise in

a NsfNIS junction.
The mean spin current in the left normal metal N1 (see, Refs. [36, 43]) as follows,

⟨Isp
1 ⟩ = ⟨I↑1 ⟩−⟨I↓1 ⟩=

2e
h

∫
∞

−∞

(
A↑↑−A↑↓−B↑↑+B↑↓−A↓↓+A↓↑−B↓↓+B↓↑

)
( f1e − f2e)dE

=
2e
h

∫
∞

−∞

Fsp
I ( f1e − f2e)dE, (A3)

where Fsp
I = A↑↑−A↑↓−B↑↑+B↑↓−A↓↓+A↓↑−B↓↓+B↓↑.

Appendix B: Spin-polarised quantum noise

Spin-polarised quantum noise is defined as the correlation between current in contact p and current in contact q with spin
σ and σ′ [1, 3], such as Qσσ′

pq (t − t̃) = 1
2π
⟨∆Iσ

p (t)∆Iσ′
q (t̃)+∆Iσ′

q (t̃)∆Iσ
p (t)⟩, with ∆Iσ

p = Iσ
p −⟨Iσ

p ⟩, where Iσ
p is the spin-polarised

current in lead p with spin σ ∈ {↑,↓}. Quantum noise power can be obtained by taking the Fourier transform of the quantum
noise, expressed as 2πδ(ω+ ω̄)Qσσ′

pq (ω) ≡ ⟨∆Iσ
p (ω)∆Iσ′

q (ω̄)+∆Iσ′
q (ω̄)∆Iσ

p (ω)⟩. Zero frequency spin-polarised quantum noise
Qσσ′

pq (ω = ω̄ = 0) [38], in a NsfNIS junction is,

Qσσ′
pq =

2e2

h

∫
∑

ρ,ρ′∈{↑,↓}
∑

k,l∈{1,2},
x′,y′,Γ,η∈{e,h}

sgn(x′)sgn(y′)Aσ′σ
k,Γ;l,η(px′,σ)Aρ′ρ

l,η;k,Γ(qy′,σ′)fkΓ(E)[1− flη(E)]dE, (B1)

where Aρρ′

kΓ;lη(px′,σ) = δpkδplδx′Γδx′ηδσρδσρ′ − sx′Γ,σρ†
pk sx′η,σρ′

pl , and sgn(x′) = sgn(y′) = +(−)1 for electron (hole). Spin-

polarised quantum noise auto-correlation (Qσσ′
11 ) in a NsfNIS junction, is as follows,

Qσσ′
11 =

2e2

h

∫
∑

ρ,ρ′∈{↑,↓}
∑

k,l∈{1,2},
x′,y′,Γ,η∈{e,h}

sgn(y′)sgn(x′)Aσ′σ
k,Γ;l,η(1x′,σ)Aρ′ρ

l,η;k,Γ(1y′,σ′)fkΓ(E)[1− flη(E)]dE. (B2)
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Spin-polarised thermal noise contributions with terms involving Fermi function coefficient ( f1e(1− f1e)+ f2e(1− f2e)) is
derived from Eq. (B2), which can be further written elaborately as,

Q↑↑
11th =

2e2

h

∫
∞

−∞

dE
[{

1+A↑↑−B↑↑
}
( f1e(1− f1e)+ f2e(1− f2e))

]
=

2e2

h

∫
∞

−∞

F↑↑
11th ( f1e(1− f1e)+ f2e(1− f2e))dE,

Q↑↓
11th =

2e2

h

∫
∞

−∞

dE
[{

A↑↓−B↑↓
}
( f1e(1− f1e)+ f2e(1− f2e))

]
=

2e2

h

∫
∞

−∞

F↑↓
11th ( f1e(1− f1e)+ f2e(1− f2e))dE,

Q↓↑
11th =

2e2

h

∫
∞

−∞

dE
[{

A↓↑−B↓↑
}
( f1e(1− f1e)+ f2e(1− f2e))

]
=

2e2

h

∫
∞

−∞

F↓↑
11th ( f1e(1− f1e)+ f2e(1− f2e))dE,

Q↓↓
11th =

2e2

h

∫
∞

−∞

dE
[{

1+A↑↑−B↓↓
}
( f1e(1− f2e)+ f2e(1− f1e))

]
=

2e2

h

∫
∞

−∞

F↓↓
11th ( f1e(1− f1e)+ f2e(1− f2e))dE,(B3)

where

F↑↑
11th = (1+A↑↑−B↑↑), F↑↓

11th = (A↑↓−B↑↓), F↓↑
11th(A

↓↑−B↓↑), F↓↓
11th = (1+A↓↓−B↓↓), (B4)

The spin-polarised normal reflection probabilities in terms of scattering amplitudes are defined as B↑↑ = |see,↑↑
11 |2, B↑↓ = |see,↑↓

11 |2,
B↓↓ = |see,↓↓

11 |2, B↓↑ = |see,↓↑
11 |2. The spin-polarised Andreev reflection probabilities in terms of scattering amplitudes are defined

as A↑↑ = kh
ke
|seh,↑↑

11 |2, A↑↓ = kh
ke
|seh,↑↓

11 |2, A↓↓ = kh
ke
|seh,↓↓

11 |2, A↓↑ = kh
ke
|seh,↓↑

11 |2

Spin-polarised quantum shot-noise auto-correlation with terms involving Fermi function coefficient ( f1e− f2e)
2 can be derived

from Eq. (B2) as follows,

Q↑↑
11sh =

2e2

h

∫
∞

−∞

dE
{

A↑↑(1−A↑↑)+B↑↑(1−B↑↑)+2A↑↑B↑↑
}
( f1e − f2e)

2 =
2e2

h

∫
∞

−∞

F↑↑
11sh ( f1e − f2e)

2 dE,

Q↑↓
11sh =

2e2

h

∫
∞

−∞

dE
{

A↑↑ B↑↓+ A↑↓ B↑↑+ A↑↓ B↑↓
}
( f1e − f2e)

2 =
2e2

h

∫
∞

−∞

F↑↓
11sh ( f1e − f2e)

2 dE,

Q↓↑
11sh =

2e2

h

∫
∞

−∞

dE
{

A↓↓ B↓↑+ A↓↑ B↓↓+A↓↑ B↓↑
}
( f1e − f2e)

2 =
2e2

h

∫
∞

−∞

F↓↑
11sh ( f1e − f2e)

2 dE,

Q↓↓
11sh =

2e2

h

∫
∞

−∞

dE
{

A↓↓(1−A↓↓)+B↓↓(1−B↓↓)+2A↓↓B↓↓
}
( f1e − f2e)

2 =
2e2

h

∫
∞

−∞

F↓↓
11sh ( f1e − f2e)

2 dE. (B5)

where

F↑↑
11sh = A↑↑(1−A↑↑)+B↑↑(1−B↑↑)+2A↑↑B↑↑, F↑↓

11sh = A↑↑B↑↓+A↑↓B↑↑+A↑↓B↑↑,

F↓↓
11sh = A↓↓(1−A↓↓)+B↓↓(1−B↓↓)+2A↓↓B↓↓, F↓↑

11sh = A↓↓B↓↑+A↓↑B↓↓+A↓↑B↓↑.
(B6)

Next, we calculate spin-polarised Dch(sp)
T noise auto-correlation along with Dch(sp)

Tth and Dch(sp)
T sh noise contributions in a NsfNIS

junction.

Appendix C: Charge (spin) thermovoltage (V ch(sp)
th ) and charge (spin) Dch(sp)

T noise

1. Charge (spin) thermovoltage (V ch(sp)
th )

The charge (spin) thermovoltage (denoted by V ch(sp)
th ) represents the applied voltage bias that cancels out net charge current

flow, i.e., ⟨Ich(sp)
1 ⟩= 0 [17]. We derive the charge (spin) thermovoltage in a NsfNIS junction for finite applied bias voltage case

(V1 = eV , V2 = 0), and in the limit δT
2T̃ ≪ 1, where δT = T1 −T2, and T̃ = (T1 +T2)/2. For our chosen setup, the Fermi functions

are defined as f1e =

(
1+ e

E−eV
kBT1

)−1

and f2e =

(
1+ e

E
kBT2

)−1

, where temperatures T1 and T2 can be expressed as interest of

temperature difference (δT ) and average temperature (T̃ ), such as T1 = T̃ +δT/2 and T2 = T̃ −δT/2.
To calculate the charge (spin) thermovoltage in a NsfNIS junction at finite temperature difference, the Fermi functions can be

expanded in powers of δT
2T̃ , as given in Eq. (A1) as follows,

f1e(E − eV,T1)− f2e(E,T2) = ( f (E − eV )− f (E))+ kBT̃
(

∂ f (E − eV )

∂kBT̃
+

∂ f (E)
∂kBT̃

)(
δT
2T̃

)
+O

(
δT
2T̃

)2

, (C1)
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with f (E − eV ) = (1+ e
E−eV
kBT̃ )−1, f (E) = (1+ e

E
kBT̃ )−1, and their derivative with respect to energy are written as ∂ f (E−eV )

∂kBT̃ =
∂ f (E−eV )

∂kBT̃ , and ∂ f (E)
∂kBT̃ = ∂ f (E)

∂kBT̃ . To streamline the calculation, we adopt the approximation δT ≪ 2T̃ , which ensures that the main

results remain unchanged while neglecting the rest of the higher-order terms of O
(

δT
2T̃

)2
. Now, the charge current in NsfNIS

junction can be written as,

Ich
1 =

2e
h

∫
∞

−∞

Fch
I

{
( f (E − eV )− f (E))+ kBT̃

(
∂ f (E − eV )

∂kBT̃
+

∂ f (E)
∂kBT̃

)(
δT
2T̃

)}
dE, (C2)

with Fch
I (E) = 1+A↑↑ (E) +A↑↓ (E)−B↑↑ (E)−B↑↓ (E) + 1+A↓↓ (E) +A↓↑ (E)−B↓↓ (E)−B↓↑ (E). We get the charge

thermovoltage V ch
th , by evaluating the integrals numerically in Mathematica for vanishing charge current condition, i.e., Ich

1 = 0.
Now, the spin current in the left normal metal is,

Isp
1 =

2e
h

∫
∞

−∞

Fsp
I (E)

{
( f (E − eV )− f (E))+ kBT̃

(
∂ f (E − eV )

∂kBT
+

∂ f (E)
∂kBT

)(
δT
2T̃

)}
dE, (C3)

where Fsp
I (E)=A↑↑ (E)−A↑↓ (E)−B↑↑ (E)+B↑↓ (E)−A↓↓ (E)+A↓↑ (E)+B↓↓ (E)−B↓↑ (E). We get the spin thermovoltage

V sp
th , by evaluating the integrals numerically in Mathematica for vanishing spin current condition, i.e., Isp

1 = 0.

2. Dch(sp)
T noise with Dch(sp)

T sh and Dch(sp)
Tth noise contributions

We calculate the charge (Dch
T ) as well as spin (Dsp

T ) noise, within the approximation δT
2T̃ ≪ 1, and at a non-zero bias voltage

V1 = eV and V2 = 0. The two contributions to charge (spin) Dch(sp)
T noise are Dch(sp)

T -shot and Dch(sp)
T -thermal noise, i.e.,

Dch(sp)
T = Dch(sp)

T sh +Dch(sp)
Tth . The expression for charge (spin) Dch(sp)

T can be calculated from Qch(sp)
11 (see Eq. B2) at zero charge

(spin) current ⟨Ich(sp)
1 ⟩ = 0, where the expression for ⟨Ich(sp)

1 is given in Eq. (A2 (A3)). Dch(sp)
T comprises two contributions. One

is thermal noise-like contribution (Dch(sp)
Tth ), and second is shot noise-like contribution (Dch(sp)

T sh ). One can calculate Dch(sp)
Tth from

Qch(sp)
11th at zero average charge current ⟨Ich

1 = 0 and similarly, one can calculate Dch(sp)
T sh from Qch(sp)

11sh at zero average spin current
⟨Isp

1 ⟩= 0.
We consider that δT to be significantly smaller than T̃ . To simplify the calculation and ensure the accuracy of the results, we

only include terms up to the second order, specifically
(

δT
2T̃

)2
. Therefore, we ignore higher-order terms of order O

(
δT
2T̃

)3
. Fermi

functions in Dch(sp)
T sh noise contribution is,

( f1e(E − eV,T1)− f2e(E,T2))
2 = ( f (E − eV )− f (E))2 +2kBT̃ ( f (E − eV )− f (E))

(
∂ f (E − eV )

∂kBT̃
+

∂ f (E)
∂kBT̃

)
∆T
2T̃

+(kBT̃ )2

×
{
( f (E − eV )− f (E))

(
∂2 f (E − eV )

∂(kBT̃ )2 +
∂2 f (E)
∂(kBT̃ )2

)
+

(
∂ f (E − eV )

∂kBT̃
+

∂ f (E)
∂kBT̃

)2}(
δT
2T̃

)2

+O
(

δT
2T̃

)3

(C4)

with f (E) = (1+eE/(kBT̃ ))−1 and f (E−eV ) = (1+e
E−eV
kBT̃ )−1. Spin polarised charge (spin) shot noise, i.e., Dch(sp)

T sh can be written
as,

Dch
T sh =

4e2

h ∑
σ,σ′∈{↑,↓}

∫
∞

−∞

Fσσ′
11sh

[
( f (E − eV )− f (E))2 +2kBT̃ ( f (E − eV )− f (E))

(
∂ f (E − eV )

∂kBT̃
+

∂ f (E)
∂kBT̃

)
∆T
2T̃

+(kBT̃ )2

×
{
( f (E − eV )− f (E))

(
∂2 f (E − eV )

∂(kBT̃ )2 +
∂2 f (E)
∂(kBT̃ )2

)
+

(
∂ f (E − eV )

∂kBT̃
+

∂ f (E)
∂kBT̃

)2}(
δT
2T̃

)2]
dE, (C5)

with Fσσ′
11sh is given in Eq. (B5) in a NsfNIS junction. Here, Dch

T sh has been calculated Qch
11sh by adding the contribution from

each spin configuration for σ,σ′ ∈ {↑,↓} as shown in Fig. 2 at average zero charge current Ich
1 = 0 and substituting the applied

voltage bias V by their respective charge thermovoltages V ch1
th ,V ch2

th ,V ch3
th ,V ch4

th . By imposing Ich
1 = 0 for each spin configuration,

we solve for their respective thermovoltages. Similarly, one can calculate Dsp
T sh by considering the contribution from each

spin configuration at average zero spin current Isp
1 = 0 and substituting the applied voltage bias V by their respective spin

thermovoltages V sp1
th ,V sp2

th ,V sp3
th ,V sp4

th and the expression for Dsp
T sh is
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Dsp
T sh =

4e2

h ∑
σ∈{↑,↓}

∫
∞

−∞

Fσσ

11sh

[
( f (E − eV )− f (E))2 +2kBT̃ ( f (E − eV )− f (E))

(
∂ f (E − eV )

∂kBT̃
+

∂ f (E)
∂kBT̃

)
∆T
2T̃

+(kBT̃ )2

×
{
( f (E − eV )− f (E))

(
∂2 f (E − eV )

∂(kBT̃ )2 +
∂2 f (E)
∂(kBT̃ )2

)
+

(
∂ f (E − eV )

∂kBT̃
+

∂ f (E)
∂kBT̃

)2}(
δT
2T̃

)2]
dE

−
(

4e2

h ∑
σ,σ′∈{↑,↓};

σ,σ′

∫
∞

−∞

Fσσ′
11sh

[
( f (E − eV )− f (E))2 +2kBT̃ ( f (E − eV )− f (E))

(
∂ f (E − eV )

∂kBT̃
+

∂ f (E)
∂kBT̃

)
∆T
2T̃

+(kBT̃ )2

×
{
( f (E − eV )− f (E))

(
∂2 f (E − eV )

∂(kBT̃ )2 +
∂2 f (E)
∂(kBT̃ )2

)
+

(
∂ f (E − eV )

∂kBT̃
+

∂ f (E)
∂kBT̃

)2}(
δT
2T̃

)2]
dE

)
.

(C6)

Similarly, spin polarised charge (spin) thermal noise (Dch(sp)
Tth ) can be calculated from quantum thermal noise (Qsp

11th) given in

Eq. (B3) at vanishing spin current. The Fermi functions involved in Qch(sp)
11th via Qσσ′

11th, the can be represented as a series expansion
in terms of δT

2T̃ . In this limit δT
2T̃ ≪ 1, this expansion can be derived as follows,

f1e(E − eV,T1) − f1e(E − eV,T1)
2 + f2e(E,T2)− f2e(E,T2)

2 =−kBT1
∂ f1e(E − eV,T1)

∂E
− kBT2

∂ f2e(E,T2)

∂E

= −

[
kBT1

∂ f (E − eV )

∂E
+ kBT2

∂ f (E)
∂E

+ kBT̃
{

kBT1
∂

∂E

(
∂ f (E − eV )

∂kBT

)
− kBT2

∂

∂E

(
∂ f (E)
∂kBT

)}(
δT
2T̃

)

+
(kBT̃ )2

2

{
kBT1

∂

∂E

(
∂2 f (E − eV )

∂(kBT )2

)
+ kBT2

∂

∂E

(
∂2 f (E)
∂(kBT )2

)}(
δT
2T̃

)2
]
+O

(
δT
2T̃

)3

(C7)

The total charge (spin) thermal noise (Dch(sp)
Tth ) is,

Dch(sp)
Tth = ∑

σσ∈{↑,↓}

4e2

h

∫
∞

−∞

Fσ,σ
11th (E)

[
kBT1

∂ f (E − eV )

∂E
+ kBT2

∂ f (E)
∂E

+ kBT̃
{

kBT1
∂

∂E

(
∂ f (E − eV )

∂kBT

)
− kBT2

∂

∂E

(
∂ f (E)
∂kBT

)}

×
(

δT
2T̃

)
+

(kBT̃ )2

2

{
kBT1

∂

∂E

(
∂2 f (E − eV )

∂(kBT )2

)
+ kBT2

∂

∂E

(
∂2 f (E)
∂(kBT )2

)}(
δT
2T̃

)2
]

dE,

+(−)

(
∑

σ,σ′∈{↑,↓};
σ,σ′

4e2

h

∫
∞

−∞

Fσ,σ
11th (E)

[
kBT1

∂ f (E − eV )

∂E
+ kBT2

∂ f (E)
∂E

+ kBT̃
{

kBT1
∂

∂E

(
∂ f (E − eV )

∂kBT

)
− kBT2

∂

∂E

(
∂ f (E)
∂kBT

)}

×
(

δT
2T̃

)
+

(kBT̃ )2

2

{
kBT1

∂

∂E

(
∂2 f (E − eV )

∂(kBT )2

)
+ kBT2

∂

∂E

(
∂2 f (E)
∂(kBT )2

)}(
δT
2T̃

)2
]

dE
)
,

(C8)

where, Fσσ′
11th is given in Eq. (B3) in a NsfNIS junction.

We derive Dch
Tth noise in a manner akin to Dch

T sh noise utilizing Eq. (B3) considering each and every spin configuration (1-4),
which are illustrated in the main text, see Fig. 2. For each spin configuration, we substitute the value of V in Eq. (C8) with the
corresponding charge thermovoltage (Vch1,Vch2,Vch3,Vch4) to get the spin-polarised ∆Tth noise. Similarly, in order to calculate
spin ∆

sp
T sh (Dsp

Tth), we again utilize Eq. (B3) for each spin-configuration, see, Fig. 2. We accomplish this by replacing the value
of V in Eqs. (C6) and (C8) with the corresponding spin thermovoltage (V s1

sp1,V
s1
sp2,V

s1
sp3,V

s1
sp4) by imposing zero spin-current for

each and every configuration.
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