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We characterize the superconducting diode effect (SDE) in two-dimensional diffusive structures
with Rashba spin-orbit coupling using the quasiclassical formalism. We consider both homogeneous
superconductors and Josephson junctions. In the first case, the diode effect monotonically increases
as the magnetic field is increased and the temperature is reduced, in contrast to the non-monotonic
behavior found in clean structures. In Josephson junctions, SDE dramatically increases and changes
its sign close to the 0 − π transition of the junction, which occurs at specific junction lengths and
strengths of the magnetic field. We show that the SDE is strongly suppressed in narrow junctions.
Our results are relevant for understanding recent experiments that measure SDE in mesoscopic
nanostructures, where significant disorder is unavoidable.

Introduction.- The search for non-reciprocal transport
in superconductors is a recent topic of major interest.
The superconducting diode effect (SDE)[1] denotes the
capacity of a superconducting system to have a direction-
dependent critical current. The effect is closely re-
lated to magnetoelectric effects and can be observed
when time reversal symmetry is broken in any super-
conducting structure with gyrotropic symmetry[2]. Gy-
rotropy is present when inversion symmetry is broken,
either on a microscopic scale (e.g., non-centrosymmetric
crystals)[3, 4], mesoscopic scales (e.g., lateral Joseph-
son junctions)[5], or macroscopic scales (e.g., asymmetric
SQUIDs and films)[6–10]. For that reason, it is not sur-
prising that the SDE has been observed in many different
systems [10–16].

Beyond its technological interest, the SDE is also in-
triguing because it might be a macroscopic transport
manifestation of microscopic properties of the materials,
particularly the spin-orbit coupling (SOC) strength. In-
deed, the SDE has been mainly studied in mesoscopic
systems with Rashba SOC [12, 17–21]. Most theoretical
works focus on the ballistic limit, and only few studies
have considered the effect of disorder[5, 21].

In this work, we present a comprehensive theoret-
ical analysis of the SDE in a diffusive superconduct-
ing system with Rashba spin-orbit coupling (SOC). We
focus on isotropic Rashba superconductors [shown in
Fig. 1(a)] as well as Josephson junctions composed of
a Rashba medium sandwiched between two supercon-
ductors [shown in Fig. 1(b)]. Our analysis uses the re-
cently derived Usadel equation for superconducting sys-
tems with intrinsic SOC[22]. In Rashba superconductors
the diode effect monotonically increases as the magnetic
field is increased and temperature is reduced. In Joseph-
son junctions the SDE is very large close to the 0-π tran-
sition where it also changes its sign. We also show how
the SDE depends on the transverse dimensions of the

Josephson junction. In particular our theory predicts a
reduction of the effect when the width is reduced.

FIG. 1. Schematic representation of setups considered in this
work. (a) Bulk superconductor. (b) Josephson S/N/S junc-
tion, with length L and width W .

Before starting the full calculation of the SDE, it is
instructive to explain the effect in general terms and in-
troduce some notations. Breaking both inversion and
time-reversal symmetries in bulk superconductors and
Josephson junctions leads to the inequalities

j(q) ̸= −j(−q), J(φ) ̸= −J(−φ), (1)

where j(q) is the bulk supercurrent, q = ∇φ is the su-
perconducting phase gradient, J(φ) is the Josephson cur-
rent, and φ is the phase difference across the Joseph-
son junction. These inequalities are at the base of the
non-reciprocal phenomena. First, they allow for an ap-
pearance of anomalous currents, namely j(0) ̸= 0 and
J(0) ̸= 0 [23–25]. Second, the ground state (with zero
current) of an infinite bulk system is associated with a
finite phase gradient j(q0) = 0 — this is known as helical
superconductivity [3, 26, 27]. Analogously, in a Joseph-
son junction the current-phase relation (CPR) acquires
an anomalous phase shift J(φ0) = 0, which is known
as the anomalous Josephson effect or the φ0 effect [28–
30]. Another consequence of Eq. (1) is that the critical
currents in the two directions may be unequal, namely
j+c ̸= −j−c and J+

c ̸= −J−
c , where j+c = max[j(q)],

j−c = min[j(q)], J+
c = max[J(φ)] and J−

c = min[J(φ)],
and ± denotes the direction of the current flow. This is
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the SDE: in the current window between j+c and j−c in the
bulk, or between J+

c and J−
c in junctions, the supercur-

rent can flow in one direction, whereas only a dissipative
normal current can flow in the other. Next, we introduce
the main equations we use to quantify the SDE.

Quasiclassical equations.- The Usadel equation for sys-
tems with any linear-in-momentum intrinsic SOC has the
general structure [22]

∂̃iJ̌i + [(ωn − ihiσi)τz + ∆̌, ǧ] = 0. (2)

Here, ǧ is the quasiclassical Green’s function, which is a
matrix in spin-Nambu space, and which satisfies the nor-
malization condition ǧ2 = 1. The spin and Nambu space
are spanned by Pauli matrices σi and τi (i = x, y, z), re-
spectively. ωn = 2πT (n + 1

2 ), n ∈ Z, is the Matsubara
frequency, T is the temperature and hi is the Zeeman or
exchange field acting in i-direction. Superconductivity
is accounted for by ∆̌ = i∆τ+ − i∆∗τ−, where ∆ is the
superconducting order parameter and τ± = 1

2 (τx ± iτy).

The covariant derivative ∂̃i = ∂i − i[Ai, ·] (i = x, y, z)
contains the vector potential Ai = Aj

iσj , which captures
the effect of any linear-in-momentum SOC. The matrix
current is J̌i = J̌ 0

i + J̌H
i , with

J̌ 0
i = −Dǧ∂̃iǧ

J̌H
i = −Dτ

4m
[{Fij + ǧFij ǧ, ∂̃j ǧ} − i∂̃j(ǧ[∂̃iǧ, ∂̃j ǧ])]. (3)

Here, J̌ 0
i is the usual diffusive contribution, D = 1

2v
2
F τ

is the diffusion constant in a two dimensional system,
vF is the Fermi speed in the absence of SOC, and τ
is the elastic scattering time due to disorder. The sec-
ond term, J̌H

i , captures all magnetoelectric phenomena,
such as spin-galvanic effects [23–25] and non-reciprocal
phenomena [3, 26, 28, 29], including the diode effect.
Here, Fij = −i[Ai,Aj ]. Equation (2) is valid within
the quasiclassical and diffusive approximations, meaning
that EF ≫ τ−1 ≫ ∆, h,AipF , where EF and pF are the
Fermi energy and momentum. The order parameter ∆
satisfies the self-consistency condition

∆ ln
T

Tc
= 2πT

∑
ωn>0

(
− i

2
Tr[τ+ǧ]−

∆

ωn

)
, (4)

where Tc is the critical temperature.
In the following, we focus on the specific case of

Rashba SOC, where Ax = mασy, Ay = −mασx, and
Fxy = −Fyx = 2m2α2σz. We assume that the field is
applied along the y-direction, hσy, and consider super-
current flow along the x-direction (see Fig. 1). The Us-
adel equation can be significantly simplified if the con-
sidered system is infinite in the y-direction, which is a
good approximation for large isotropic systems or wide
Josephson junctions. In this case, the structure of the
Green’s function is simply ǧ = ǧ0 + ǧtσy, where the first
and second term correspond to the singlet and triplet

components, respectively. Moreover, system properties
vary only along the x-direction, while they are constant
along the y-direction, so the Usadel equation becomes ef-
fectively a 1D problem. Next, we introduce ǧ± = ǧ0± ǧt,
and the Usadel equation becomes

0 = [(ωn ∓ ih)τz + ∆̌, ǧ±]−D(ǧ±ǧ
′
±)

′ ∓ Γr

4
[ǧ+, ǧ−]

± ξΓst

4

(
{ǧ′±, {ǧ+, ǧ−}}+ (ǧ+ − ǧ−)ǧ

′
∓(ǧ+ − ǧ−)

)
, (5)

with the normalization condition ǧ2± = 1. Here, we
introduced the notation A′ = ∂xA, and the coherence
length ξ =

√
D/∆0, where ∆0 is the order parameter

at h = 0 and T = 0. The effect of SOC is captured by
two energy scales: the Dyakonov-Perel relaxation rate
Γr = 2α2p2F τ , and the singlet-triplet conversion rate

Γst = Γ
3/2
r ∆

1/2
0 /(2EF ). The former describes triplet re-

laxation, while the latter is the driving force of the diode
effect (and other magnetoelectric effects). We see that
necessarily Γr ≫ Γst, since EF ≫ ∆,Γr. The supercur-
rent along the x-direction is jx = − iπνT

2

∑
ωn>0 Tr[τzJ̌x],

which simplifies to

jx =
iπνT

2
Trτz

∑
ωn>0,±

[
Dǧ±ǧ

′
± +

ξΓst

4
ǧ±[ǧ+, ǧ−]

]
. (6)

To numerically solve the Usadel equation (5) we em-
ploy the Riccati parametrization, namely

ǧ± =
1

(1 + γ±γ̃±)
[(1− γ±γ̃±)τz + 2γ±τ+ + 2γ̃±τ−], (7)

which automatically satisfies the normalization condi-
tion. The explicit form of Eq. (5) parameterized this
way is given in the Supplementary Information (SI). In
the following we explore the SDE in 2D superconductors
and Josephson junctions.
SDE in a two dimensional superconductor with SOC.-

We first consider an isotropic 2D system, depicted in
Fig. 1(a). Here, we may take ∆(x) = ∆eiqx, where
q = q0 + δq is the phase gradient (also called Cooper
pair momentum) with two contributions: the intrinsic
modulation q0 created by the interplay of the Zeeman
field and SOC, and δq that comes from an externally ap-
plied supercurrent. Then, the Riccati functions can be
expressed as γ±(x) = iρ±e

iqx and γ̃±(x) = −iρ±e
−iqx,

and the Usadel equation (5) reduces to algebraic equa-
tions for ρ± written in the SI. Using the solution of these
equations together with Eqs. (4) and (6), we find ∆ and
jx self-consistently as a function of the phase gradient
q. Importantly, the self-consistency condition can yield
multiple solutions for ∆ in the vicinity of the first-order
phase transition [31], which happens at low temperatures
and high fields if the SOC is not too strong (Γr

<∼ 10∆0).
In those cases, we choose the solution that minimizes the
free energy (see the SI). The helical modulation q0 can be
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determined from the condition jx(q0) = 0. Some exam-
ples of this calculation at zero and finite magnetic field
[32] are shown in Fig. 2. At finite field depicted in panel
(b), we see a finite q0, and more importantly a small
difference in critical currents j+c ̸= −j−c .

FIG. 2. Order parameter ∆ (black curves), and the supercur-
rent j (red curve) calculated self-consistently as a function of
the phase gradient q at (a) h = 0 and (b) h = 1.3∆0. Current
is normalized with j0, which is the critical current at h = 0
and T = 0. The dashed red lines in (b), corresponding to the
current j = ±j−c , serve to illustrate that j+c ̸= −j−c (η ≈ 5%).
Parameters used in the plots: Γr = 5∆0, Γst = 0.25∆0 and
T = 0.05Tc.

We proceed to investigate the diode efficiency defined
as

η = (j+c − |j−c |)/(j+c + |j−c |). (8)

In Fig. 3(a), we show how η depends on the strength of
SOC at some fixed field and temperature. Weak SOC
naturally yields a weak diode effect, whereas too strong
SOC suppresses the diode effect due to the rapid triplet
relaxation. An optimal strength of SOC is when Γr is of

the order of a few ∆0. Then Γst ∝ Γ
3/2
r ∆1/2/EF is suffi-

ciently large to create a substantial SDE, without having
too strong relaxation that would suppress the effect. In
the SI, we demonstrate analytically that the SDE van-
ishes for Γr ≫ ∆0, h, even though q0 may be finite.
In Fig. 3(b), we calculate η for every point in the h−T

phase diagram. We see that, in contrast to the clean case
[20, 21], η is monotonous as a function of h and T , with-
out sign changes. This comes from the fact that helical
superconductivity in the clean case has a more complex
behavior, determined by the interplay of the two helical
bands [3, 26], which contribute differently to helical su-
perconductivity at low and high fields. Importantly, this
interplay is absent in the diffusive case, where the helical
bands are always strongly coupled by disorder, and conse-
quently this leads to a simpler behavior of the SDE. The
findings shown in 3(b) are similar to Ref. 21, which stud-
ied η in the vicinity of the superconducting phase transi-
tion in a different parameter regime (EF

>∼ αpF ≫ τ−1).
However, here we manage to explore the SDE in the full
temperature range.

FIG. 3. SDE in bulk Rashba superconductors. (a) Efficiency
η as a function of the spin-relaxation rate Γr, taking Γst =

0.025Γ
3/2
r /

√
∆0, h = 0.7∆0 and T = 0.05Tc. (b) Efficiency η

calculated at every point of the h−T phase diagram. We set
Γr = 5∆0 and Γst = 0.25∆0.

SDE in wide Josephson junctions.- Let us now turn to
SDE in Josephson junctions with a large width W ≫ ξ
[see Fig. 1(b)]. In this case, we may again use the
one-dimensional Usadel equation given in Eq. (5). We
consider a S/N/S junction where S are superconduct-
ing electrodes, while N is a normal medium with Rashba
SOC and a Zeeman field. We solve Eq. (5) in Riccati
parametrization assuming perfectly transparent inter-
faces between S and N, namely ǧ±(0) = ǧl and ǧ±(L) =
ǧr. Here, gl,r = (ωnτz − i∆τye

±iφτz/2)/
√
ω2
n +∆2 are

the Green’s functions of the superconducting leads, L is
the length of the junction, and φ is the phase difference
across the junction (see details in the SI). Combining this
solution with the expression for the current (6), we obtain
the current-phase relation (CPR) J(φ). Some examples
of CPR are shown in Fig. 4(a) for different values of the
field h. We see that CPR exhibits different phase shifts
φ0 as well as the difference in critical currents J+

c ̸= −J−
c .

The CPR can be expanded in harmonics as J(φ) =∑∞
n=1[Jsn sin(nφ) + Jcn cos(nφ)]. In diffusive junctions,

the lowest-order harmonics (n = 1, 2) give the dominant
contribution to the CPR [33]. The cosine harmonics can
only exist when both time-reversal and inversion symme-
tries are broken, and therefore they are responsible for
the SDE. In order to see the SDE, it is essential that the
CPR contains prominent second-order harmonics, which
may only occur in junctions with high interface trans-
parency. The SDE is strongest when the first and second
harmonics are comparable in magnitude.
We next introduce the efficiency of a Josephson diode

similarly as in the bulk:

ηJ = (J+
c − |J−

c |)/(J+
c + |J−

c |). (9)

We plot ηJ as a function of h and junction length L in
Fig. 4(b). We see that the diode effect is strongly en-
hanced and changes its sign at some specific values of
h and L. To better understand this, we plot the first
two sine and cosine harmonics of the CPR in Fig. 4(c)
as a function of h. SDE is strongest at fields where the
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FIG. 4. SDE in wide Josephson junctions. (a) CPR at various strengths of the magnetic field h. We normalize each CPR by
the maximal value of the current Jmax = max|J(φ)|. (b) Efficiency ηJ as a function of magnetic field and junction length.
The dashed line corresponds to L = ξ, used in panels (a), (c) and (d). (c) First two sine and cosine harmonics of the CPR
as a function of magnetic field at L = ξ. (d) Diode efficiency η (full lines) and the anomalous phase shift φ0 (dotted lines) as
a function of magnetic field, for different values of Γr and Γst, at L = ξ and T = 0.1∆. Parameters used in (a), (b) and (c):
T = 0.1∆, Γr = 10∆, Γst = 0.4∆.

dominant first harmonic Js1 is close to its sign change.
This corresponds to the 0−π transition studied in S/F/S
junctions, because the CPR of the junctions changes from
J(φ) ≈ |Jc1| sinφ at low fields to J(φ) ≈ |Jc1| sin(φ+ π)
at high fields. Note, however, that in contrast to conven-
tional S/F/S structures, this transition is smoothed in
our case by the phase shift φ0, which can take any value
between 0 and π by changing h. The 0 − π transition
can also be achieved by tuning L with fixed h. We see
that Js1 dominates the CPR away from the 0−π transi-
tion, but close to the transition other harmonics become
comparable, which yields a large diode effect. The sign
change of η comes from the sign change of Js1 at the tran-
sition. Similar enhancement of SDE accompanied by the
sign change has been predicted in Josephson junctions
with twisted bilayer graphene close to the 0 − π tran-
sition [34], and in ballistic multichannel junctions with
Rashba SOC [35] resulting from the interplay of different
anomalous shifts of separate channels.

In Fig. 4(d) we illustrate how the diode efficiency η
correlates with the anomalous phase shift φ0. The latter
is defined as the ground state of the junction, obtained by
minimizing the Josephson energy EJ(φ) ∝

∫ φ

0
J(χ)dχ.

At low fields, both φ0 and η scale roughly linearly with
h, but this is no longer the case at higher fields.

Comparing these results to the bulk case, we see that
the junction geometry allows for significantly stronger
SDE than in a bulk superconductor. This comes mostly
from the fact that in the junction we may impose fairly
strong magnetic fields h, while in the bulk the field
strength is limited by the paramagnetic limit [36]. Such
strong fields in junctions may be experimentally achieved
by for example ferromagnetic insulators, which can in-
duce a strong exchange field in the N part of the junction
[37–39].

Ref. 35 studied the SDE in a 2DEG heterostructure
subjected to an in-plane Zeeman field. They report a
η(h) with a very similar shape to Fig. 4 - there is a strong

enhancement of SDE accompanied by a sign-reversal at
some field. This finding was well described using a ballis-
tic multichannel short junction model. Our results sug-
gest an alternative explanation – the same features in
η(h) appear also in diffusive and moderately long junc-
tions (L ∼ ξ).

Finite-size effects in Josephson junctions.- In narrow
junctions with finite width W <∼ ξ, the simplified Us-
adel equation (5) no longer holds. Namely, in nar-
row junctions the SOC induces a circulating supercur-
rent flow [40], the system properties are inhomogeneous
along both x and y directions, and one has to deal with
the full 2D problem. Moreover, in finite-width samples
one needs to consider all three triplet components of the
Green’s function, ǧ = ǧ0 + ǧitσi, due to the triplet pre-
cession created by the SOC. Therefore, in order to study
finite-size effects in Josephson junctions, the general Us-
adel equation Eq. (2) needs to be numerically solved.
We assume that the N part of junction is in the re-
gion (x, y) ∈ [0, L] × [0,W ]. Again, we assume trans-
parent interfaces between N and S, ǧ(0, y) = ǧl and
ǧ(L, y) = ǧr. At the sample edges along the transver-
sal direction we impose vacuum interfaces, such that the
matrix current vanishes: J̌y(x, 0) = J̌y(x,W ) = 0. We
finally calculate the supercurrent in x and y directions us-
ing ji = − iπνT

2

∑
ωn>0 Tr[τzJ̌i]. Additional details about

the solution procedure along with numeric codes are pre-
sented elsewhere [41]. In the following we discuss the
consequences of finite W on the diode effect.

In Fig. 5 we show the distribution of the anomalous
current (φ = 0) at a finite magnetic field. In a nar-
row junction shown in panel (a), we see that the flow
is highly inhomogeneous, with SOC-induced circulating
currents. As W is increased, the current becomes uni-
form, as shown in panel (b). In Fig. 6, we plot the diode
efficiency as a function of W and L. We see that ηJ is
strongly suppressed in very narrow junctions (W ≪ ξ).
This is because in this limit the system behaves effectively



5

FIG. 5. Distribution of the anomalous current (φ = 0) in a
(a) narrow junction with L = 1.2ξ, W = 0.5ξ, and (b) wide
junction L = 1.2ξ, W = 4ξ. Parameters used: T = 0.1∆,
h = 10∆, Γr = 10∆, Γst = 0.4∆. Note that there is different
scaling of arrows in (a) and (b), as indicated above the figures.

FIG. 6. SDE in a finite-sized Josephson junction. (a) Effi-
ciency ηJ as a function of junction length L and width W .
Dashed lines correspond to curves in (b). (b) ηJ as a function
of W for several different L. We use the same parameters as
in Fig. 5

like a 1D Rashba nanowire [42, 43], where the magnetic
field hy alone is not sufficient to produce magnetoelectric
phenomena (an additional field component applied along
x would be needed). Diode efficiency grows as W is in-
creased, and finally saturates to the wide-junction value.
As illustrated in Fig. 6(b), ηJ may change its sign as a
function of W if the junction is tuned close to the 0− π
transition.

Summary.- In summary, we present a theory of the
superconducting diode effect in diffusive structures with
Rashba SOC, both in bulk systems and Josephson junc-
tions. We do so by exploiting the recently established
quasiclassical Usadel equation for systems with intrinsic
SOC [22]. In the bulk, we characterize the SDE in the
entire h− T phase diagram. In Josephson junctions, we
show that the SDE is strongest close to the 0− π transi-
tion of the junction, and that the effect is suppressed in
very narrow junctions. The same approach may be used
to study diode effects in the presence of arbitrary linear-
in-momentum SOC (e.g. Dresselhaus type), for different
junction geometries (e.g. lateral junctions), and for dif-
ferent interfaces described by an appropriate boundary
condition.
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[31] T. T. Heikkilä, M. Silaev, P. Virtanen, and F. S.
Bergeret, Thermal, electric and spin transport in

superconductor/ferromagnetic-insulator structures,
Progr. Surf. Sci. 94, 100540 (2019).

[32] Note that the field chosen in Fig. 2(b), h = 1.3∆0, is
above the standard Clogston-Chrandrasekhar limit [36]
hc2 = ∆0/

√
2. Superconductivity can still persist at such

a strong field due to the presence of SOC, which greatly
enhances the upper critical field.

[33] T. T. Heikkilä, J. Särkkä, and F. K. Wilhelm,
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Supplemental Material for “Superconducting diode effect in diffusive superconductors
and Josephson junctions with Rashba spin-orbit coupling”

This Supplemental Material contains technical details and derivations omitted in the main text.
In Sec. I, we explicitly write Eq. (5) from the main text in Riccati parametrization. We also provide a simplified

version of these expressions valid for homogeneous superconductors. We produce the majority of results in the
main text by solving these equations, as shown in Figs. (2)-(4) of the main text. In Sec. II, we write the free
energy of a diffusive Rashba superconductors, which is in some cases needed to determine the stable solution of the
self-consistency condition, Eq. (4) of the main text. This is, in particular, relevant for the discussion of SDE in
homogeneous superconductors presented in the main text. In Sec. III, we derive the Usadel equation in the limit
of strong spin relaxation Γr ≫ ∆0, h. The result resembles the equations previously derived for diffusive Rashba
superconductors in another parameter regime [27] (EF

>∼ αpF ≫ τ−1 ≫ ∆0). Based on the form of this result, it is
evident that the SDE vanishes in this parameter regime.

I. RICCATI PARAMETRIZATION

The Green’s function ǧ± has the following form in Riccati parametrization

ǧ± =
1

1 + γ±γ̃±

(
1− γ±γ̃± 2γ±

2γ̃± −1 + γ±γ̃±

)
=

(
G± F±
F̃± −G±

)
. (S1)

The Usadel equation, Eq. (5) of the main text, now becomes

Dγ′′
± = −i∆− i∆∗γ2

± + 2(ωn ∓ ih)γ± +DF̃±(γ
′
±)

2 − Γr

4
F∓K±(1 + γ±γ̃∓)

± ξΓst

4
F 2
∓K

2
±γ̃

′
∓ ± ξΓst(G+G− +

1

2
F+F̃− +

1

2
F̃+F−)γ

′
±, (S2)

Dγ̃′′
± = i∆∗ + i∆γ̃2

± + 2(ωn ∓ ih)γ̃± +DF±(γ̃
′
±)

2 − Γr

4
F̃∓K̃±(1 + γ̃±γ∓)

∓ ξΓst

4
F̃ 2
∓K̃

2
±γ

′
∓ ∓ ξΓst(G+G− +

1

2
F+F̃− +

1

2
F̃+F−)γ̃

′
±, (S3)

where we introduced K± = 1 − γ±/γ∓, K̃± = 1 − γ̃±/γ̃∓. Next, the supercurrent given by Eq. (6) of the main text
reduces to

jx = 2iπνT
∑
ωn>0

(
D
γ+γ̃

′
+ − γ′

+γ̃+

(1 + γ+γ̃+)2
+D

γ−γ̃
′
− − γ′

−γ̃−

(1 + γ−γ̃−)2
+ Γstξ

(1 + γ+γ̃−)(1 + γ−γ̃+)(γ+γ̃+ − γ−γ̃−)

(1 + γ+γ̃+)2(1 + γ−γ̃−)2

)
. (S4)

Finally, the self-consistency condition, Eq. (4) of the main text, becomes

∆ ln
T

Tc
= 2πT

∑
ωn>0

(
− i

2
(F+ + F−)−

∆

ωn

)
. (S5)

It can be used to determine the suppression of the order parameter from its value at zero temperature, zero exchange
field and vanishing phase gradient. The critical temperature, exchange field or current are then determined by finding
their values corresponding to the case where ∆ = 0 is the only solution of the self-consistency equation.

A. Homogeneous superconductors

In homogeneous superconductors we may take ∆(x) = ∆eiqx, with γ±(x) = iρ±e
iqx and γ̃±(x) = −iρ±e

−iqx. Then,
Eqs. (S2) and (S3) reduce to algebraic equations for ρ±:

(2ωn ∓ ih)ρ± +Dq2ρ±
1− ρ2±
1 + ρ2±

± Γr
(ρ+ − ρ−)(1 + ρ+ρ−)

1 + ρ2∓

± qξΓst

(
ρ∓(ρ+ − ρ−)

2

(1 + ρ2∓)
2

− ρ±
(1− ρ2−)(1− ρ2+) + 4ρ+ρ−

(1 + ρ2+)(1 + ρ2−)

)
= (1− ρ2±)∆. (S6)
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The current (S4) becomes

jx = −iπνT
∑
ωn>0

[
4iDq

(
ρ2+

1 + ρ2+
+

ρ2−
1 + ρ2−

)
+

2Γstξ(ρ
2
− − ρ2+)(1 + ρ+ρ−)

2

(1 + ρ2+)
2(1 + ρ2−)

2

]
, (S7)

and the self-consistency condition (S5) yields

∆ ln
T

Tc
= 2πT

∑
ωn>0

(
ρ+

1 + ρ2+
+

ρ−
1 + ρ2−

− ∆

ωn

)
. (S8)

Typically below the critical temperature, exchange field or current there are two solutions: the stable solution with
a finite ∆ corresponding to the superconducting state and the unstable solution with ∆ = 0. Above the critical
temperature, field and current the normal-state solution ∆ = 0 becomes stable. However, in the case of a non-
vanishing exchange field, there is a parameter region with more than two solutions of the free energy, with multiple
(meta)stable solutions. In those cases we need to evaluate the free energy corresponding to those solutions to determine
the most stable one.

II. FREE ENERGY

The free energy of a diffusive superconductors with arbitrary linear-in-momentum SOC can be readily derived using
the non-linear sigma model established in Ref. 22. It reads

FS =
ν∆2

V
− πTν

2

∑
ωn

Tr

[
(ωn − ihiσi)τz ǧ + ∆̌ǧ − 1

4
D(∂̃iǧ)

2 +
Dτ

4m
Fij ǧ∂̃iǧ∂̃j ǧ

]
(S9)

where V is the pairing constant. One can check that the self-consistency condition, Eq. (4) of the main text, is
obtained by finding the extrema of FS with respect to ∆, i.e., setting ∂∆FS = 0. Using the self-consistency condition

in the form ∆2

V = πT
4

∑
ωn

Tr∆̌ǧ, we can express the free energy as

FS = −πTν

2

∑
ωn

Tr

[
(ωn − ihiσi)τz ǧ +

1

2
∆̌ǧ − 1

4
D(∂̃iǧ)

2 +
Dτ

4m
Fij ǧ∂̃iǧ∂̃j ǧ

]
. (S10)

In the following, we focus on homogeneous Rashba superconductors, with magnetic field applied along the y-
direction and the current flowing along the x-direction, as considered in the main text. The free energy difference of
the superconducting and normal state written in terms of bulk Riccati functions ρ± is then

δF = FS − FN = πνT
∑
ωn

[∑
±

1

1 + ρ2±

(
2ωρ2± −∆ρ± ± 2ih+

Dq2ρ2±
1 + ρ2±

)

+
Γr(ρ+ − ρ−)

2

2(1 + ρ2+)(1 + ρ2−)
+

iqξΓst(ρ
2
+ − ρ2−)(1 + ρ+ρ−)

(1 + ρ2+)
2(1 + ρ2−)

2

]
. (S11)

The above expression is used to choose the most stable solution of the self-consistency condition in cases when it
yields multiple non-zero solutions for ∆. This happens only at low temperatures and high magnetic fields, close to the
first-order phase transition to the normal state [36]. Increasing SOC suppresses the capacity of the superconductor
to have a first-order phase transition and multiple nonzero solutions of ∆. At Γr

>∼ 10∆0 the phase transition to the
normal state is always of the second order. For the specific parameters chosen in Fig. 3(b) of the main text (Γr = 5∆0,
Γst = 0.25∆0), only a very small part of the phase diagram at high fields (h > 1.3∆0) shows multistability of ∆.

III. LIMIT OF STRONG TRIPLET RELAXATION

Let us first express the Usadel equation, Eq. (5) of the main text, in terms of the singlet and triplet Green’s
functions, ǧ0 = 1

2 (ǧ+ + ǧ−) and ǧt =
1
2 (ǧ+ − ǧ−). We obtain

[ωnτz + ∆̌, ǧ0]− ih[τz, ǧt]−D(ǧ0ǧ
′
0 + ǧtǧ

′
t)

′ + ξΓst(ǧ
2
0 ǧt)

′ = 0, (S12)
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[ωnτz + ∆̌, ǧt]− ih[τz, ǧ0]−D(ǧ0ǧ
′
t + ǧtǧ

′
0)

′ + Γrǧ0ǧt + ξΓst

(
ǧ′0ǧ

2
0 + ǧt[ǧ

′
0, ǧt]

)
= 0, (S13)

with the normalization condition ǧ20 + ǧ2t = 1 and {ǧ0, ǧt} = 0. We take the limit of strong spin relaxation Γr ≫ ∆, h.
Under this condition, the triplet component is small ǧt ≪ ǧ0. The normalization condition becomes ǧ20 ≈ 1 with
{ǧ0, ǧt} = 0. Then, the Usadel equation simplifies to

[ωnτz + ∆̌, ǧ0]− ih[τz, ǧt]−D(ǧ0ǧ
′
0)

′ + ξΓstǧ
′
t = 0, (S14)

−ih[τz, ǧ0] + Γr ǧ0ǧt + ξΓstǧ
′
0 = 0. (S15)

From Eq. (S15) we get

ǧt =
ih

Γr
ǧ0[τz, ǧ0]−

ξΓst

Γr
ǧ0ǧ

′
0. (S16)

Substituting this into Eq. (S14) gives[
ωnτz + ∆̌ +

Γ

2
τz ǧ0τz, ǧ0

]
−D∂x(ǧ0(∂x + Λ̂)ǧ0)−DΛ̂(ǧ0∂xǧ0) = 0, (S17)

where we introduced the operator Λ̂ = − iq0
2 [τz, ·], with

Γ =
2h2

Γr
, q0 =

4αh

v2F
. (S18)

Next, we notice that Eq. (S17) can be further simplified if we add to the left-hand side the term −DΛ̂(ǧ0Λ̂ǧ0). This
term scales as q20 ∼ α2/v2F and therefore it is negligible within the quasiclassical approximation (which assumes
vF ≫ α). Then, the Usadel equation becomes[

ωnτz + ∆̌ +
Γ

2
τz ǧ0τz, ǧ0

]
−D∇̃x(ǧ0∇̃xǧ0) = 0, (S19)

where we introduced ∇̃x = ∂x + Λ̂ = ∂x − iq0
2 [τz, ·]. Finally, the current along the x-direction is

jx = iπνT Tr τz
∑
ωn>0

Dǧ0∇̃xǧ0. (S20)

As we can see, the only effects of SOC and Zeeman field are a simple shift of the phase gradient by q0, and a depairing
effect captured by Γ. In other words, in this limit there is helical superconductivity with a modulation vector q0, but
not a diode effect. Similar equation was found by Houzet and Meyer [27] in a different regime αpF ≫ τ−1 ≫ ∆0, h.
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