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We present a microscopic theory of DC current-biased Josephson junctions applicable to arbitrary
junction transparencies, resolving long debates on subharmonic gap structure (SGS). Our approach
extends beyond the existing theories relying on phenomenological models or the lowest order per-
turbation valid for opaque junctions. In discord with experiments, those theories fail to obtain all
singularities of SGS at voltages equalling integer fractions of twice the superconducting gap. We
address this limitation using a microscopic Floquet approach applicable to junctions with arbitrary
transparencies, capturing all subharmonic singularities. We explain the origin of the subharmonics
using two complementary pictures, in time domain exploiting the interference of non-equilibrium
current pulses, and in frequency domain using a generalisation of multiple Andreev reflections.

Microscopic theories of Josephson junctions [1–6] are
limited to voltage bias. Despite its theoretical accessi-
bility, they do not represent typical experiments where
low impedance in the superconducting state [7] imposes
a current bias. There are primarily two models to address
this regime: First, the phenomenological Resistively and
Capacitively Shunted Junction (RCSJ) model [8–10],
trading microscopic details for simplicity. Its has ma-
jor drawbacks, including the failure to capture subhar-
monic gap structure (SGS) in the current-voltage charac-
teristics (IVC). Second, the microscopic Werthamer the-
ory [11, 12], which is limited to tunnel junctions with low
transparencies. It predicts SGS for a DC current bias
and provides its mechanism as Josephson self-coupling
(JSC) [11]. However, the prediction is not exhaustive
but offers only odd subharmonic series at mean voltages
⟨V ⟩ = 2∆/((2n − 1)e) for n ∈ Z+ [13–17], while exper-
iments show subharmonics 2∆/(ne) for all integers [18–
33], where ∆ is the superconducting gap. Consequently,
long debates on SGS have continued, suggesting dif-
ferent mechanisms such as Multiple Andreev Reflection
(MAR) [34–42] and Multiparticle Tunneling (MPT) [43–
45] both assuming DC voltage bias. While MAR and
MPT theory correctly predict exhaustive SGSs, they are
applicable only when the junction effectively perceives a
voltage bias, either in the few-channel limit [25, 26] with
resistance ∼ h/e2, or for low transparencies [46].

In this Letter, we solve this long-standing problem,
presenting a microscopic solution of DC current-biased
Josephson junctions valid for arbitrary junction trans-
parencies. For small tunnel coupling T , we retrieve the
Werthamer theory [11–13] exhibiting odd subharmonics
e⟨V ⟩ = 2∆/(2n − 1). With increasing T , we provide
the first theoretical demonstration of subharmonic fea-
tures at all e⟨V ⟩ = 2∆/n for a DC current bias. We
explain this phenomenon with two complementary ap-
proaches. While a DC voltage excites tunneling quasi-

particles by a single value equalling the voltage [37], a DC
current bias generates an AC voltage, exciting quasipar-
ticles by multiple energies [13]. In the leading correction
to the Werthamer current, two-quasiparticle MAR-like
processes absorbing multiple energies enhance the reso-
nance condition, and generate the even subharmonics.
On the other hand, in time domain, the AC voltage com-
prises a train of pulses, imbibing quasiparticles with a
π phase each [16]. The subharmonics arise from reso-
nant coupling of the corresponding currents, accounting
for the phases. The phases cancel for two-quasiparticle
processes beyond the Werthamer limit, altering the res-
onance condition, and resulting in even subharmonics.
Model.—We consider a single-channel Josephson junc-

tion, with two s-wave superconducting leads, connected
to superconducting reservoirs [40]. A gauge transforma-
tion shifts the voltage into the tunnel couplings [40]. The
Hamiltonian is then given by the sum of lead (L: left, R:
right) and tunnel terms, H = HL +HR +HT , with,

HL/R =
∑

j∈L/R,σ

−ζ

2
c†j+1σcjσ +∆c†j↓c

†
j↑ + h.c.,

HT = −
∑
σ

T e−iϕ(t)/2c†L(x=0)σcR(x=0)σ + h.c.,

(1)

where ζ/2 is the hopping amplitude, ϕ(t) =

2e
∫ t

−∞ dτV (τ) (= 1) is the superconducting phase dif-
ference, T is the tunnel coupling. We consider the non-
equilibrium steady state wherein ϕ(t + T0) = ϕ(t) + 2π.
From the Josephson relation dϕ(t)/dt = 2eV (t), it follows
that the voltage is periodic V (t+T0) = V (t) with period

T0 = π/(e⟨V ⟩) and mean value ⟨V ⟩ =
∫ t+T0

t
V (τ)dτ/T0.

Consequently, the Hamiltonian is periodic with period
T = 2T0 = 2π/(e⟨V ⟩).
This periodicity makes the problem suitable for the

Floquet formalism [48–53]. Only the tunneling Hamilto-
nian has a non-trivial Floquet transform in the Floquet
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FIG. 1. Exact IVCs using our non-perturbative numerical method in Eq. (3) and the corresponding differential conductance for
a DC current bias with varying T . In (a-b), the upper (red) and lower (green) envelopes of the current show the theoretically
predicted hysteresis loops (inset: zoomed view of sub-gap region). The even subharmonics e⟨V ⟩ = 2∆/n, which are absent for
T /ζ = 0.05, appear with increasing T . Simultaneously, all subharmonic peaks are increasingly smoothened. Gray dashed lines
mark the subharmonics 2∆/n. The transparency is given by 4(T /ζ)2/[1 + (T /ζ)2]2. We use Γ = 0.01∆, and ζ = 5∆.

Nambu Keldysh space,

1

T

∫ T

0

HT (τ)e
iΩτdτ = −T

(
0 Wm

W ∗
−m 0

)
, (2)

where Ω = e⟨V ⟩ is the fundamental Floquet frequency

and Wm =
∫ T

0
e−iϕ(τ)/2eiΩτdτ/T . Since HT (t + T0) =

−HT , only odd harmonics W(2n−1) ∀n ∈ Z are admitted
in its Floquet formalism [13]. This implies that elec-
trons(holes) gain(lose) energy in odd multiples of e⟨V ⟩
upon tunneling, with the amplitude Wm(W ∗

−m).
We obtain the Floquet components IkΩ of the current

I(t) across superconductors [40, 50, 53, 54] as

IkΩ =
∑
m,n

e
Ω∫
0

dω Tr

[
τ3ΣT,LR,(n+k)mG<

RL,mn(ω)

−(L ↔ R)

]
(3)

with the lesser Green’s function G< = GrΣ<Ga [60, 64–
67], where Gr/a are the full retarded/advanced Green’s
function dressed by tunneling, with all matrices being
in the combined Floquet Nambu Keldysh space. We
note that a DC current bias IDC can yield multi-valued
DC voltage responses, resulting in the hysteresis of IVC
[Fig. 1(a-b)]. On the contrary, for any DC voltage ⟨V ⟩
and its Floquet frequency Ω, unique Wm’s are deter-
mined. Hence, we solve for Wm’s, equally ϕ(t), satis-
fying IkΩ|k ̸=0 = 0 in Eq. (3) for a given Ω, and find
the DC current bias as I0. The numerical solution, in-
spired by Ref. [13], is described in Appendix A. Cru-
cially, we obtain the non-perturbative Green’s functions
using matrix inversions instead of perturbative summa-
tion, thereby circumventing the divergence present in the
latter [37, 55].

Numerical results.—The non-perturbative numerical
calculation for arbitrary transparencies presents both
odd and even integer factions of SGS in IVC (Fig. 1).
Our calculation shows that the missing even subhar-
monics emerge with increasing transparency of the junc-
tion [11, 16]. At the same time, all subharmonic peaks
get commensurately smeared as the gap-edge singularity

in the superconducting density of states is renormalised
by tunneling.

We provide the non-perturbative numerical calculation
of the superconducting phase ϕ(t) in Fig. 2(a), which fa-
cilitates a perturbative scheme investigating the origin of
even subharmonics. To illustrate this, we consider two
approximated solutions ϕ2(t) and ϕ4(t), each obtained
from Eq. (3) but expanded upto O(T 2) and O(T 4). We
expand the DC component of Eq. (3) upto O(T 2α) with
I2α =

∑α
ν=1 I

(2ν), where I∞ is the non-perturbative re-
summation of Eq. (3) and I(2ν) ∼ (T /ζ)(2ν) [55, 57, 58]
(see Appendix B). Then, I4[ϕ4] = I(2)[ϕ4] + I(4)[ϕ4] al-
ready generates all integer fractions in SGS. Remarkably,
we obtain all subharmonics even by plugging ϕ2 into
I4[ϕ2] instead ϕ4 [Fig. 2(b)], while I2[ϕ2] does not yield
even subharmonics. Therefore, the even integer fractions
in SGS emerge from microscopic tunnel processes cap-
tured by the O(T 4) current, but overlooked in the O(T 2)
Werthamer theory.

Microscopic origin of SGS.—We explain the micro-
scopic origin of SGS by two complementary pictures. The
time-domain picture illustrates that SGS occurs due to
self-coupling of retarded responses with associated reso-
nance condition. The frequency-domain picture explains

FIG. 2. (a) Numerically obtained nonperturbative supercon-
ducting phase ϕ(t) at DC current bias. ϕ(t) exhibits steps at
ϕ ≈ π/2+ 2π, π/2+ 4π, · · · , separated by T0. (b) Differential
conductance at O(T 4). Even subharmonics appear in both
dI4[ϕ2]/dV and dI4[ϕ4]/dV . Gray lines mark the subharmon-
ics 2∆/n. We use T = 0.12ζ, Γ = 0.005∆, and ζ = 5∆.
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the SGS via energy transfer in microscopic tunneling pro-
cesses. Both pictures reveal that the even number of
quasiparticle tunneling is essential for the even integer
fractions in SGS.

Let us begin with the time-domain picture and de-
rive the particular voltages exhibiting SGS. Since a DC
current bias generates a train of sharp voltage pulses if
⟨V ⟩ ≤ 2∆/e [Fig. 2(a)], we adopt an ansatz ϕ(t) ex-
hibiting multiple steps increased by 2π and spaced with
T0 = π/(e⟨V ⟩) in time. Then, we calculate the DC com-
ponent I of the supercurrent Is(t) for IVC. We analyze

the pair current Is(t) =
∑∞

ν=1 I
(2ν)
s (t) perturbatively in

tunnel strength T 2ν , allowing 2νe-charge tunneling. To
facilitate the perturbative analysis of Is(t), we define

I(2ν)
s (t) so that

I(2ν)s (t) = ℑ{e−2iνϕ(t)I(2ν)
s (t)} (4)

Without loss of generality, we restrict here to the pair
current. Our key results remain unchanged for the quasi-
particle currents.

First, we study the O(T 2)-tunneling [16] by analyzing,

I(2)
s (t) =

∫ t

−∞
ei[ϕ(t)−ϕ(t′)]/2Ks(t− t′)dt′, (5)

where Ks(τ) captures the electronic retardation and os-
cillates at frequency 2∆, stemming from the singular den-
sity of states at the superconducting gap-edges [16, 54,
72] (see Supplemental Material for details [75]). Using

integration by parts, we separate I(2)
s (t) = I

(2)
c +δI(2)

s (t)
into equilibrium Cooper pair tunneling and nonequilib-
rium quasiparticle tunneling from slow- and fast-varying
components of ϕ(t) with (see Appendix C)

δI(2)
s (t) = ie

∫ t

−∞
V (t′)ei[ϕ(t)−ϕ(t′)]/2J (2)

1 (t− t′)dt′, (6)

where J (2)
1 (τ) =

∫∞
τ

dτ ′Ks(τ) and I
(2)
c = π∆/(2eRN ) is

the critical current [75]. For a small voltage eV (t) ≪ ∆,

δI(2)
s is negligible, recovering the DC Josephson current

I
(2)
s (t) = I

(2)
c sin[ϕ(t)]. Especially, focusing on a slow-

varying ϕ(t) but exhibiting a sharp voltage pulse at t = t0
with 2π-phase jump, we find

I(2)
s (t) = I(2)c − 2ei[ϕ(t)−ϕ(t+0 )]/2J (2)

1 (t− t0), (7)

where t+0 ≡ t0 + 0+ (see Appendix C). The nonequilib-
rium quasiparticle excitation generated by the voltage
pulse is relaxed according to energy-time uncertainty.

Then, the retarded current response occurs with J (2)
1 .

The fractional phase shift ei[ϕ(t)−ϕ(t+0 )]/2 in Eq. (7) stems
from the dynamical phase of the nonequilibrium tunnel-
ing state with an excessive 1e-charge with respect to the
BCS ground state.

We study IVC with the DC component of the super-

current I
(2)
s (t) applying a superposition principle (SP) of

nonequilibrium quasiparticle tunneling. By decompos-
ing V (t) =

∑∞
p=0 Vp(t) into well-separated voltage pulses

Vp(t) at tp = −pT0, we find the SP

δI(2)
s [V ] =

∞∑
p=0

e
ie

∫ t

t
+
p

dt′V (t′)
δI(2)

s [Vp], (8)

which is a quasilinear functional of V (t) with fractional
phase shifts [75].

Applying the SP in Eq. (8) to a train of voltage pulses
with the ansatz ϕ(t) of multiple steps increased by 2π at
t = 0,−T0, · · · , we find

I(2)s (t) = I(2)c sin[ϕ(t)]− 2

∞∑
p=0

(−1)pJ (2)
1 (t+ pT0). (9)

The DC component of the first term yields RSJ-like
IVC. The second term leads to SGSs at particular

voltages, as the retarded responses (−1)pJ (2)
1 (t + pT0)

constructively interfere adding to DC components of

I
(2)
s (t). Deriving the asymptotic expression of J (2)

1 (t) ∼
e∆T 2 sin(2t∆)Θ(t)/(t∆ζ2) for 1 < t∆, we find the reso-
nance condition of the self-coupling as 2T0∆+ π = 2nπ
and SGSs at e⟨V ⟩ = 2∆/(2n− 1), yielding a similar IVC
to Fig. 1(c). We highlight that sign flips (−1)p in Eq. (9)
stem from excessive 1e-excitation. They are responsible
for the missing even integer fractions in SGS.

We show that the even integer fractions 2∆/(2ne) in
SGS stem from the self-coupling of quasiparticle tun-
neling with excessive 2e-excitations appearing at O(T 4).
Starting with the pair current, we obtain three distinct

contributions I(4)
s (t) =

∑3
j=1 I

(4)
s,j (t). Since the essential

properties relevant to our discussion remain unchanged.

Between the contribution, we focus only on I
(4)
s,1 (t) here.

As before, we separate I(4)
s,j (t) = I

(4)
c,j + δI(4)

s,j (t) [75]. As-
suming the same step ansatz ϕ(t) as for Eq. (9), we derive

δI(4)
s,1 (t) =

3∑
k=1

∞∑
p=0

eik[ϕ(t)−ϕ(−pT+
0 )]/2J (4)

k (t+ pT0), (10)

where J (4)
1,2,3(t) corresponds to the nonequilibrium tun-

neling accompanied by the excessive excitations of 1e,
2e, 3e, which oscillate with the frequency 2∆ and decay

in time as J (2)
1 (t). The retarded response accompanied

by 2e-excitation J (4)
2 (t) plays an essential role for even

integer fractions in SGS, whose asymptotic expression is

J (4)
2 (t) ∼ e∆T 4 cos(2t∆ − 3π/4)Θ(t)/(

√
t∆ζ4) for large

argument 1 < t∆, yielding the resonant self-coupling
condition, 2T0∆ = 2nπ. Consequently, 2e-excitations
at O(T 4)-tunneling give rise to the even integer fraction
of SGS, e⟨V ⟩ = 2∆/(2n).
Comprising the O(T 2)- and O(T 4)-tunneling consti-

tutes similar SGS to Fig. 2(b). We find that the tun-
neling process at O(T 2ν) with 2νe-charge allows only
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equilibrium pair current, while nonequilibrium quasi-
particle currents are mediated with 1e, · · · , (2ν − 1)e-
excitations [75]. Hence, O(T 2)-tunneling is a particular
case allowing only the odd number of charge excitation,
resulting in the missing even series in SGS.

Next, we present the frequency-domain picture to bet-
ter illustrate the microscopic tunneling processes accom-
panied by excessive quasiparticle excitations. The cur-
rent and the underlying electronic tunnel pathways, are
independent of the biasing scheme (current vs. voltage
bias). Hence, the conditions for subharmonics, expressed
in terms of Wm, are universal irrespective of biasing
scheme and specific to the order in T /ζ at which the cur-
rent is evaluated. Note that Wm represents the dynami-
cal phase acquired by electrons upon tunelling across the
biased barrier region. Consequently, W (ω) is the am-
plitude for the excitation of tunneling quasiparticles by
energy ω [54, 68]. Subharmonics arise only when this
excitation energy satisfies the universal conditions speci-
fied below. As described in Appendix B, the perturbative
contributions to the DC current are given by

I
(2)
DC

T 2
=

∞∫
−∞

dω
2π

2∏
j=1

dωj

2π δ
(∑2

l=1 ωj

)
tr
[
τ3Σ

T
LR(ω1)(

g(ω + ω2)Σ
T
RL(ω2)g(ω)

)< − (L ↔ R)
]
, (11a)

I
(4)
DC

T 4
=

∞∫
−∞

dω
2π

4∏
j=1

dωj

2π δ
(∑4

l=1 ωj

)
tr
[
τ3Σ

T
LR(ω1) (11b)(

g(ω + ω2 + ω3 + ω4)Σ
T
RL(ω2)g(ω + ω3 + ω4)

ΣT
LR(ω3)g(ω + ω4)Σ

T
RL(ω4)g(ω)

)< − (L ↔ R)
]
,

where each instance of the tunneling self-energy ΣT (ω),
depending on W (ω) (see Appendix A), corresponds to a
single tunnel event. Similar expressions can be obtained
for higher orders. From Eq. (11), we find two types
of terms: (i) usual MAR-like processes where all tunnel
events exchange the same magnitude of energy, and (ii)
processes where different tunnel events exchange different

energies. Note that type (ii) is not allowed in I
(2)
DC. We

emphasise that for a DC voltage bias VDC, since W (t) =
e−ieVDCt is monochromatic, only type (i) contributes with
the exchanged energy equalling Ω = eVDC. However, for
a DC current bias, an AC voltage with mean value ⟨V ⟩
develops, with W (ω) containing all odd multiples of Ω =
e⟨V ⟩ [explained below Eq. (3)]. Hence, both processes
(i) and (ii) contribute to IVC for a DC current bias, with
the energy exchanged including all these values.

Starting with a DC Werthamer current I
(2)
DC at

O(T 2) [11], resonant transport is only possible at Ω = 2∆
by exciting a single quasiparticle from the lower band-
edge of one lead to the upper band-edge of the other lead.
This defines the universal singularity condition. Indeed
for a DC voltage bias, with W (ω) = 2πδ(ω − eVDC),

I
(2)
DC exhibits only the Riedel peak at eVDC = 2∆, and
no subharmonics [11, 69]. For a DC current bias at

FIG. 3. (I-III) Illustration of resonant type-(ii) processes in

I
(4)
DC, for a = 1 and b = 3 without loss of generality, all of
them transferring 2 electrons/1 pair. The density of states
is shown in blue, and arrows depict tunneling quasiparticles.
The corresponding currents are detailed in Appendix D.

O(T 2), we have only type (i) processes exchanging en-
ergies (2n − 1)Ω ∀n ∈ Z+ with Ω = e⟨V ⟩, which fol-
lows from the spectral decomposition of W (ω). There-
fore, we obtain only the odd subharmonic singularities
at (2n− 1)Ω = (2n− 1)e⟨V ⟩ = 2∆.

This argument extends to the O(T 4) DC current

I
(4)
DC. For a DC voltage bias with only type (i) pro-
cesses, an additional singularity occurs at eVDC = 2∆/2
(Appendix E), which is the first-order DC MAR cur-
rent [37, 70, 71]. This resonance is a two-step excita-
tion (one Andreev reflection), with each step exciting
the quasiparticle by eVDC = 2∆/2. Thus, the O(T 4)
singularity condition for type (i) processes is Ω = 2∆/2
and 2∆. For a DC current bias providing all odd mul-
tiples of Ω = e⟨V ⟩, we obtain additional singularities
at (2n − 1)Ω = (2n − 1)e⟨V ⟩ = 2∆/2, generating all
even subharmonics except for e⟨V ⟩ = 2∆/(4n). Pursu-
ing this to higher orders (Appendix E), we find that for
type (i) processes with a DC voltage bias, the singularity
at Ω = eVDC = 2∆/n appears first in I2nDC ∼ T 2n [37].
Hence, considering only type (i) process, the subhar-

monic at e⟨V ⟩ = 2∆/4n appears first in I
(8n)
DC even for

a DC current bias. Remarkably, considering also type
(ii) processes, we find that all subharmonics may be ob-

tained already in I
(4)
DC. As illustrated in Fig. 3, combining

two energy exchanges Ω1 = aΩ and Ω2 = bΩ yields singu-
larities at (a+ b)Ω = 2∆, (a− b)Ω = 2∆, aΩ = 2∆, and
bΩ = 2∆, constituting the O(T 4) universal singularity
condition (Appendix E). The resonant energy exchanges
Ω1,2 ensure that the tunnel pathways exploit at the gap
edges either the enhanced quasiparticle density of states

Process
DC V bias DC I bias

Ω = eVDC a, b = 1 Ω = e⟨V ⟩ a, b = odd

(a,b):(a± b)Ω = 2∆ eVDC = 2∆
2

e⟨V ⟩ = 2∆
2n

(c):(a, b)Ω = 2∆ eVDC = 2∆ e⟨V ⟩ = 2∆
2n−1

TABLE I. Conditions for singularities for both DC voltage
and DC current biases, for the type (ii) processes in Fig. 3.
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for tunneling, or the enhanced pairing tendency. Con-
sequently, for a DC current bias, the subharmonics at
Ω = e⟨V ⟩ = 2∆/(4n) may be obtained from any suit-
able combination Ω1 = ae⟨V ⟩ and Ω2 = (4 − a)e⟨V ⟩.
A similar analysis applies to the pure pair current (Ap-
pendix F). Hence, unlike a DC voltage bias, the wide
spectrum of energies supplied by the time-varying volt-
age for a DC current bias exhausts all possible resonant
tunnel pathways. Our treatment provides a unified ap-
proach for both, as summarised in Table I. Finally, note
that the higher harmonics in W (ω) are increasingly at-

tenuated. Furthermore, higher order currents I
(2n)
DC are

suppressed by the transparency (T /ζ)(2n). Consequently
higher current subharmonics are progressively suppressed
with increasing subharmonic order.

Conclusion.—We provide a microscopic theoretical so-
lution for DC current-biased Josephson junctions with
arbitrary junction transparencies. Transcending the
Werthamer theory, which is the leading second-order
term in tunnel coupling and fails to match experiments,
we find that the next, fourth-order term already gener-
ates the missing even subharmonics for high transparen-
cies. We propose that the necessary condition is the tun-
neling of an even number of intermediate quasiparticles.
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END MATTER

Appendix A.—Here, we describe the numerical tech-
niques to solve the current-biased problem, leading to
Fig. 2(a).

Within this formalism, the Keldysh Green’s functions
are expanded as,

G(t, t′) =
∑
m,n

∫ Ω

0

dω

2π
e−i(ω+mΩ)tei(ω+nΩ)t′Gmn(ω),

(12)
where the fundamental Floquet frequency Ω = 2π/T =
e⟨V ⟩, and the functions Gmn(ω) := Gm−n(ω + Ω(m +
n)/2) satisfy Gmn(ω + kΩ) = G(m+k)(n+k)(ω). The
(Keldysh) Dyson equation becomes Gmn(ω) = gmn(ω)+∑

k gmk(ω)Σkk′(ω)Gk′n(ω), where the Green’s functions
are matrices in Floquet Keldysh Nambu space, and
gmn(ω) = g(ω + mΩ)δmn is defined in the absence of
HT .
The self-energy contains three terms: (i) ΣT aris-

ing from HT , given by Σ
r/a
T,LR,,m−n = Σr/a∗

T,RL,n−m =∫ T

0
HT (τ)e

i(m−n)Ωτdτ/T = −T [Wm−nτ++W ∗
−(m−n)τ−],

where Wa is the Floquet transform of W (t) = e−iϕ(t)/2,
and τ± = (τ0 ± τ3)/2 with τµ denoting the Pauli matri-
ces in Nambu space. The lesser component vanishes [40].

(ii) Σ
r/a
Γ = ±iΓ/2 and Σ<

Γ = −iΓf(ω), where f(ω) is
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the Fermi function. Apart from aiding numerical con-
vergence, it accounts for the broadening/lifetime aris-
ing from, e.g., relaxation to the high-energy quasipar-
ticle continuum, electron-phonon interactions, etc [54].
(iii) Σζ , resulting from coupling the central device re-
gion composed of single-site leads [59] to semi-infinite

superconducting reservoirs [60]. Specifically, Σ
r/a/<
ζ =

(−ζ/2)2τ3g
r/a/<τ3 where g

r/a/< is the boundary Green’s
function [40, 60–63].

Following Ref. [13], we consider (truncate) 4NF + 1
Floquet modes Wn for the factor W (t) = e−iϕ(t)/2,
ranging from −2NFΩ through 2NFΩ. W (t) satisfies
W (t + T0) = −W (t), and thus only the odd harmonics
W(2n−1) are non-zero. This corresponds to 4NF unknown
variables since W is complex. The Floquet modes of the
Green’s functions and the current lie in the range −NFΩ
to NFΩ. The first 2NF equations to be solved are ob-
tained by setting the even Floquet modes of the current
to zero. The odd modes vanish naturally for conven-
tional superconductors. We obtain 2NF − 1 additional
equations from the condition W (t)W (t)∗ = 1. The final
equation is ϕ(t = 0) = 0. These are solved for different
values of Ω = e⟨V ⟩. This amounts to obtaining the AC
voltage (1/2e)(dϕ/dt) with the mean value ⟨V ⟩ which
generates a DC current. The quasiparticles repeatedly
tunnel (Andreev process) until they escape into the con-
tinuum. Thus, the required NF for a convergent solution
scales as 2∆/eV . In all of our numerical plots, we choose
a sufficiently large value of NF to ensure convergence.
In practice, for the range of parameters employed in our
work, we find NF ≳ 20 works well. Specifically, in Fig.
1, we use NF = 34.

Here we show that our exact expression for the current
reduces to the Werthamer current [11]. To this end, we

expand G< = g< + δG<(1)
with g< = grΣ<ga ∼ O(1),

and δG<(1)
= (grΣT g

< + g<ΣT g
a) being the leading

O(T ) correction due to tunneling. Note that gr/a/<

include the broadening Γ with g< = grΣ<
Γ g

a, but not
tunneling (see [67]). The corresponding O(T 2) current
I(t) = eℜ Tr

∫∞
−∞ dt′τ3HT (t)

(
gr(t − t′)HT (t

′)g<(t′ −
t) + g<(t − t′)HT (t

′)ga(t′ − t)
)
is the Werthamer cur-

rent [11, 54].

Appendix B.—Using the Langreth rules [56], the ∼ T ν

contribution to the lesser Green’s function is given by,

δG<(ν)
=

ν∑
i=1

( i−1∏
j=1

grjΣ
r
j

)
g<i

( ν∏
k=i+1

Σa
kg

a
k

)
. (13)

Hence, from Eq. (3), for any given α > 0 the O(T 2α)

current admits the expansion

I2α =

α∑
ν=1

(∑
m,n

eTr

[
τ3ΣT,LR,(n+k)mδG

<,(2ν−1)
RL,mn

−(L ↔ R)

])
︸ ︷︷ ︸

I(2ν)

,

(14)
containing a sum of contributions I(2ν) ∼ T 2ν upto
ν = α.

Appendix C.—We provide the detailed derivation

yielding I(2)
s (t) = I

(2)
c + δI(2)

s (t) in the main text. Ap-
plying integration by part to Eq. (5), we obtain

I(2)
s (t) = e

i
2ϕ(t)

{[
e−

i
2ϕ(t

′)J (2)
1 (t− t′)

] ∣∣∣t′=t

t′=−∞

+ie

∫ t

−∞
V (t′)e−

i
2ϕ(t

′)J (2)
1 (t− t′)dt′

}
, (15)

where J (2)
1 (t − t′) is a primitive function of Ks(t − t′)

(see Ref. [75] for the definition). To decompose I(2)
s (t)

into two contributions from slow- and fast-varying ϕ(t),
we consider a small voltage eV (t) ≪ ∆ first and find

a suitable choice of the boundary condition of J (2)
1

yielding I
(2)
s (t) ∝ sin[ϕ(t)]. The boundary condition

is J (2)
1 (∞) = 0 and J (2)

1 (0) = I
(2)
c , which hold if

J (2)
1 (t − t′) ≡

∫∞
t−t′

Ks(τ)dτ . Consequently, we separate

I(2)
s (t) = I

(2)
c + δI(2)

s (t). Indeed, J (2)
1 (0) = π∆/(2eRN ),

yielding the critical current at O(T 2).

We provide a detailed derivation of Eq. (7) in the main
text. We consider an abrupt phase jump at t = t0 with
a slow-varying phase ϕ0(t) as

ϕ(t) =


ϕ0(t), t < t0,

ϕ0(t) +
δϕ
δt (t− t0), t0 < t < t0 + δt,

ϕ0(t) + δϕ, t0 + δt < t,
(16)

where ϕ′
0(t) ≪ 2e∆. Then, the nonzero value of Eq. (6)

is obtained only for t > t0 + δt as follows.

δI(2)
s (t) (17)

=
ie

iϕ(t)
2 δϕ

2δt

∫ t0+δt

t0

e−
iδϕ(t′−t0)

2δt e−
iϕ0(t′)

2 J (2)
1 (t− t′)dt′

= −e
iϕ(t)

2 (e−
iϕ(t0+δt)

2 − e−
iϕ(t0)

2 )J (2)
1 (t− t0) +O(δt),

where e−iϕ0(t
′)/2J (2)

1 (t − t′) is expanded upto O(δT ).
Taking δt → 0 and δϕ = 2π, this yields Eq. (7). In the
main text, the Heaviside function Θ(t − t0) is absorbed

into the asymptotic expression of J (2)
1 (t− t0).

Appendix D.—Here we show the three kinds of reso-
nant terms in Eq. (11), corresponding to Fig. 3.
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FIG. 4. The normalised differential conductance
(dI

(n)
DC/dV )/T n for (left) T 2 and (right) T 4 for Ω1 = Ω

and Ω2 = 3Ω pair currents. We find the same universal
singularity conditions as in Fig. 5.

(a) eT 4
[
W−1g12,R(−∆

2 )W−3g22,L(∆)W+3g21,R(−∆
2 )W+1

g11,L(−∆)
]

(18a)

(b) eT 4
[
W−3g12,R(∆)W−1g22,L(2∆)W+3g21,R(−∆)W+1

g11,L(−2∆)
]

(18b)

(c) eT 4
[
W−3g12,R(∆)W−1g22,L(

5∆
3 )W+1g21,R(∆)W+3

g11,L(−∆)
]

(18c)

Resonant Green’s functions (at frequency ±∆) are
shown in red, and the connecting energy exchanges in
green. Resonance occurs when the net energy exchange
joining the two red Green’s functions equals 2∆. E.g., in
(a) the sequence W+3W+1 transfers (3 + 1)Ω, resulting
in Ω = 2∆/(3 + 1). (a) and (c) represent diagrams
(I) and (III), respectively. (b), with its “asymmetric”
arrangement of Wm’s, is an interference between the
paths shown by diagrams (I) and (II), resonant at
Ω = 2∆/(3− 1).

Appendix E.—We show the universal singularity
conditions in currents at various orders of T in Fig. 5.

FIG. 5. (a) Normalised differential conductance

(dI
(n)
DC/dV )/T n for type-(i) processes, where all tunnel

events exchange the same energy Ω. The singularity at

Ω = 2∆/n appears first in I
(2n)
DC . (b) Type-(ii) processes

in (dI
(4)
DC/dV )/T 4 with two different energies exchanged

Ω1 = aΩ and Ω2 = bΩ as stated in the legend. The dashed
vertical lines denote all subharmonics. The universal singu-
larity conditions follow: Ω = 2∆/a, 2∆/b, and 2∆/|a ± b|.
To find the condition for the singularity in terms of the DC
voltage, or mean AC voltage for a current bias, see Tab. I.

Appendix F.—While we have shown the generalised
MAR-like processes in Fig. 3 (see also Ref. [71]) which,
like the usual MAR process, is a quasiparticle-mediated
pair transfer, there is also a pure pair current at T 4

which is the analogue of the T 2 equilibrium Josephson
current. They are obtained from Eq. (11) on performing
the Nambu trace and retaining terms containing only the
anomalous Green’s functions g12 and g21. Our conclu-
sions regarding the universal singularity conditions hold
for them too, as shown in Fig. 4. From Eq. (11), we
obtain

I
(2)
DC, pair

T 2
=

∞∫
−∞

dω
2π

2∏
j=1

dωj

2π δ
(∑2

l=1 ωj

)[
W (ω1)(

g12(ω + ω2)W (ω2)g21(ω)
)< − h.c.

]
, (19a)

I
(4)
DC, pair

T 4
=

∞∫
−∞

dω
2π

4∏
j=1

dωj

2π δ
(∑4

l=1 ωj

)[
W (ω1)(

g12(ω + ω2 + ω3 + ω4)W (ω2)g21(ω + ω3 + ω4)

W (ω3)g12(ω + ω4)W (ω4)g21(ω)
)< − h.c.

]
,

(19b)

For a constant non-zero voltage bias eVDC, for which
W (ω) = 2πδ(ω− eVDC), it can be checked from Eq. (19)
that the DC pure pair term vanishes for all orders in T ,
as it cannot dissipate heat. However, for a DC current
bias with an AC voltage, there is generally a non-zero DC
component of the pure pair current at all orders, even for
finite voltages. This was already seen at O(T 2) in Refs.
[13] and [16].
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Supplemental Material for “Microscopic Theory of DC Current-Biased Josephson
Junctions with Arbitrary Transparencies”

In this Supplemental Material, we present the standard mean-field Hamiltonian of superconductors used in the
time-domain analysis, various anomalous bare Green’s functions, the derivation of the superposition principle of

nonequilibrium quasiparticle tunneling, the detail calculations of δI(4)
s (t), and the discussion of δI(2ν)

s (t). Here, we
reintroduce ℏ when it is necessary for clarity.

STANDARD MEAN-FIELD HAMILTONIAN OF SUPERCONDUCTORS

We provide the standard mean-field Hamiltonian of s-wave superconductors and tunneling Hamiltonian adopted
for the time-domain analysis in the main text. The Hamiltonian of the superconductors on left and right HL and HR

are presented in the momentum space k,

HL =
∑

k,σ=↑,↓

[
(Ek − µL)c

†
k,σ,Lck,σ,L +∆Lc

†
k,σ,Lc

†
−k,−σ,L +∆∗

Lc−k,−σ,Lck,σ,L

]
, (20)

HR =
∑

k,σ=↑,↓

[
(Ek − µR)c

†
k,σ,Rck,σ,R +∆Rc

†
k,σ,Rc

†
−k,−σ,R +∆∗

Rc−k,−σ,Rck,σ,R

]
, (21)

where σ is the spin index of electrons, and −σ denotes the opposite direction of the spin. µL and µR are the chemical
potential of left and right superconductors, respectively. In the main text, we focus on the symmetric junction with
the same superconducting gap ∆L = ∆R = ∆. The tunneling Hamiltonian is also presented in the momentum space,

HT =
∑
k,q,σ

[
T e−iϕ(t)/2c†k,σ,Rcq,σ,L + T ∗eiϕ(t)/2c†q,σ,Lck,σ,R

]
. (22)

The tunneling matrix element T is related to the transition probability of an electron with the momentum q on left
to tunnel into the momentum state k on right. It is valid to use W.K.B approximation and introduce the momentum-
independent tunneling matrix element T , if we focus on the voltages comparable to the superconducting gap or the
junctions with a quantum point contact [74]. Since only the powers of |T |2 appear calculating the electrical current,
we assume T is real without loss of generality.

VARIOUS ANOMALOUS BARE GREEN’S FUNCTIONS

We provide various anomalous bare Green’s functions of superconductors without the tunneling to each another.
Although the bare Green’s functions have nothing to do with the tunneling strength T , applying Langreth rule to
obtain, the perturbative expansion of the mixed Keldysh Green’s function Ĝ<

LR(t, t
′) at T 2ν-order includes 2ν of the

bare Green’s functions. Noticing this, T 2ν can be absorbed into the anomalous bare Green’s functions for convenience,

fr(t) =
∑
k

fr
k,q(t) = −∆

2ℏ
T
ζ
Θ(t)J0

(
∆|t|
ℏ

)
, (23)

fa(t) =
∑
k

fa
k,q(t) = −∆

2ℏ
T
ζ
Θ(−t)J0

(
∆|t|
ℏ

)
, (24)

f>(t) =
∑
k

f>
k,q(t) = −∆

4ℏ
T
ζ
sgn(t)J0

(
∆|t|
ℏ

)
+ i

∆

4ℏ
T
ζ
Y0

(
∆|t|
ℏ

)
, (25)

f<(t) =
∑
k

f<
k,q(t) =

∆

4ℏ
T
ζ
J0

(
∆|t|
ℏ

)
+ i

∆

4ℏ
T
ζ
Y0

(
∆|t|
ℏ

)
, (26)

where we evaluate the real-time Green’s functions at zero temperature using the BCS approximation of the pair
density of states [74],

p(ω) =
∆√

ω2 −∆2
Θ(|ω| −∆). (27)
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Here, J0 and Y0 are Bessel functions of the first and second kind, respectively. The normal resistance is inversely
proportional to T 2 as 1/RN = 4πe2N2

FT 2/ℏ with the density of states at Fermi energy NF = 1/(2πζ). We consider
a symmetric junction with the superconducting gap ∆ and bandwidth ζ. Moreover, the normal conductance is
Gn = 1/RN = 2e2T/h with the transmission probability across the junction T = 4(T /ζ)2/(1 + T 2/ζ2)2. We note
that the well-known formula 1/RN = 4πe2N2

FT 2/ℏ3 has a typographical error.

SUPERPOSITION PRINCIPLE OF NONEQUILIBRIUM QUASIPARTICLE TUNNELING

We show the superposition principle of nonequilibrium quasiparticle tunneling in detail. Notice that δI(2)
s can be

seen as a functional of a time-dependent voltage V (t) for a fixed time t,

δI(2)
s [V ] ≡ ie

∫ t

−∞
dt′V (t′)ei[ϕ(t)−ϕ(t′)]/2J (2)

1 (t− t′)

= ie

∫ t

−∞
dt′V (t′)eie

∫ t
t′ dτV (τ)J (2)

1 (t− t′). (28)

We highlight that δI(2)
s [V ] (i) depends solely on the voltage bias V (t) which is a physical observable and the kernel

J (2)
1 (t− t′) which includes the microscopic information of the junction, (ii) may disappear at weak voltages, and (iii)

the time-integration depends only on the time duration over which the voltage V (t) is significant.

First, let us consider that a voltage V (t) is decomposed into a sum of disjoint voltages V (t) = V1(t) + V2(t), which
exhibit either V1(t) = 0 or V2(t) = 0 over time t. Without loss of generality, we assume that V1(t) precedes V2(t)
in time. Then, there must be the particular moment t1 between the disjoint voltages, satisfying V1(t1) = 0 and

V2(t1) = 0. Now, we show the quasilinearity of the functional δI(2)
s [V ].

δI(2)
s [V1 + V2] = ie

∫ t

−∞
dt′V1(t

′)eie
∫ t
t′ dτV (τ)J (2)

1 (t− t′)− ie

∫ t

∞
dt′V2(t

′)eie
∫ t
t′ dτV (τ)J (2)

1 (t− t′)

= ie

∫ t1

−∞
dt′V1(t

′)eie
∫ t
t′ dτV1(τ)eie

∫ t
t′ dτV2(τ)J (2)

1 (t− t′)− ie

∫ t

t1

dt′V2(t
′)eie

∫ t
t′ dτV1(τ)eie

∫ t
t′ dτV2(τ)J (2)

1 (t− t′)

= ie

∫ t1

−∞
dt′V1(t

′)eie
∫ t
t′ dτV1(τ)e

XXXXXXie
∫ t1
t′ dτV2(τ)+ie

∫ t
t1

dτV2(τ)J (2)
1 (t− t′)

−ie

∫ t

t1

dt′V2(t
′)e

hhhhhie
∫ t
t′ dτV1(τ)eie

∫ t
t′ dτV2(τ)J (2)

1 (t− t′)

= ie e
ie

∫ t
t1

dτV2(τ)
∫ t

−∞
dt′V1(t

′)eie
∫ t
t′ dτV1(τ)J (2)

1 (t− t′)− ie

∫ t

−∞
dt′V2(t

′)eie
∫ t
t′ dτV2(τ)J (2)

1 (t− t′)

= e
ie

∫ t
t1

dτV (τ)
δI(2)

s [V1] + δI(2)
s [V2]. (29)

Now, we consider a voltage V (t) consisted of a series of disjoint voltages Vp(t) as V (t) =
∑N

p=0 Vp(t). There exist
particular moments tp between Vp(t) and Vp+1(t) such that Vp(tp) = 0 and Vp+1(tp) = 0. That is to say, Vp(t) is
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nonzero over time tp−1 < t < tp. For convenience, we consider t−1 at which V0(t < t−1) = 0.

δI(2)
s

[
N∑

p=0

Vp(t)

]

= ie

N∑
p=0

∫ t

−∞
dt′Vp(t

′)eie
∫ t
t′ dτV (τ)J (2)

1 (t− t′) = ie

N∑
p=0

∫ tp

tp−1

dt′Vp(t
′)eie

∫ t
t′ dτV (τ)J (2)

1 (t− t′) (30)

= ie

N∑
p=0

∫ tp

tp−1

dt′Vp(t
′)e

ie
∫ tp

t′ dτV (τ)+ie
∫ t
tp

dτV (τ)J (2)
1 (t− t′) (31)

= ie

N∑
p=0

∫ tp

tp−1

dt′Vp(t
′)e

ie
∫ tp

t′ dτVp(τ)+ie
∫ t
tp

dτV (τ)J (2)
1 (t− t′) (32)

= ie

N∑
p=0

e
ie

∫ t
tp

dτV (τ)
∫ tp

tp−1

dt′Vp(t
′)eie

∫ t
t′ dτVp(τ)J (2)

1 (t− t′) (33)

= ie

N∑
p=0

e
ie

∫ t
tp

dτV (τ)
∫ t

−∞
dt′Vp(t

′)eie
∫ t
t′ dτVp(τ)J (2)

1 (t− t′) =

N∑
p=0

e
ie

∫ t
tp

dτV (τ)
δI(2)

s [Vp]. (34)

Sending N → ∞ and tp → t+p , we obtain the superposition principle provided in the main text.
We note that the quasilinearity holds approximately for small but negligibly overlapped voltages, e.g., either V1(t) ≪

V2(t) or V2(t) ≪ V1(t) over time t. The quasilinearity of the functional of quasiparticle tunneling allows us to determine
the supercurrent at time t in terms of a superposition of the retarded responses of voltage pulses in the past and
has the significant implication of the excessive charge in nonequilibrium tunneling. The superposition principle of
supercurrent in nonequilibrium tunneling is a rather surprising result, regarding the nonlinear nature of equilibrium
Josephson effect, Ic sin[ϕ1(t) + ϕ2(t)] ̸= Ic sin[ϕ1(t)] + Ic sin[ϕ2(t)].

DETAIL CALCULATIONS OF I(4)
s (t)

We express the supercurrent I
(4)
s (t) at T 4-order, dividing it into equilibrium and nonequilibrium supercurrents

which are mediated by Cooper pair and quasiparticle tunneling. Applying Langreth rule to obtain lesser and greater

Green’s functions at T 4-order, the total supercurrent is calculated by I
(4)
s (t) = I

(4)
s,1 (t)+ I

(4)
s,2 (t)+ I

(4)
s,3 (t) and I

(4)
s,j (t) =

ℑ{e−2iϕ(t)I(4)
s,j (t)} with

I(4)
s,1 (t) = −4ei e3iϕ(t)/2

∫ t

−∞
dt′e−iϕ(t′)/2

∫ t′

−∞
dt1e

−iϕ(t1)/2

∫ t1

−∞
dt2e

−iϕ(t2)/2

[f>(t− t′)fr(t′ − t1)f
r(t1 − t2)f

<(t2 − t)− f<(t− t′)fr(t′ − t1)f
r(t1 − t2)f

>(t2 − t)], (35)

I(4)
s,2 (t) = −4ei e3iϕ(t)/2

∫ t

−∞
dt′e−iϕ(t′)/2

∫ t′

−∞
dt1e

−iϕ(t1)/2

∫ t

−∞
dt2e

−iϕ(t2)/2

[f>(t− t′)fr(t′ − t1)f
<(t1 − t2)f

a(t2 − t)− f<(t− t′)fr(t′ − t1)f
>(t1 − t2)f

a(t2 − t)], (36)

I(4)
s,3 (t) = −4ei e3iϕ(t)/2

∫ t

−∞
dt′e−iϕ(t′)/2

∫ t

−∞
dt′2e

−iϕ(t′2)/2

∫ t′2

−∞
dt′1e

−iϕ(t′1)/2

[f>(t− t′)f<(t′ − t1)f
a(t1 − t2)f

a(t2 − t)− f<(t− t′)f>(t′ − t1)f
a(t1 − t2)f

a(t2 − t)], (37)

where the integrand is a pure imaginary function. For example, the integrand of Is,1(t) is

f>(t− t′)fr(t′ − t′1)f
r(t′1 − t′2)f

<(t′2 − t)− f<(t− t′)fr(t′ − t′1)f
r(t′1 − t′2)f

>(t′2 − t) (38)

= − iπ2∆4

8e4ℏ2R2
N

J0

(
(t− t′)∆

ℏ

)
J0

(
(t′ − t1)∆

ℏ

)
J0

(
(t1 − t2)∆

ℏ

)
Y0

(
(t− t2)∆

ℏ

)
− iπ2∆4

8e4ℏ2R2
N

Y0

(
(t− t′)∆

ℏ

)
J0

(
(t′ − t1)∆

ℏ

)
J0

(
(t1 − t2)∆

ℏ

)
J0

(
(t− t2)∆

ℏ

)
.
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We use the normal resistance RN to accommodate a convenience comparing with IcRN product with

1

RN
=

e2

πℏ
T 2

ζ2
. (39)

Before proceeding with the calculation of Is,j(t), we introduce shorthand notations of repeatedly appearing integrals,

I[f(t1,
1

@@t2, t3, · · · )]1(t) ≡
∫ t

−∞
dt2f(t1, t2, t3, · · · ), (40)

Pn[f(t1,
1

@@t2, t3, · · · )]1(t) ≡
∫ t

−∞
dt2e

−inϕ(t2)/2f(t1, t2, t3, · · · ), (41)

Vn[f(t1,
1

@@t2, t3, · · · )]1(t) ≡ i
ne

ℏ

∫ t

−∞
dt2V (t2)e

−inϕ(t2)/2f(t1, t2, t3, · · · ), (42)

where V (t) = ℏϕ′(t)/(2e). The slashed variables refer to dummy variables of the integral. Since the integrations of

I(4)
s,1 (t) are nested, slash notations should be distinguished with super- and subscripts to match dummy variables to

the associated integrals. Once a variable is slashed by integrating, the whole integral of multivariable functions is a
function of the unslashed variables. We provide central identity relations among the shorthand notations,

Pn[e
−i

1HHϕ(t′2)/2f(t1,
1

SSt
′
2, t3, · · · )]1(t) = Pn+1[f(t1,

1

SSt
′
2, t3, · · · )]1(t), (43)

Pn[f(t1,
1

SSt
′
2, t3, · · · )]1(t) = e−inϕ(t)/2I[f(t1,

1

SSt
′
2, t3, · · · )]1(t) + Vn[I[f(t1,

1

SSt
′
2, t3, · · · )]

2

1
Z
Z(t2)]2(t), (44)

where we obtain the last relation using integration by parts.
Finally, applying the above identities, we derive

I(4)
s,1 (t)

= P1

[
f>(t−

1

SSt
′)
(
e−iϕ

1
ZZ(t

′)A(
1

SSt
′, t) +B(

1

SSt
′, t) + e−iϕ

1
ZZ(t

′)/2C(
1

SSt
′, t) +D(

1

SSt
′, t)

)]
1

(t)−
(
f> ↔ f<

)
,

=

∫ t

−∞
dt′f>(t− t′)A(t′, t)

+eiϕ(t)/2
{∫ t

−∞
dt′f>(t− t′)C(t′, t)

}
+eiϕ(t)

{∫ t

−∞
dt′f>(t− t′)B(t′, t) +

∫ t

−∞
dt′f>(t− t′)D(t′, t)

}
+e3iϕ(t)/2

{
3ie

ℏ

∫ t

−∞
dt′V (t′)e−3iϕ(t′)/2

∫ t′

−∞
dt′′f>(t− t′′)A(t′′, t)

+
2ie

ℏ

∫ t

−∞
dt′V (t′)e−iϕ(t′)

∫ t′

−∞
dt′′f>(t− t′′)C(t′′, t)

+ ie

∫ t

−∞
dt′V (t′)e−iϕ(t′)/2

∫ t′

−∞
dt′′f>(t− t′′)B(t′′, t) + ie

∫ t

−∞
dt′V (t′)e−iϕ(t′)/2

∫ t′

−∞
dt′′f>(t− t′′)D(t′′, t)

}
,

−
(
f> ↔ f<

)
(45)

where the terms in the curly brackets vanish for small voltage V (t) ≪ 2∆/e,

A(t′, t) ≡ −4ei

∫ t′

−∞
dt′1f

r(t′ − t′1)

∫ t′1

−∞
dt′2f

r(t′1 − t′2)f
<(t′2 − t), (46)

B(t′, t) ≡ −4ei
2ie

ℏ

∫ t′

−∞
dt1V (t1)e

−iϕ(t1)

∫ t1

−∞
dt′1f

r(t′ − t′1)

∫ t′1

−∞
dt′2f

r(t′1 − t′2)f
<(t′2 − t), (47)

C(t′, t) ≡ −4ei

∫ t′

−∞
dt′1f

r(t′ − t′1)ie

∫ t′1

−∞
dt2V (t2)e

−iϕ(t2)/2

∫ t2

−∞
dt′2f

r(t′1 − t′2)f
<(t′2 − t), (48)

D(t′, t) ≡ −4eiie

∫ t′

−∞
dt1V (t1)e

−iϕ(t1)/2ie

∫ t1

−∞
dt′1V (t′1)e

−iϕ(t′1)/2fr(t′ − t′1)

∫ t′1

−∞
dt2

∫ t2

−∞
dt′2f

r(t′1 − t′2)f
<(t′2 − t).

(49)
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Noticing that A(t′, t) is free from the time-dependent voltage, we have separated the equilibrium supercurrent portion

with a critical current I
(4)
c,1 at T 4-order,

I
(4)
c,1 = −4e

∫ t

−∞
dt′

∫ t′

−∞
dt′1

∫ t′1

−∞
dt′2[f

>(t− t′)fr(t′ − t′1)f
r(t′1 − t′2)f

<(t′2 − t)−
(
f> ↔ f<

)
]

= −4e

∫ ∞

0

dτ

∫ ∞

0

dτ1

∫ ∞

0

dτ2[f
>(τ)fr(τ1)f

r(τ2)f
<(−τ − τ1 − τ2)−

(
f> ↔ f<

)
]. (50)

Using integration by substitution, it is shown that I
(4)
c,1 is independent of t.

Notice that the voltage function appears only once in the multiple integral of B(t′, t) and C(t′, t) so that the
superposition principle of nonequilibrium quasiparticle tunneling can be applied. Especially, if the voltage consists of
a train of sharp 2π-phase jumps appearing at T0, T1, · · · , we can find concise expressions

B(t′, t) ≈ 4eℏ
π∆

∞∑
p=0

e−iϕ(Tp+0+)fr(t′ − Tp)

∫ Tp

−∞
dt′2f

r(Tp − t′2)f
<(t′2 − t), (51)

C(t′, t) ≈ 8e

∞∑
p=0

e−iϕ(T+
p )/2

∫ t′

−∞
dt′1f

r(t′ − t′1)

∫ Tp

−∞
dt′2f

r(t′1 − t′2)f
<(t′2 − t), (52)

where the time width of voltage pulses is used to be ℏ/(π∆) which occurs at the low voltage regime eV ≪ ∆. Let
us provide those terms including the voltage function once and appearing with the prefactors eiϕ(t)/2, eiϕ(t), e3iϕ(t)/2,
each corresponding to the supercurrent accompanied by the excessive quasiparticle charge 1e, 2e, 3e,

I(4)
s,1 (t)

= I
(4)
c,1 − 2

∞∑
p=0

ei[ϕ(t)−ϕ(T+
p )]/2J (4)

1 (t− Tp)−
∞∑
p=0

ei[ϕ(t)−ϕ(T+
p )]J (4)

2 (t− Tp)− 2

∞∑
p=0

e3i[ϕ(t)−ϕ(T+
p )]/2J (4)

3 (t− Tp)

+(terms containing two and three voltage pulses),

= I
(4)
c,1 − 2

∞∑
p=0

(−1)p[J (4)
1 (t− Tp) + J (4)

3 (t− Tp)]−
∞∑
p=0

J (4)
2 (t− Tp) + (terms containing two and three voltage pulses),

(53)

where the last equation is derived assuming the voltage pulses with 2π-phase jumps. We note that the terms accom-
panied by the odd number of elementary charge excitation is attached with the sign flip (−1)p. We explicitly show
that the nonequilibrium retarded responses are merely shifted in time by Tp with the same functional behaviour,

J (4)
1 (t− Tp) ≡ −4ei

∫ t

−∞
dt′f>(t− t′)

∫ t′

−∞
dt′1f

r(t′ − t′1)

∫ Tp

−∞
dt′2f

r(t′1 − t′2)f
<(t′2 − t)−

[
f> ↔ f<

]
,

= −4ei

∫ ∞

0

dτf>(τ)

∫ ∞

0

dτ1f
r(τ1)

∫ ∞

0

dτ2f
r(t− Tp − τ − τ1 + τ2)f

<(Tp − t− τ2)−
[
f> ↔ f<

]
,(54)

J (4)
2 (t− Tp) ≡ −4ei

ℏ
π∆

∫ t

−∞
dt′f>(t− t′)fr(t′ − Tp)

∫ Tp

−∞
dt′2f

r(Tp − t′2)f
<(t′2 − t)−

[
f> ↔ f<

]
,

= −4ei
ℏ
π∆

∫ ∞

0

dτf>(τ)fr(t− Tp − τ)

∫ ∞

0

dτ2f
r(τ2)f

<(Tp − t− τ2)−
[
f> ↔ f<

]
, (55)

J (4)
3 (t− Tp) ≡ −4ei

∫ Tp

−∞
dt′f>(t− t′)

∫ t′

−∞
dt′1f

r(t′ − t′1)

∫ t′1

−∞
dt′2f

r(t′1 − t′2)f
<(t′2 − t)−

[
f> ↔ f<

]
= −4ei

∫ ∞

0

dτf>(t− Tp − τ)

∫ ∞

0

dτ1f
r(τ1)

∫ ∞

0

dτ2f
r(τ2)f

<(Tp − t− τ − τ1 − τ2)−
[
f> ↔ f<

]
.(56)

We note that J (4)
1,2,3(t − Tp) oscillate with the frequency 2∆/ℏ as the case at T 2-order and decay in time according

to causality. The retarded response accompanied by 2e-tunneling J (4)
2 , which plays an essential role for even integer

fraction of SGS, has an asymptotic expression for large argument 1 < ∆(t− Tp)/ℏ,

J (4)
2 (t− Tp) ≈

π2ℏ∆
e3R2

N

cos
[
2∆(t−Tp)

ℏ − 3π
4

]
√
∆(t− Tp)/ℏ

Θ(t− Tp). (57)
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While the complicated analytical formulae of I(4)
s,2 (t) and I(4)

s,3 (t) are not provided here, we note that the qualitative

properties described for I(4)
s,1 (t) remains the same. We discuss the properties of terms depending on two voltages in

past such as terms including D(t′, t). We find a concise expression for a train of sharp 2π-phase jumps,

D(t′, t) ≈ 4

∞∑
n=1

∞∑
m>n

e−iϕ(T+
n )/2e−iϕ(T+

m)/2fr(t′ − Tm)

∫ Tm

−∞
dt2

∫ t2

−∞
dt′2f

r(Tm − t′2)f
<(t′2 − t). (58)

Using this, we simplify the term with the prefactor eiϕ(t) in Eq. (45) into

eiϕ(t)
∫ t

−∞
dt′f>(t− t′)D(t′, t)

= 4

∞∑
n=1

∞∑
m>n

ei[ϕ(t)−ϕ(T+
n )]/2ei[ϕ(t)−ϕ(T+

m)]/2

∫ t

−∞
dt′f>(t− t′)fr(t′ − Tm)

∫ Tm

−∞
dt2

∫ t2

−∞
dt′2f

r(Tm − t′2)f
<(t′2 − t)

= 4

∞∑
n=1

∞∑
m>n

ei[ϕ(t)−ϕ(T+
n )]/2ei[ϕ(t)−ϕ(T+

m)]/2

∫ ∞

0

dτf>(τ)fr(t− Tm − τ)

∫ ∞

0

dτ1

∫ ∞

0

dτ2f
r(τ1 + τ2)f

<(Tm − t− τ1 − τ2)

= 4

∞∑
n=1

∞∑
m>n

ei[ϕ(t)−ϕ(T+
n )]/2ei[ϕ(t)−ϕ(T+

m)]/2D(t− Tm). (59)

While the tunneling process from this term is seemingly affected by two voltage pulses, in fact, the retarded response
is generated by a single voltage pulse and the next voltage attaches the Josephson phase. Hence, some combination
of voltage pulses will preserve the sign of D(t) contributing to the even integer fraction of subharmonic gap structure.
Similar analysis to the above can be continued about all terms in Eq. (45), however, let us focus on the integrals in
which the voltage function appears only once to maintain the simple line of logic explaining the subharmonic gap
structure used for T 2-order at this T 4-order analysis. We leave the complete analysis as our future work.

DISCUSSION OF I(2ν)
s (t)

The analysis of I(4)
s (t) at T 4-order is readily applied to that of T 2ν-order (ν = 1, 2, · · · ). At T 2ν-order,

I(2ν)
s (t) = −4ei ei

2ν−1
2 ϕ(t)

2ν−1∏
n=1

∫ ∞

−∞
dtne

−iϕ(tn)/2[sum of products of 2ν anomalous bare Green’s functions]. (60)

Similar to Eq. (50), the term independent of a voltage function yields the critical equilibrium supercurrent at T 2ν-
order, and the rest of terms gives rise to the nonequilibrium excitations with the phase factors of ϕ(t)/2, ϕ(t), · · · , (2ν−
1)ϕ(t)/2, which correspond to the excessive 1e, 2e, · · · , (2ν − 1)e-charge excitations. Hence, we may argue that the

only tunneling process with effective charge e∗ = 2νe at T 2ν-order is the equilibrium supercurrent of I
(2ν)
s (t) =

I
(2ν)
c sin[νϕ(t)], while the nonequilibrium tunneling is mediated with excessive charges e, · · · , (2ν − 1)e and 2νe-
excitation is not allowed. As a result, the supercurrent at T 2ν-order can be written as

I(2ν)s (t) = I(2ν)c sin[νϕ(t)] +

2ν−1∑
q=1

∞∑
p=0

ℑ
{
eiq[ϕ(t)−ϕ(T+

p )/2J (2ν)
q (t− Tp)

}
. (61)

Indeed, the supercurrent at T 2-order is an exceptional case allowing only the odd number of elementary charge
tunneling of 1e.

I(2)s (t) = I(2)c (t) sin[ϕ(t)] +

∞∑
p=0

ℑ
{
ei[ϕ(t)−ϕ(T+

p )]/2J (4)
1 (t− Tp)

}
. (62)

The nonequilibrium supercurrent I(2)
s (t) with only 1e-tunneling is the physical origin of the missing even integer

fraction of subharmonic gap structure. Since the 2e-tunneling at T 2-order allows only the Cooper pair tunneling and
quasiparticle tunneling is allowed only with 1e-tunneling, the missing even integer faction in SGS occurs. However,
2e-tunneling T 4-order may not be the Cooper pair tunneling but quasiparticle tunneling, hence, we have 2∆/e(even).
It can be easily seen that any tunneling order of T 2ν with ν > 1 is capable of supporting odd and even ne-tunneling
and all integer fractions in SGS.
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