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Yu-Shiba-Rusinov bound states boost odd-frequency superconductivity
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We predict multi-fold amplification of odd-frequency superconducting pairing due to the emer-
gence of zero energy Yu-Shiba-Rusinov bound states. We consider two setups; first, a metal-spin
flipper-metal-s-wave superconductor (N1-sf-N2-S) junction, and second a superconductor-metal-spin
flipper-metal-superconductor (S-N1-sf-N2-S) junction. We find that in the case of N1-sf-N2-S junc-
tion occurrence of zero energy Yu-Shiba-Rusinov bound states are accompanied by odd-frequency
pairing, which is much larger than even frequency pairing. However, when zero energy Yu-Shiba-
Rusinov bound states are absent, even frequency pairing dominates odd-frequency pairing. For
S-Ni-sf-N2-S junction, when zero energy Yu-Shiba-Rusinov bound states emerge, there is a 0 — 7
junction transition, and again odd-frequency pairing is much larger than even frequency pairing.
Our results may help detect signatures of Yu-Shiba-Rusinov bound states via odd-frequency pairing
and better understand the link.

I. INTRODUCTION

Odd-frequency superconductivity indicates a sign change in Cooper pair wavefunctions or pair amplitudes when the
time coordinates of two electrons are interchanged. Generally, electron pairing occurs between electrons at equal times,
which is classified as even frequency superconductivity. An even frequency Cooper pair can be further classified as an
even frequency spin-singlet (Even-SS) pairing state or even frequency spin-triplet (Even-ST) pairing state. Examples
of Even-SS pairing are s and d wave pairing, while the example of Even-ST pairing is p wave pairing[I]. As noted in the
beginning, pairing may also happen at various times or at nonzero frequency, which was initially discovered in *He[2].
An odd-frequency Cooper pair can be either in an odd-frequency spin-singlet (Odd-SS) state or an odd-frequency
spin-triplet (Odd-ST) state. A spin-triplet state, regardless of whether its even or odd frequency, can be either mixed
spin-triplet(MST), i.e., | 1) + | I1) or equal spin-triplet(EST), i.e., | ™), | 44). Spin singlet(SS) state is of one type
alone, i.e., | 1)) — | I1). In Ref. [3], it has been shown that a spin flipper (magnetic impurity) at a metal-s-wave
superconductor interface induces odd-frequency equal spin-triplet (Odd-EST) pairing[3]. Magnetic impurities may
also induce bound states in s-wave superconductors, whose energies lie in the superconducting gap. This was first
noted by Yu, Shiba, and Rusinov in the late 1960s and is now called the Yu-Shiba-Rusinov (YSR) state[dH6]. The
interaction of Andreev reflected electrons or holes with impurity spin gives rise to these YSR states, see Refs. [7H9].
YSR bound states have been reported experimentally via scanning tunneling spectroscopy on superconducting Pb
and Nb surfaces[10HI2].

In this work, our primary motivation is to understand if there exists any link between odd-frequency pairing and
YSR-bound states. We notice that for parameter regimes wherein zero energy YSR bound states to appear, odd-
frequency pairing dominates over even frequency pairing. However, for parameter regimes wherein zero energy YSR
bound states are absent, even frequency pairing dominates over odd-frequency pairing. An enhancement of odd-
frequency pairing due to YSR-bound states implies a nontrivial link between these remarkable effects. Furthermore,
the odd-frequency superconductivity generated in our setups is equal to spin-triplet pairing due to interface Andreev
scattering. Odd frequency mixed spin-triplet (Odd-MST) pairing[I3] has also been reported in the vicinity of magnetic
impurity.

EST pairing, unlike MST pairing, has significant implications for superconducting spintronics as spin is much more
resilient to dephasing. In this paper, when zero energy YSR bound states appear, Odd-EST pairing dominates Even-
EST pairing, while Odd-MST pairing and Even-MST pairings vanish. EST pairing supports dissipationless pure spin
current, which has applications in superconducting spintronics[I4] [I5]. Further, via inducing Odd-EST pairing, one
can effectively tune an even w s-wave superconductor to an odd w p-wave superconductor. YSR bound states are also
important as they give false positives for Majorana bound states in chains of magnetic adatoms on superconductor[16].

The paper’s organization is as follows: in the next section, we first present the two setups and discuss the theoretical
background to our study by writing the Hamiltonian, wave functions, and boundary conditions required to calculate
YSR bound states Josephson current and Green’s functions. In the same section, we also discuss the procedure to cal-
culate YSR bound states, Josephson current, and induced pairing amplitude from retarded Green’s functions. Section
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IIT presents our results and explains the relation between odd-frequency pairing and YSR bound states in metal-
spin flipper-metal-superconductor junction and superconductor-metal-spin flipper-metal-superconductor junction. In
analysis, section IV, we discuss our results via a table. This paper is accompanied by a supplementary material|[17]
where we present Hamiltonian wavefunctions and boundary conditions for our two setups, discuss the procedure to
form the retarded Green’s functions for our models, and also provide the explicit form of expressions for anomalous
Green’s functions. Finally, we conclude in Section V.

II. THEORY

A. YSR bound states in metal-Superconductor and Superconductor-metal-Superconductor junctions with
spin flipper

1. Hamiltonian

We choose two setups: (a) 1D metal (N)-metal (N)-s-wave superconductor (S) junction with a spin-flipper (sf)
between the two metals as depicted in Fig. 1(a) and (b) two metals with an embedded spin-flipper between two
s-wave superconductors as shown in Fig. 1(b). We use the BTK approach[I8] to solve the problem. Spin-flipper is a
d-like magnetic impurity. The Hamiltonian for spin-flipper is[7] [T9-22]:

HSpin—ﬂipper = —Jod(x)5.8 1)

The model Hamiltonian in Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) formalism for metal-spin-flipper-metal-superconductor (Nj-
sf-N3-S) junction as shown in Fig. 1(a) is given by,

N-sf-Np-S Hyl  iDNO(x)6
J2N! 2 _ Ty 9
BdG (z) (—iA*H(m)&y “Hyl ) @)
where Hyy = p?/2m* 4+ Vé(x) — Jod(x + a)5.S — Ep, 0(z) is the Heaviside step function, A is the gap parameter for
s-wave superconductor. % is electron’s kinetic energy with effective mass m*, V' is strength of the §-type potential

barrier at the interface between metal and superconductor, the third term represents the exchange coupling of strength
Jo between electron’s spin (§) and spin (g) of spin flipper, I is an unit matrix, é represents the Pauli matrices and
FEr denotes the Fermi energy. In this paper, the dimensionless parameter J = %;70 is used as a measure of strength
T

The model Hamiltonian in BdG formalism for superconductor-metal-spin-flipper-metal-superconductor (S-Ni-sf-
N,-S) junction as shown in Fig. 1(b) is given below,

of exchange coupling[19] and Z =

as a measure of interface transparency[I8].

S-N;-sf-N5-S HyI  iAs6,
H = A
BdG () (—iAj;&y —H,I) 3)

where Hy = p?/2m* + V[§(z + a/2) 4+ 6(z — a/2)] — Job(2)5.8 — Ep. The superconducting gap A is of the form
Ay =Ale¥rO(—z —a/2) +ePrO(x — a/2)]. ¢r and ¢p are the superconducting phases for left and right supercon-
ductors respectively. The wavefunctions and boundary conditions of our chosen setups are provided in supplementary
material[17].

2. YSR bound states in metal-spin flipper-metal-Superconductor junction

To calculate YSR bound states for this case, we first compute differential charge conductance using the well-
established definitions as[23] 24]

Ge =GN+ A11 + A1z — Bi1 — Bia), (4)

where Gn = 2¢2/h is the charge conductance when a metallic region replaces the superconducting region in our model
with A = 0. Aj; is the Andreev reflection probability when a spin-up electron is reflected as a spin-up hole, A;5 is
the Andreev reflection probability when a spin-up electron is reflected back as a spin down hole, By; is the normal
reflection probability when a spin-up electron is reflected as a spin-up electron and, finally Bys is the normal reflection
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FIG. 1: (a) N1N2S junction with spin flipper at N1 N> interface and a §-like potential barrier at N2S interface. The scattering
of a spin up electron incident is shown, (b) Josephson junction composed of two metals and a spin flipper with spin S and
magnetic moment m’ at x = 0 embedded between two s-wave superconductors.

probability when a spin-up electron is reflected as a spin-down electron, see supplementary material[I7] for calculation
of these reflection probabilities. From complex poles of differential charge conductance G. in Eq. , we can get energy
bound states E*. The real part of the poles is the energy where YSR peaks appear, while the imaginary part of the
poles denotes the width of the peaks.

In Figs. 2(a), (b) we plot YSR bound states as a function of interface transparency Z for two cases: (a) when zero
energy YSR states appear and (b) when zero energy YSR states don’t appear. From Fig. 2(a), we see that for high
values of spin flipper’s spin and low values of exchange interaction, two bound state energies merge at zero energy
for some particular values of Z. For these values of Z, zero energy YSR bound states appear as conductance peaks
in Fig. 2(c) which depicts a plot of normalized charge conductance as an energy function. However, for other values

of spin flipper spin and exchange interaction, no mergers are seen, see Fig. 2(b), implying the absence of zero energy
YSR bound states.
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FIG. 2: Energy bound states vs Z for (a) when zero energy YSR bound states appear and for (b) when zero energy YSR
bound states don’t appear, (c) Normalized charge conductance vs E/A. Parameters: S = % (for (a) and (c)), S = § (for
(b)), F =10 (for (a) and (c)), F =5 (for (b)), J = 0.4 (for (a) and (c)), J =2 (for (b)), Z = 0.78 (for (c)), kra = 0.8437w
(for (a) and (c)), kra = w (for (b)).

8. YSR bound states in superconductor-metal-spin-flipper-metal-superconductor junction

An electron in the metallic region is incident at the NS interface with an energy below the superconducting gap that
cannot penetrate the superconductor. However, at the NS interface, Andreev’s reflection may happen, in which a hole
with opposite momentum is reflected into normal metal, and a Cooper pair is generated in the superconductor. The
same effect is also present with an identical electron/hole combination at the SN interface. Therefore a bound state
is formed between the two superconductors, an Andreev bound state. From Andreev bound states, one can calculate
Free energy and Josephson current through the junction. The procedure to derive Andreev bound states is given in
supplementary material. For our S-N-sf-N-S system we obtain Andreev bound states as Ej(¢) = EX(p) = +FE,(p),
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(k={1,...,4}, o0 =7,]). Our work considers the short junction limit (@ < &, where £ is the superconducting coherence
length). Thus total Josephson current is the same as the Josephson bound state current. The Josephson current can
be calculated from Andreev energy bound states[25],

2 dB, 2 BE,\ dE,
I_E%:f(Ek)w_—th:tanh( : )dsp. (5)

In Figs. 3(a), (b), we plot Andreev energy bound states as a function of exchange interaction J for high values of
spin-flip probability of spin-flipper. From Fig. 3(a), we see that for J = 0.1267, two bound state energies merge, and
YSR bound states to occur; see also Ref. [9]. However, from Fig. 3(b), it is seen that for high values of , no merger
is seen, indicating the absence of zero energy YSR bound states. In Fig. 3(c), we plot Josephson’s current and its
absolute value as a function of 7. We notice that for J = 0.1267 when zero energy YSR bound states appear, there
is a discontinuous change as a function of 7 in Josephson current because of a 0 — 7 junction transition in which
Josephson current changes its sign, marking the presence of a YSR state.
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FIG. 3: (a) Energy bound states vs J in presence of spin flip scattering, (b) Energy bound states vs J in absence of spin flip
scattering, (c) Josephson current and its absolute value vs J. Parameters: S = %, m' = f%, F=11,p=7/2,Z=0.1,
kra=m, In = eA/h.

B. Retarded and Advanced Green’s functions in the presence of YSR bound states

The main aim of our work is to check whether the presence of YSR-bound states has any bearing on the odd w
pairing generated. To this end we construct retarded Green’s function G"(z, z’,w) for our setups shown in Figs. 1(a)
& (b) from the scattering processes at the interface[26]. We follow Refs. 27 and 28, and the retarded and advanced
Green’s function calculation are provided in the supplementary material[I7]. Pairing amplitudes in our setup are
calculated from retarded Green’s function, as shown below.

1. Pairing amplitudes

The anomalous Green’s function G”, is defined as
eh )

3
Gzh((E,{L‘/,W) = iZf;UuU% (6)

pn=0

where 0g is a unit matrix, o, (4 = 1,2,3) represent the Pauli matrices. fj represents SS (1] — 1), f{, are the
EST ({4 £ 11) and f§ corresponds to the MST (1] + [1) components of the pairing amplitude in Eq. @ The
EST components 11 and || are given by fiy =if5 — fi and f|, = if5 + f{, respectively. Even and odd-frequency
components are calculated from,

FE (0t 0) = G (@0 0) + [ e, —w), and fO(e,a'w) = S[fl (@ aw) — @), (D)



f2 being the advanced Green’s function and can be derived using[27] G%(x,2’,w) = [G"(2’,z,w)]T. The even and
odd-frequency EST pairings can then be derived, see Eq. @, as
fa=if =10, fQ =i+

IIT. RESULTS
A. Odd-frequency pairing and YSR bound states in N;-SF-N3-S junction

1. Spin singlet superconducting pairing induced in Ni-SF-N>-S junction

We compute induced even/odd-frequency superconducting pairing directly from anomalous components of G" (z, =/, w)
using Eqs. @, @ and . For spin singlet (SS) pairing we find,

E / — nuv —v|z—z'| eikrle=a] e ihrle—r] nuv —y(z+a") bs1 eihr (@ +a’) bSQeiikF(z+I/)
fO (xawi) 9 n € S + S ()2 2 € S S
2i(u? — v?) qs q 2i(u? — v2) qs q
_ N agy coslkp(z — 2 (kp + iv(u? — v?
o 1ol i =) o)
i(u? —v?) (k% +7%)
(10)

nasy (kr(u® — v?) +i7y) . _ /
and fg(x, 4',w) = 2(u? — v?) (k3 +7?) sinfkp(z — a')]e” ") for 2 > 0,
wkp

where ¢ = 252 and the normal (b5, bge) and Andreev reflection amplitudes (a2, ags) are calculated from the
q °Ep ) p )

wavefunctions in Eq. (4) of supplementary material (SM), and imposing boundary conditions on these, see Egs. (6,7)
of SM. Here the normal and Andreev reflection amplitudes b5; mean normal reflection of incident spin up electronlike
quasiparticle as a spin up electronlike quasiparticle, a;» mean Andreev reflection of incident spin up electron as
a spin down hole, similarly bge and ag; are defined, see SM (below Eq. (4)) for details. From Eq. we see
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FIG. 4: The magnitudes of the Even-SS and Odd-SS pairings induced in the S region vs position = for (a) when zero energy
YSR states are present, (b) when zero energy YSR states are absent. Parameters: S = 12 (Fig. 4(a)), S = § (Fig. 4(b)),
F =F" =10 (Fig. 4(a)), F = F =5 (Fig. 4(b)), Z = 0.78, J = 0.4 (Fig. 4(a)), J = 2 (Fig. 4(b)), 2’ =0, kra = 0.84377

(Fig. 4(a)), kra = © (Fig. 4(b)), w =0, Er = 10A.

that at w = 0, 0odd-SS pairing depends on sin[kp(z — x')}e‘V(“‘x/), therefore they exhibit an oscillatory decay with

period ,3—’; and decay length % where v = VA2 —w?[kp/(2EF)]. Even-SS and Odd-SS superconducting pairing in the
superconducting region is plotted in Fig. 4. We consider two cases similar to Fig. 2. (a) when zero energy YSR states
occur and (b) when zero energy YSR states are absent. From Fig. 4(a), we see that for high values of spin flipper
spin and low values of exchange interaction 7, when zero energy YSR states appear (see Fig. 2(a)), Odd-SS pairing
dominates Even-SS pairing. However, for low values of spin flipper spin and high values of exchange interaction, for



which zero energy YSR states are absent (see Fig. 2(b)), Even-SS dominates Odd-SS pairing, as shown in Fig. 4(b).
We conclude that the multi-fold enhancement of odd-frequency spin-singlet superconducting pairing is, therefore, due
to the occurrence of zero energy YSR states.

2. Spin triplet superconducting pairing induced in N1-SF-N2-S junction

ST pairing is two different types, EST and MST. However, we see MST pairing is absent and only EST pairing is
finite since there is only spin flip scattering with vanishing spin mixing present in our setup (Fig. 1(a))[3]. For the
Even-EST and Odd-EST superconducting pairing we get using Eq. 7

agz (kp(u? —v?) +iy) . (!
fﬁ(x,x',w) =1 26(2152 szﬂ)(k% _?_72)7) sinlkp(z — 2’ )]e V@) = —fﬁ(gj,x',w), for z >0 (11)

. /7 . ’
nuv (wta) b72672kp(z+z ) ber ezkp(erz )
e _

fG (a2, w) =

2i(u? — v?) qa @
N etar) Bz c0slhr(z — )] (kp + iy (u® — 7))
i — ) %+ )
:—fﬁ(x,x',w), for x > 0, (12)

where the normal (bg;, by72) and Andreev reflection amplitudes (a;;, age) are calculated from the wavefunctions in
Eq. (4) by imposing the boundary conditions Egs. (6,7) of SM. From Eq. we notice that at w = 0, Even-EST
superconducting pairing depends on sin[kp (z — 2’ )]6’7(”‘”, showing an oscillatory decay with period z—” Even-EST
and Odd-EST superconducting pairing as a function of z in superconducting region in presence of spin flip scattering
are plotted in Fig. 5. We consider two cases: (a) when zero energy YSR states appear and, (b) when zero energy YSR
states are absent. From Fig. 5(a) we notice that for parameters wherein zero energy YSR states occur, Odd-EST
pairing is much larger than Even-EST pairing. However, when zero energy YSR states are absent, Even-EST pairing
is much larger than Odd-EST pairing as shown in Fig. 5(b). Thus, our results indicate that Odd-EST pairing is
enhanced considerably due to the occurrence of zero energy YSR states.
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FIG. 5: The magnitudes of the Even-EST and Odd-EST pairing induced vs. position = for (a) when zero energy YSR states
occur and for (b) when zero energy YSR states are absent. Parameters: S = %) (Fig. 5(a)), S = 2 (Fig. 5(b)), F = F' =10
(Fig. 5(a)), F = F' =5 (Fig. 5(b)), Z =0.78, J = 0.4 (Fig. 5(a)), J = 2 (Fig. 5(b)), ' =0, kra = 0.8437x (Fig. 5(a)),
kra =7 (Fig. 5(b)), w =0, Er = 10A.



B. 0Odd-frequency pairing and YSR bound states in S-IN;-SF-N2-S Josephson junction

1. Induced spin singlet superconducting pairing in S-N1-SF-N2-S Josephson junction

We compute even and odd-frequency SS pairing amplitudes from anomalous components of G"(z,z’,w) using
Eqgs. @, and . For Even-SS and Odd-SS superconducting pairing we get,

ikp|lo—a’ —ikp|e—a’ ) kg (ot L (i
fo' (@,a',w) :%eﬂlwﬂl‘ : Fls | + 2 F]g | . Zuv e (@+a) biye ;( ) dlge FS( |
2i(u? — v?) Qe a, 2i(u® — v2) g5 pr
+%6’Y(I+z’) cos[kp(x _ :17/)] CL,1251)2 + @ , forz <0 (13)
2i(u? — v?) g a
/ 2 k g o 9 k . )
U(a12v ( F Z’Y) ag (kr + W))e'y(.r—s-m ) sin[k‘p(x o x’)], for z < 0. (14)

fg(%,.’l,'/,W) = 2(U2 _ UZ)(k% + ,-),2)

From Eq. we notice that Even-SS superconducting pairing depends on both Andreev reflection (a4, a}q, ajs)
and normal reflection amplitudes (b}, ), while in Eq. (14]) Odd-SS superconducting pairing depends only on Andreev
reflection amplitudes (a},, ay;). The normal and Andreev reflection amplitudes b}; mean normal reflection of incident
electron with spin up as electron with spin up, af, mean Andreev reflection of incident electron with spin up as hole
with spin down, similarly a}; and af, are defined, see supplementary material below Eq. (5) for details. At z =z’
local Odd-SS pairing vanishes, while local Even-SS pairing is finite and is maximum.

In Fig. 6, we plot Even-SS and Odd-SS superconducting pairings induced in left superconducting and metallic
regions. We consider two cases: (a) when zero energy YSR states occur and (b) when zero energy YSR states are
absent. From Fig. 6(a), we see that for 7 = 0.1267 when zero energy YSR states occur (see Fig. 3(a)), Odd-SS pairing
is much larger than Even-SS pairing. However, for J = 1, when zero energy YSR states are absent (see Fig. 3(b)),
Even-SS pairing is much more prominent while Odd-SS pairing vanishes as shown in Fig. 6(b). Thus, in the presence
of YSR states, there is a vast enhancement of Odd-SS pairing magnitude.
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FIG. 6: The magnitudes of the induced Even-SS and Odd-SS pairing vs. position x for (a) when zero energy YSR states
occur and for (b) when zero energy YSR states are absent. Parameters: S = %, F=F =11,Z=0.1, J =0.1267
(Fig. 6(a)), J =1 (Fig. 6(b)), 2’ =0, Er = 10A, kra =7, w =0, ¢ = 7/2, T = 0.

2. Induced spin triplet superconducting pairing in S-N1-SF-N2-S Josephson junction

Next, we compute the induced Even-ST and Odd-ST pairing in S-N;1-SF-N5-S junction. In this paper, as mentioned
in section II1.A.2 MST pairing vanishes and only EST pairing is finite as there is absence of spin mixing in our setup,
see Ref. [3] for the reasons behind it. Using Eq. , the induced Even-EST and Odd-EST superconducting pairings
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From Eqs. and, we notice that the induced Even-EST pairing depends only on Andreev reflection amplitudes
(a}q, ajy), while the induced Odd-EST pairing depends on both normal (V),, b);) as well as Andreev reflection
amplitudes (a};, a}y). At x = 2/, the induced Even-EST pairing vanishes, while the induced Odd-EST pairing is
finite.

In Fig. 7, we plot the induced Even-EST and Odd-EST superconducting pairing in left superconducting and metallic
regions vs. position z. Similar to Fig. 6, we consider two cases: (a) when zero energy YSR states occur and (b) when
zero energy YSR states are absent. From Fig. 7(a), we notice that for J = 0.1267 when zero energy YSR states
occur, the induced Odd-EST pairing dominates over Even-EST pairing. However, for J = 1 when zero energy YSR
states are absent, the induced Even-EST pairing is much larger than the Odd-EST pairing, as seen from Fig. 7(b).

This suggests a boost to Odd-EST pairing due to zero energy YSR bound states.
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FIG. 7: The magnitudes of the induced Even-EST and Odd-EST superconductor pairing in the left superconducting and
normal metal regions vs position x for (a) when zero energy YSR states occur and for (b) when zero energy YSR states are
absent. Parameters: S = 2L, F = F' =11, Z = 0.1, J = 0.1267 (Fig. 7(a)), J =1 (Fig. 7(b)), ' =0, Er = 10A, kpa =,

w=0,p=mr/2,T=0.

IV. ANALYSIS

In this section, we analyze our results. Table I compares our results when zero energy YSR states occur and when
they are absent in N-sf-N-S and S-N-sf-N-S junctions. For zero energy YSR states, we see an almost quantized (at
2¢2 /h) zero-bias peak in the conductance spectra, while no such zero-bias conductance peaks are present when zero
energy YSR states are absent. The signatures of YSR states are also detected via the induced odd and even frequency
pairing. We find that induced odd-frequency superconducting pairing is enhanced multi-fold over even frequency
pairing due to the presence of YSR states. For S-N-sf-N-S Josephson junction, 0 — 7 junction transition occurs in
the presence of zero energy YSR states, and induced odd-frequency superconducting pairing is much larger than
even frequency superconducting pairing. However, in the absence of zero energy, YSR states that no 0 — 7 junction
transition occurs, and induced even frequency superconducting pairing is much more prominent while odd-frequency



pairing vanishes. A multifold enhancement of the induced odd-frequency pairing is a signature of YSR bound states

for both N-sf-N-S and S-N-sf-N-S junctions.

TABLE I: Comparing induced odd w pairing in presence and absence of zero energy YSR states

Zero energy YSR states occur

Zero energy YSR states are absent

(1) Almost quantized zero bias conductance

(1) No zero bias conductance peak.

N-sf-N-S  |peak.
(2) Induced odd-frequency pairing (both sin-|(2) Induced even frequency pairing (both sin-
glet and equal spin triplet) dominates even fre- |glet and equal spin triplet) dominates odd-
quency pairing. frequency pairing.
(1) There is a 0 — 7 junction transition when |(1) There is no 0 — 7 junction transition.
S-N-sf-N-S|zero energy YSR states occur.

(2) Odd-frequency superconducting pairing is
enhanced multi-fold over even frequency su-
perconducting pairing

(2) Even frequency superconducting pairing is
much larger with vanishing odd-frequency su-
perconducting pairing.

V. EXPERIMENTAL REALIZATION AND CONCLUSION

As shown in Fig. 1, our setups can be experimentally realized easily since the metal-superconductor junctions were
realized in a lab around 45 years ago[31]. Placing a spin flipper at the metal-superconductor interface should not be
cumbersome; particularly with a conventional superconductor, it should be possible.

In this work, we see a strong correlation between odd-frequency superconductivity and the occurrence of zero energy
YSR states in both metal-spin flipper-metal-s-wave superconductor junction as well as in superconductor-metal-spin
flipper-metal-superconductor junction. For metal-spin flipper-metal-s-wave superconductor junction, we notice that
in a parameter regime wherein zero energy YSR states occur, the induced odd-frequency pairing is much larger than
even frequency pairing. But, for parameters for which zero energy YSR states are absent, the opposite occurs, i.e., even
frequency pairing is much larger than odd-frequency pairing. In the case of superconductor-metal-spin flipper-metal-
superconductor junction, when zero energy YSR states occur, 0 — w junction transition is seen, and odd-frequency
pairing dominates even frequency pairing. Our findings imply that the occurrence of large odd-frequency pairing can
be a fingerprint for YSR states.
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Appendix A: Supplementary Material for “Yu-Shiba-Rusinov bound states boost odd-frequency
superconductivity”, by Subhajit Pal and Colin Benjamin

In this supplementary material, we first provide wavefunctions and boundary conditions for our two setups to
calculate Yu-Shiba-Rusinov bound states, Josephson current, and Green’s functions. After that, we discuss the
procedure to calculate energy-bound shapes and retarded Green’s functions for our setup. Finally, we also give an
explicit form of expressions for anomalous Green’s functions.

1. Wavefunctions and boundary conditions in the metal-spin flipper-metal-superconductor junction and
superconductor-metal-spin flipper-metal-superconductor junction

We choose two setups first, 1D metal (N)-metal (N)-s-wave superconductor (S) junction with a spin-flipper (sf)
between the two metals as depicted in Fig. 1(a), and second, two metals with an embedded spin-flipper between
two s-wave superconductors as shown in Fig. 1(b). The Hamiltonian for spin-flipper is mentioned in Eq. . The
model Hamiltonian in BAG formalism for metal-spin-flipper-metal-superconductor (N1-sf-No-S) junction as shown in
Fig. 1(a) is given in Eq. , while the model Hamiltonian in BdG formalism for superconductor-metal-spin-flipper-
metal-superconductor (S-Nj-sf-N»-S) junction as shown in Fig. 1(b) is given in Eq. .
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a. Wavefunctions in metal-spin flipper-metal-superconductor junction
After diagonalizing the Hamiltonian , the wavefunctions in different domains of metal-spin flipper-metal-
superconductor junction for various kinds of scattering processes are obtained. The wavefunctions are-
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Eq. (A1), 1, w2, @3, and @4 represent the wavefunctions when spin up electron, spin down electron, spin up hole and
spin down hole are injected from left metallic region respectively, while 5, g, @7, and g represent the wavefunctions
when spin up electronlike quasiparticle, spin down electronlike quasiparticle, spin up holelike quasiparticle and spin
down holelike quasiparticle are injected from superconductor respectively. a;; and b;; represent Andreev and normal
reflection coefficient respectively, while g;; and h;; represent transmission coefficients for electron/electronlike and
hole/holelike quasiparticles respectively with ¢ = 1,2,....8 and j = 1,2, where ¢ = 1 means electron up incident
from left, i = 2 means electron down incident from left, ¢ = 3 means hole up incident from left, i = 4 means hole
down incident from left, ¢ = 5 means spin up electronlike quasiparticle incident from right, ¢ = 6 means spin down
electronlike quasiparticle incident from right, ¢ = 7 means spin up holelike quasiparticle incident from right and,
finally + = 8 means spin down holelike quasiparticle incident from right. In a;;, j = 1 means hole up reflected back
to left and, j = 2 means hole down reflected back to left when ¢ = 1,2, while 5 = 1 means electron up reflected back
to left and, j = 2 means electron down reflected back to left when ¢ = 3,4. Similarly, when ¢ = 5,6, j = 1 means
holelike quasiparticle with spin up reflected back to right and, j = 2 means holelike quasiparticle with spin down
reflected back to right, while 7 = 1 means electronlike quasiparticle with spin up reflected back to right and, j = 2
means electronlike quasiparticle with spin down reflected back to right when i = 7,8. In b, j = 1 means electron
up reflected back to left and, j = 2 means electron down reflected back to left for ¢ = 1,2, while for i = 3,4, j =1
means hole up reflected back to left and, j = 2 means hole down reflected back to left. Further, in b;;, j = 1 means
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electronlike quasiparticle with spin up reflected back to right and, j = 2 means electronlike quasiparticle with spin
down reflected back to right when ¢ = 5,6, while for i = 7,8, j = 1 means holelike quasiparticle with spin up reflected
back to right and, j = 2 means holelike quasiparticle with spin down reflected back to right. In g;;, j = 1 means spin
up electronlike quasiparticle transmitted into right and, j = 2 means spin down electronlike quasiparticle transmitted
into right for 4 = 1,2,3,4, while j = 1 means spin up electron transmitted into left and, j = 2 means spin down
electron transmitted into left for ¢ = 5,6,7,8. Finally, in h;, j = 1 means spin up holelike quasiparticle transmitted
into right and, 7 = 2 means spin down holelike quasiparticle transmitted into right for ¢ = 1,2,3,4, while j = 1
means spin up hole transmitted into left and, j = 2 means spin down hole transmitted into left for i = 5,6,7,8. The
spin flipper’s eigenfunction is represented by qb;";b, with its spin S and spin magnetic moment m’. The z component

of spin flipper’s spin S is acting as- S*¢2, = him/¢?,. u = %(‘”7 V“:JQ_AQ) and v = 4/ %(“’_7 V“f_N) are the BCS
2;;;* 2;{5* (Ep £ Vw? — A?)

is the wave-vector in superconductor. If we diagonalize the Hamiltonian H},,(—k) instead of Hpaq(k) we will get

coherence factors. g, = (Er £ w) is the wave-vector in normal metal, while qﬁ = \/

conjugated processes ¢; which is necessary to form the retarded Green’s functions in next section. For our setup

(Fig. 1) we note that V) = va(s). In our work we consider Er > A, w, in this limit ¢.», ~ kp(1 £ ﬁ) and

qih ~ kp £ iy where kp = ,/2”%%‘% and v = VA? —w?lkp/(2EF)]. £ = mZLA is the superconducting coherence
length.

2. Wavefunctions in superconductor-metal-spin flipper-metal-superconductor junction

After diagonalizing the Hamiltonian , the wavefunctions in different domains of superconductor-metal-spin
flipper-metal-superconductor junction for various kinds of scattering processes are obtained. The wavefunctions are-
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kélXige_iqesz‘brsn’ﬂ + k/72X§€_iq€Sz¢rSn/ + lélxgeiqsz‘i’fq/ + léQXfeiqu‘z’iul’ z < —af2,
C'71X{Veiqe(z+u/2)¢§n,71 + C;QXéVeiqe(era/?)(bi, + d;lxiVeiinI(t)fn’f]_ + d'nxé\’efiqez(bfn/ + 6/71Xéveiqhz¢§n/ + 6’72X4]1V€iqhz¢§n/,l
(@) +félxé\/e—iqh(:c+a/2)¢5/ 4 féQXiVe—iQh(:t-!—a/?)qu, b —a/2 <z <0,
wr(x) = . -~ m . -~ me— . ) . w ) .
g/nX{Ve ige(x a/2)¢§“71 +9'72X§V€ ige(x a/2)¢i, + hglxi\’ezqez(bi_l 4 h%gxé\relqczqﬁfn/ + ZI71X;1>,V6 Zth(bfn/ + l/ﬁxi\/e zth¢i,71
+ip Xy eian(Eme/D S 1 gt xNetan(@-a/Dgs 0<a<a)2
m m'’ —
XfReiq§z¢S, +b/71X§Re_inz¢S, +b{72XfR5_ikfz¢S/ +a{71XfR6iqesz¢S/ +a/72X25Reiqu¢S/ T > a/2
B m m m/—1 m’/—1 m’? .
ké1X§57iq§I¢fn' + kézxgefiq‘fsz‘bfnwl + lélxgeiq51¢§n’+l + léQXfeiquE‘z’ySn/v r < —af2,
Célxiveiqe(:c-&-a/?)(ﬁi/ 4 0/82Xéveiqe(ac+a/2)¢§l/+1 + d/gleve_i%’”qbfn, 4 dézXéve_iqem¢§1/+1 + eéIXéVeiqh,w¢§Ll+1 4 egQXiVeiqw(lsi,
@ g emim@ta/DgS 4 flox N emitn(@tal/2)pS —a/2 <z <0,
ws(xr) = . _ m i _ m ) . . . . .
9é1X{Ve e (2 a/2)¢751‘1/ + géQXéVe e (@ a/2)¢§1/+1 + h/81X{Velqex¢§L/ + h/82xé\7€1qe:c¢75n/+1 + ”LélXéve thx¢7€l/+1 + 7«/82)(51\]6 mh:t‘lsim
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S TTd Sr _—igS Sr _—igS S iqS S Thd
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ue® 0 0 ve's
et _pet® 0
Sr 0 Sr ue Sr ve Sk
where X7 = | o |Lx2" = | , "=, |ad xi® = | o | InEa (A2), o1, @2, s,
v 0 0 u

and ¢4 represent the wavefunctions when spin up electronlike quasiparticle, spin down electronlike quasiparticle,
spin up holelike quasiparticle and spin down holelike quasiparticle are injected from left superconducting region
respectively, while @5, vg, 7, and @g represent the wavefunctions when spin up electronlike quasiparticle, spin down
electronlike quasiparticle, spin up holelike quasiparticle and spin down holelike quasiparticle are injected from right
superconducting region respectively. The Andreev and normal reflection coefficients are a/,, and b/, respectively,
while the transmission coefficients for electronlike and holelike quasiparticles are k], and I/, respectively with
m=1,2,...,8 and n = 1,2, where m = 1 means spin up electronlike quasiparticle incident from left, m = 2 means
spin down electronlike quasiparticle incident from left, m = 3 means spin up holelike quasiparticle incident from left,
m = 4 means spin down holelike quasiparticle incident from left, m = 5 means spin up electronlike quasiparticle
incident from right, m = 6 means spin down electronlike quasiparticle incident from right, m = 7 means spin up
holelike quasiparticle incident from right and, finally m = 8 means spin down holelike quasiparticle incident from
right. In a/,,,, n = 1 means spin up holelike quasiparticle reflected back to left and, n = 2 means spin down holelike
quasiparticle reflected back to left when m = 1,2, while n = 1 means spin up electronlike quasiparticle reflected
back to left and, n = 2 means spin down electronlike quasiparticle reflected back to left when m = 3,4. Similarly,
when m = 5,6, n = 1 means holelike quasiparticle with spin up reflected back to right and, n = 2 means holelike
quasiparticle with spin down reflected back to right, while n = 1 means electronlike quasiparticle with spin up reflected
back to right and, n = 2 means electronlike quasiparticle with spin down reflected back to right when m = 7,8. In
b/, n =1 means spin up electronlike quasiparticle reflected back to left and, n = 2 means spin down electronlike

mn?

quasiparticle reflected back to left for m = 1,2, while for m = 3,4, n = 1 means spin up holelike quasiparticle reflected
back to left and, n = 2 means spin down holelike quasiparticle reflected back to left. Further, in b/,,, n = 1 means
electronlike quasiparticle with spin up reflected back to right and, n = 2 means electronlike quasiparticle with spin
down reflected back to right when m = 5,6, while for m = 7,8, n = 1 means holelike quasiparticle with spin up
reflected back to right and, n = 2 means holelike quasiparticle with spin down reflected back to right. In k7, n =1
means spin up electronlike quasiparticle transmitted into right and, n = 2 means spin down electronlike quasiparticle
transmitted into right for m = 1,2, 3,4, while n = 1 means spin up electronlike quasiparticle transmitted into left and,
n = 2 means spin down electronlike quasiparticle transmitted into left for m = 5,6,7,8. Finally, in I/, n = 1 means

spin up holelike quasiparticle transmitted into right and, n = 2 means spin down holelike quasiparticle transmitted
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into right for m = 1,2, 3,4, while n = 1 means spin up holelike quasiparticle transmitted into left and, n = 2 means
spin down holelike quasiparticle transmitted into left for m = 5,6, 7, 8.

a. Boundary conditions for metal-spin flipper-metal-superconductor junction

From the boundary condition, we get the amplitudes in the scattering states. At x = —a, the boundary conditions
are-

doil —acaco  dpilae_ 2m* Jo5.5
@i|w<—a :<pi|—a<ac<0 and, <Pl|dt;<w< — Wzlfx< a _ _ 52 <Pi|w:—a7 (AS)

_, to— 1ot

where §.5 = s*5% + (357385), st =5, + isy and St =5, + 1S, are the exchange operator in Hamiltonian for
spin flipper[19], spin raising & lowering operators for electron and spin raising & lowering operators for spin flipper
respectively. The boundary conditions at x = 0 are-

dpilz>0  dpil—a<e<o  2m*V
i|l—a<z = Yilz d; - = ile=0- A4
il —a<z<0 = @ilz>0 an d d 52 Pilz=0 (A4)

For wave-function associating up spin electron, action of §.5 is

o Rim! h:F
5.Sxy Eﬂ = TX{VQS}?L/ + TXéVQngHLl' (A5)

Similarly, for wave-function associating down spin electron, action of 5.5 is

h2]:/
Txivd)iul- (A6)

L= h2m/
s.Sxévq’)i, =-— Xév@sn, +

Further, for wave-function associating up spin hole, action of 5.5 is

.z hm/ I
5.5X5 G = =5 X8 O + X2 B, (AT)

and finally, for wave-function associating down spin hole, action of 5.9 is

h2F
XY o5+ =X o1 (A8)

2 7
—»Ns_hm
4 2

m’ 9

In Egs. (AF)-(AY), F = /(S —m/)(S +m/ + 1) and F' = /(S + m/)(S — m’ + 1) are the flip probabilities when spin
up(or, down) electron(or, hole) is incident and, when spin down (or, up) electron(or, hole) is incident respectively.
After using above equations and solving boundary conditions, we will get 16 equations for each kind of incident
process, see Eq. (Al]). Different scattering amplitudes a;;, bij, cij, dij, €ij, fij, 9i5, hij for each kind of scattering
process are obtained from these 16 equations. We use these scattering amplitudes in our main article to compute
energy bound states and retarded Green’s function for the setup shown in Fig. 1(a). Even/odd-frequency spin singlet
and spin triplet pairings are found from retarded Green’s function.

3. Boundary conditions for superconductor-metal-spin flipper-metal-superconductor junction

At x = —a/2, the boundary condition is-

pi(r < —a/2) = pi(—a/2 <z <0), (A9)
and, 42(202<e<0) _ dpi(o<ma/2) _ 2V (0 = —q/2). (A10)

Similarly, at = 0, the boundary condition is-

pi(—a/2 <z <0)=p;(0<z<a/2), (A11)
and, GOS0t daleRsesh) = _MmiRSS e, (r = 0). (A12)
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Finally, at = a/2, the boundary condition is-

vi(0<z<a/2)=pi(z>a/2), (A13)
and, d%(zi‘l/m _ dw(ojzﬁz/?) 2m* VSOz(vT _ a/2) (A14)

Using Egs. (A5HA8)) and solving boundary conditions at x = —a/2, x = 0 and = = a/2, 24 equations for each kind of
incident process as mentioned in Eq. . are obtained. Using these 24 equations, the various scattering amplitudes
b A s s Gy s Ty Jimms Komms Uimm TOT €ach kind of scattering process can be obtained.

mn’ mn? mn’ mn? m’rﬂ mn? m’rﬂ ]mn’ mn’ "mn

4. Energy bound states

To calculate energy bound states in superconductor-metal-spin flipper-metal-superconductor junction we ignore the
contribution from incoming quasiparticle[29, [30] and put the wavefunction into the boundary conditions. We obtain
24 equations for the scattering amplitudes. Eliminating the scattering amplitudes of the two metals by the scattering
amplitudes in the left and right superconductors we get 8 equations,

Lz =0, (A15)

where z is a 8 x 1 column matrix and given by z = [bll,bu,all,a127k11,k12,111,112]T and L being a 8 x 8 matrix.
For nontrivial solution of this system, the determinant of L is zero (det L = 0) and we get energy bound states
Er(p) (k = {1,...,4}) as a function of phase difference ¢ between right and left superconductor. We see that

E(p) = EX(p) = £E,(9), (0 =1, 1).

5. Retarded and Advanced Green’s functions in presence of YSR bound states

The main aim of our work is to check whether presence of YSR bound states and the occurrence of odd w pairing
have any relation or not. To this end we construct retarded Green’s function G"(z,2’,w) for our setups shown in
Figs. 1(a) & (b) from the scattering processes at the interface[26]. We follow Refs. 27 and 28 and the retarded Green’s
function is given as-

z)[an @l (2') + 2@ (x +a13<p7( ")+ a1spg (2')]

e1( ) ")
+30 (2)[o2183 (2') + a2 @f () + asp? (') + 2158 (27)]
e3(x)[as1@F () 4+ s (2') + sz @l (¢)) + asa@f (2)]
) (z ¢ (x (z
/ /)

8
G (0 w) = Jr<P4(5lj [0441;5’? ) + o (') + auspy (27) + a4480§/ O, e>a (A16)
¢5(2)[B11p] (¢) + Br2dd (2') + P13 5 (2') + Brag] (2')]
+<P6($)[521<P1T($ ) + B2203 (') + Pz 3 (') + Baapy (2')]
+7(2)[B3187 (o) + Ba20d (¢') + B33 p3 (') + B3y (27)]
+os(2)[Bud] (¢) + 123 (2') + Bass (2') + Buag] (2')], <2
In Eq. 7 aj and By, are computed from the continuity of the Green’s function
[w = Hpac(2)]G" (z,2",w) = 6(z — '), (A7)
After integrating Eq. around z = z’ we find
d d
(G (x> 2")]ew = [G"(x < 2')]p—s and [%Gr(a: > 1) pear — [%Gr(x < 2')|pmar = NT200, (A18)

where 7; represent Pauli matrices in particle-hole space, while o; represent Pauli matrices in spin space and, n =
2m*/7'12. Generally, in particle-hole space G" is a 2 X 2 matrix,
GZe Ggh:|

v T A19
Ghe th ( )

G (z,2',w) = [

where GZ., G%,, G}, are matrix. In presence of spin flip scattering, we can write each element of G"(z, z’,w) as

ee’

reat o) — (1Ganltt (Gt iin g .
Gutn = ((Ga G ) it vt (A20)

The next section provides an explicit form of Green’s functions.
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6. Explicit form of expressions for Anomalous Green’s functions

Here, we give an explicit form of expressions for anomalous Green’s functions (G%,). We compute SS and ST pairing
in our main article using G7,,.

a. Metal (Ni1)-Spin flipper (sf)-Metal ( N2 )-Superconductor (S) junction

In case of N-sf-Ny-S junction, G” are determined by putting wavefunctions from Eq. (Al]) into Eq. (A16) with a;
and b;; found from Eqs. (A3)-(A4). For G, we get,

. . n b € @ gy + age el @ e —ai0) 2 g, ilaie—aia) 2 _ p, o= (za)) gy
[Geh}TT - 7[Geh]$¢ - 727/(,“2 _ ’U2) qS + q}’? ’
e
[GT } B [GT ] B n eiqf‘17I,|UU —+ b51 eiq(?(z‘i'z/)uv + asi ei(q(?I,7Qh$I)U2
ehlt) — ehldt — 2i(u2 — ’U2) qf

oo S S, . - S ’ - S ’
g, 1055050 2 | poy o= 0 (@ t0) gy 4 e—iaflo—a |y

a

+
(A21)

b.  Superconductor (S)-Metal (Ni)-Spin flipper (sf)-Metal (N2 )-Superconductor (S) junction

In case of S-N;-sf-N5-S junction, G™ are obtained by putting wavefunctions from Eq. (A2)) into Eq. (A16) with agj
and b;; found from Egs. (A9)-(A14). For G, we get

[Genlrr = —[Glnlu = — n bl e~ 198 (CHE )y 4 gl e 00w ~aiw) 2 B alyy e~ (47T =aia) 2 4l eian (@) gy
ehTt ehlid 22(U2 — ’02) qu q,f ;
iqf lz—a'| I o—iql (z+a’) 1 o—i(gSr —qiw) 2
Gy = —[C ] = — n e uv + by e uv + ajqe RT)q
’ 2i(u? — v?) qs

(S S - S ’ i St
dlyy =i T=aia )2 g i (e +a) 4 emins o2y

@

(A22)
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