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In superconducting systems in which inversion and time-reversal symmetry are simultaneously
broken the critical current for positive and negative current bias can be different. For superconduct-
ing systems formed by Josephson junctions (JJs) this effect is termed Josephson diode effect. In
this work, we study the Josephson diode effect for a superconducting quantum interference device
(SQUID) formed by a topological JJ with a 4m-periodic current-phase relationship and a topologi-
cally trivial JJ. We show how the fractional Josephson effect manifests in the Josephson diode effect
with the application of a magnetic field and how tuning properties of the trivial SQUID arm can
lead to diode polarity switching. We then investigate the AC response and show that the polarity of
the diode effect can be tuned by varying the AC power and discuss differences between the AC diode
effect of asymmetric SQUIDs with no topological JJ and SQUIDs in which one JJ is topological.

Recently there has been a great deal of activity inves-
tigating non-reciprocal effects and supercurrent rectifica-
tion in superconducting thin films [1-12] and Josephson
junctions [13—26]. Conventional diodes, such as p-n junc-
tions, have electrical resistance that depends on the direc-
tion of current and have numerous applications in com-
puting, logic, and detection. The superconducting diode
effect (SDE) is characterized by a difference in forward
and reverse critical currents I and I_ where the current
range between I, and I_ can be used to achieve super-
current rectification. This non-reciprocal supercurrent
develops due to simultaneous breaking of time-reversal
and inversion symmetry [24, 27-29]. Despite supercon-
ducting diodes having been discussed long ago [13, 30—
34], there has been a revival of interest, in part, due to
signatures of finite-momentum Cooper pairing in helical
superconductors [8, 21, 25] associated with the Josephson
diode effect (JDE). Superconducting diodes can also be
used as passive on-chip gyrators, circulators, and mem-
ory in cryogenic applications [35].

The fractional Josephson effect [36, 37] describes a 4m-
periodic current-phase relationship in JJs originally as-
sociated with topological superconductivity. Topological
superconductivity has made important strides over the
past decade since theoretical proposals to create topo-
logical superconductors for use in quantum computing
have become feasible to realize [38-44], although their
discovery is still inconclusive [45-59]. Despite this, the
fractional Josephson effect is well-documented in both
topological [15, 60-63] and trivial JJs [64]. Furthermore,
planar JJs are a suitable platform to realize a large JDE
since both time-reversal and inversion symmetry can be
readily and controllably broken [65, 66].

In this Letter we study the DC and AC response of
asymmetric SQUIDs [67]. Compared to previous stud-
ies we take into account effects due the SQUID’s induc-
tance, the presence of an AC bias, and the role that a
non-negligible fractional, 47, component of the current-

phase-relation (CPR) for one of the JJ forming SQUIDs
has on the SQUID’s diode effect. We call a SQUID in
which one JJ’s CPR is 47, a 2m-47 SQUID. First, we
treat the problem with an analytic model that goes be-
yond the minimal models considered before [66, 68, 69].
We show that the DC response of 2m-4m SQUIDs exhibits
the JDE and that the diode polarity is reversible with
asymmetry in the normal resistance of the two SQUID
arms. We compare the JDE of a topological SQUID to
a topologically-trivial one and find that, despite both
SQUIDs showing comparable diode efficiencies, topolog-
ical SQUIDs are of higher practical quality given they
have a larger rectification current window A/, coinciding
with large diode efficiency. We also show the JDE can
be switched and enhanced by an AC drive allowing for
a microwave-controlled diode effect. Lastly, we compare
our analytic results with numerical simulations of the AC
response of trivial asymmetric and 27-47 SQUIDs and
find good agreement between the two approaches.

To model the dynamics of the JJs we use the
resistively-shunted junction (RSJ) model: Ig = g—i + I,
where a current bias Ig across a JJ is split into a resistive
channel associated with quasiparticle current with nor-
mal resistance R,, and a supercurrent channel I;. Here we
ignore charging effects associated with a capacitive chan-
nel. It is known that the Coulomb energy Ec can com-
pete with the Josephson energy E; in a 2m-47 SQUID
and lead to a gap in the mid-gap spectrum [70] associated
with quantum phase slips, reducing the 4w-periodicity to
2m. Here we assume Ej; > E¢ for both SQUID arms,
corresponding to wide topological JJs [42, 71].

We can describe the fluxoid quantization condition
with s-wave superconducting electrodes for the SQUID
shown in Fig. 1(a). If the superconducting electrodes
are thicker than the London penetration depth and the
arms have equal inductance then we have the follow-
ing current conservation and flux quantization condi-
tions: Igp = I1 + Iz, ¢9 — 1 = %’;@tat(mod 27) where
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FIG. 1.

(a) Circuit diagram of a 2m-4m SQUID hosting Majorana zero modes in one arm. (b) SQUID oscillations for I (solid)

and I_ (dashed) with 8, = 0. Skewed SQUID parameters are a; = 1 and a2 = 0.9 = 1 — ¢z and (c) corresponding critical

current difference for an asymmetric SQUID with a1 = 1, b2 = War = 1 — a2. 1. dependence on ® and

BrL
1+Roj

for a; = 1 and

(d) War =1, (e) War = 0.5, (f) War = 0.1, (g) a2 = 0.8, by = 0.1 = ¢2, and (h) a2 = 0.9 =1 — ¢2 (skewed SQUID).

Bpop = L(L — L)+ ® and I = 525 + 1, 4, k = 1,2. Here

I, and I, are the currents in each of the SQUID arms, ¢,
and ¢o are the gauge-invariant phase differences across
each of the SQUID arms,  is the total external magnetic
flux through the SQUID, L is the inductance associated
with the screening flux, ®; denotes the superconduct-
ing magnetic flux quantum h/2e, and Vj; and Iy are
the potential difference and the supercurrent of the k"
arm, respectively. In this work, we define an asymmetric
SQUID as a SQUID with at least one of the following con-
ditions: Is,l((b) =+ 1572((5), I #+ I.o,0r Ry q #* Ry 2. Us-
ing the Josephson relation V= (fi/2¢)¢x, we can com-
bine these equations and solve for two coupled differential
equations in terms of the average phase ¢4 = (¢1+¢2)/2,
and phase difference is U = (¢3 — ¢1)/27

-, 2m-, and 4m-periodic channels
. o o .
is,1(¢1) = a1 sin(¢1) + by sin 5 + c18in(2¢1) (3)

A21i572(¢2) = a9 sin(¢2) + by sin <Q;2> + c2 sin(2¢2).
(4)

We assume a1 + b1 +c¢; = 1 and ag + by + ca = Aoy
throughout the paper for simplicity. Furthermore, we
assume Ag; = 1 throughout the Letter which implies
the gaps of the junctions in the SQUID are the same.
Following previous work [75], we can reduce the SQUID
dynamical equations to a single equation of motion by
considering 1, |1 — R21] < 1. Retaining terms linear in
081, the SQUID dynamics are determined by the average
phase ¢4

dgi)A 1+ R21 3 is 1+ A21is 2 1— R21 ( PN d¢A Z.B < WﬁL(Cl - 02)2 . 2
ava _ s 2 _ \p_@) —L == 4, + = sin(4n®), 5
g _ LB, duah! " 2 =2 i + e snard), (9
G,
) ) where
dUV  Rp; —1. is1 — Ao1iso 14+ Rop -
—=———ip+ - (‘I’ - ) ; 6
dr 4 21 4dmfBy - . oA DA
(2) is(da) = Z T in { M= + Ym cOS meo
m=1
+ xgsin (4¢a) + ys cos (4¢a) , (6)
T = (2nI.1R,1/®Po)t is a dimensionless time, Ry = Ty and y,, are coefficients that depend on @, a;, b,

Rn,Q/Rn,la AQ} = RQIIc,Q/Ic,la 6L = Ic,lL/q)Oa is,k
Iop/I.1, and & = & /3.

Evidence for non-sinusoidal terms contributing to a
skewed CPR have been observed in past experiments
[61, 63, 64, 72-74]. To account for both the presence
of skewed and topological CPRs, we assume a CPR with

¢i, and Br/(1 + Rop) [76]. The diode efficiency n. =
(It —I_)/(I+ + I-) is often used to characterize super-
conducting diodes where the critical current I, (—1_)
corresponds to positive (negative) current bias. We ex-
tract 11 from Eq. (5) where the last two terms describe an
effective CPR. First, it is worth noting that the effect of
screening enters the dynamics via the term £z, /(1 + Ra1)



suggesting an increase of Rsy; is similar to a decrease of
Br. Second, the last term in Eq. (5) is independent of ¢ 4
but odd in ®. This term applies an overall shift in the
CPR which suggests a bipartite form of the diode effect

Iy 1 =Aig.+ %}Tﬁ)? sin(47®), where the former

term A%s,c = max (Zé) +min (Zb) is determined by Eq. (6)
and the latter is ¢ 4-independent and associated with the
screening current of imbalanced 7w channels. In general,
a SQUID with asymmetric skewed CPRs can expect ad-
ditional contributions to the screening current term, and
such shifts to the CPR can contribute to anomalous sce-
narios such as |n.| > 1.

We start by considering two types of SQUIDs. The
first is a 2m-47m SQUID with trivial supercurrent in the
topological arm characterized by the parameter Wy, =
ba = 1 — as. The second is a trivial asymmetric SQUID
(skewed SQUID) with a7 = 1 and az = 0.9 = 1 — ¢
(b1 =0=1b9).

The DC responses of the SQUIDs are shown in
Fig. 1(b). We notice that I. is largest when ® = ®(/4
for the 27m-47 SQUID. To understand this, recall that
for a trivial SQUID with sinusoidal CPR’s, the currents
are maximized at ¢mae = 7/2 and the two arms of
the SQUID can simultaneously have that phase ¢4z if
the magnetic flux is an integer multiple of the magnetic
flux quantum. Now, for the 27-47 SQUID, if the triv-
ial arm has ¢ue0,2- = 7/2 and the non-trivial arm has
®maz,ar = T, then it follows from the same argument
that the maximum should occur at @, = ®o/4 [66, 77].

In Fig. 1(c), we present the difference in critical cur-
rents Al. = I, — I_ for the 2m-47 SQUID and triv-
ial asymmetric SQUID considered in Fig. 1(b). A clear
Josephson diode effect develops at ® # n®y/2 (n € Z).
Note, Al of the 2m-4m SQUID exceeds that of the trivial
asymmetric SQUID until Wy, < 0.3.
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FIG. 2.  AC power dependence of I. and 7. for the skewed

SQUID with (a,c) 24— =0 and (b,d) 24

= 0.125.

We present 7, dependence on ® and screening (7, /(1+
Ro1) for 2m-4m SQUIDs in Fig. 1(d-f). The diode ef-
ficiency of the 2m-47 SQUID shown in Fig. 1(d) shows

extrema for 1, /(1 + R21) = 0 and diode polarity switch-
ing for large screening. As Wy, is decreased from unity
(panels (e-f)), n. varies but the tunability of the diode
polarity persists. Furthermore, as Wy, decreases, the
diode efficiency is generally smaller.

For a SQUID nearly saturated with trivial supercur-
rent (ag = 1, as = 0.8, and by = ¢ = 0.1), the
regime of polarity switching with Sy, is pushed beyond
our approximation of f;, <« 1 (Fig. 1(g)) and closely
resembles the trivial asymmetric SQUID DC response
(Fig. 1(h)). In the case of a trivial symmetric SQUID
where a; = 1 = a9, the diode efficiency n. = 0 regard-
less of the value of ® and Rp; [68]; this also holds for
Br > 0. The source of the diode polarity switching with
Br /(14 Ra1) is higher harmonic contributions to the CPR
associated with the screening current (8, > 0). The in-
clusion of B, and Ro; is one of our main analytic results.
We also see that 7. of the trivial asymmetric SQUID can
be larger than 7. of the 27-4m SQUID. The reason for
this is that 7. approaches unity when one of the crit-
ical currents approaches zero. Typically, this indicates
an ideal diode, but if the non-zero critical current is also
extremely small the practicality of such a diode is dimin-
ished since the current window for supercurrent rectifica-
tion is also small. Using |Al.| as an additional quality-
factor we find that the 27-47 SQUID diode outperforms
the trivial asymmetric SQUID (see SI). The smallness
of I. at half-flux is also the reason for the presence of
strong variations, and polarity switchings, of 7. when
® /Py =~ 1/2. Such variations are physically uninterest-
ing. In the remainder when discussing polarity switchings
of 1. we refer to switchings at values of ®/®, away from
1/2. We discuss 7, in the remainder of the Letter for
simplicity and comparison with the available literature,
but we caution an over-emphasis on optimizing 7, with-
out consideration of the operational current range Al,.
Our results also suggest the control of the diode polarity
with Rs; could be used as a signature of the fractional
Josephson effect.

To study the AC response of asymmetric SQUIDs we
first consider the voltage-biased case, since in this regime
we can obtain analytical results. Assuming V (¢) = V. +
Vac cos(2m ft), from the Josephson relation fidpy/dt =
2eV, we obtain ¢a(t) = ¢o + wot + zsin(27w ft) where
¢o is an arbitrary integration constant, z = 2eV,./(hf),
and wy = 2eVy./hi. Using Egs. (5-6) we can obtain the
I — V., with I being the time-averaged current, charac-
teristic of the SQUID. In the remainder we focus on the
the behavior of the current when V. = 0.

Figures 2(a-b) show the SQUID critical current I,,4 =
Iy +I_ as a function of ® and V,. for /(1 4+ R21) =0
and 0.125, respectively, for the skewed SQUID. In the
absence of screening, I,,4 has a high degree of symmetry
in (@, V,.) space defined by lines of I, = 0 at ® = ®(/2
and V. ~ 2.5 hf/2e. With screening, lines of I,y = 0
become broken and distorted. To see how this translates
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to the JDE, we present the corresponding diode efficiency
in Fig. 2(c-d). We immediately notice the symmetry of
I,vg is preserved in 1., particularly where I,,q ~ 0. In
fact, 7. has extrema near I,,, ~ 0 as a consequence of
I+ — 0 and I+ > 0, as discussed earlier. We observe pe-
riodic diode polarity switching with increasing microwave
power V,. for fixed ®.

We can compare the AC response of the skewed SQUID
of Fig. 2 with a 27-47 SQUID shown in Fig. 3. Panel (a)
and (b) show the AC response for 8./(1 + Ra1) = 0
and 0.125, respectively. We notice the extrema of 7,
occur further away from ® = ®4/2 compared to a trivial
asymmetric SQUID, and the magnitude of V. required
to flip the diode polarity is generally larger than that of
a trivial SQUID by a factor of two. The change in diode
polarity can be attributed to the Jy(z/2) Bessel function
contribution to the gap, associated with the 47 channel,
which evolves with z more slowly than the trivial Bessel
dependence. Similar to a trivial asymmetric SQUID, a
screening current distorts the symmetry of 7.(®, V).

In Fig. 4, we consider the influence of microwave power
in the experimentally-relevant current bias regime. We
numerically solve the coupled system of non-linear dif-
ferential equations described in Eq. (2) where we are not
limited by the approximation 3y, |1—Ra1| < 1 used thus
far. We consider a current bias Ig = Iy, + I, cos(2w ft)
with a driving frequency hf/7A = 0.6 where 7A =
2el.R,, [78].

Fig. 4(a) shows the power dependence of the dV/dI
characteristics for a trivial asymmetric SQUID (& =
®/4) where the diode polarity gradually switches at high
powers, as shown in panel (b). Dashed lines indicate a
diode polarity switch. In agreement with Fig. 2(c-d),
7. has a soft sign switch at low power before switching
abruptly as the critical currents are nearly suppressed.
Also in agreement with Fig. 2(c-d), . has extrema as the
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FIG. 4. SQUID microwave response under current bias with
® = 3/4 and B =1 for (a-b) the skewed SQUID with a1 =1,
az = 0.9 =1—c2, Ros1 = 2 and (c-d) 27-47. Dashed lines
indicate powers at which n. = 0.

critical currents are suppressed. Figure 4(c-d) presents
the microwave response of a 2m-47 SQUID. We note that
the polarity of the 2m-47 SQUID is opposite to that of
the trivial asymmetric SQUID at zero AC power. 1,
has a weak enhancement in magnitude at lower I,. be-
fore a gradual sign change at I, = I., which is at a
higher power the first polarity switch of the asymmetric
SQUID (I,. ~ 0.61.). Generally, the numerical results
indicate good agreement with the analytic calculations.
The dV/dI characteristics are generally non-reciprocal,
showing different Shapiro steps for positive and negative
T4 [69].

In this Letter, we studied the JDE in the DC and AC
response of asymmetric SQUIDs, including the effects of
inductance and asymmetries in I, and R,. We showed
that the inductance S, and the ratio Ro1 = Ry 2/Rn1
can tune the diode efficiency of an asymmetric DC
SQUID. For SQUIDs with a 47 junction, tuning 3, and
R51 can cause a switching on the diode polarity. We also
showed a 27-4m SQUID has the opposite diode polarity
of a trivial SQUID over a wide range of 81 /(1+ R21) and
d. We then discusseed how the Josephson diode polarity
and efficiency of asymmetric SQUIDs can be controlled
by microwave irradiation. We presented calculations of
the AC response of asymmetric SQUIDs where the diode
efficiency and polarity are controlled by the AC power.
The advantage of probing non-reciprocal transport in
the AC response is that missing Shapiro steps indicative
of a fractional Josephson effect have been observed
experimentally [15, 60-64], suggesting the AC response
of a 2m-4m SQUID can readily be observed regardless of
whether the 47 junction is topological or not.
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

I. 27-47 SQUID DYNAMICS

We start with the model for a semiclassical description of SQUID dynamics:

Ibzas - Il + 12 (Sl)

P2 — 1 = (I)tot (S2)

étot - L(Il 12) + q) (S?))
aviy

I — , R/ 4

i R st on dt (S )

where [; and I5 are the currents in each of the SQUID arms, ¢; and ¢- are the gauge-invariant phase differences across
the JJ’s in each of the SQUID arms, ® is the total external magnetic flux through the SQUID, L is the inductance
associated with the screening flux, and V;; and I ; for i = 1,2 are the potential difference across the ith JJ and the
pair current in the i*" JJ, respectively. We can consider the general RCSJ model for a SQUID device,

d*¢1 dg1 _ip 1 .
g2 T0gT =g s 1(¢1) + 1nh, <¢2 —¢1— 27T‘1>> (S5a)
oy o dpa g . 1 .
Worr TRy dr T 2 Iovis, 2(¢2) — e <¢2 —¢1 — 27r<1>) (S5b)
where 021 = 02/01, 121 = 1072/15’1, R21 = Rn)g/Rn,l, g = \/©0/2W1571R317101 and T/ = 27TIC71/(I)0011§. We

will work in the overdamped regime for simplicity, but the extension is straightforward. Numerical calculations are
generated by solving the system of coupled differential equations in the overdamped regime where capacitance is
neglected.

For a 2m-4m SQUID, we consider the supercurrents is, ;1 = sin(¢1) and is, 2 = sin(¢2/2) where Roy = Io; = 1.
We can reduce the SQUID dynamical equations to a single dynamical equation as a function of the average phase
across the SQUID ¢4 = (¢1 + ¢2)/2 by considering the inductance (1, to be perturbatively small [75]. The resulting
dynamical equation is ip/2 = d 404 4 G (a, Pegt) where T = (27 RIo /®o)t and,

2

- % lsin <¢A23ﬂ-q)> — 3sin (W) + sin <¢A + 7T<i>>

DC Response

is(Pa, i)) = %sin (W) + 1sin (QSA - w(ﬁ) - % {2 sin (2(¢A - ﬂ(i)))} (S6)

We find that the SQUID dc response to magnetic flux in the 27-4m SQUID is asymmetric: Imax(ff’,ldc) #*
Loz (— ) JLae) # Imam(fﬁ —I4.). The symmetry retained in the system is Imm(CID Tae) = Lnaz(— <I> —1I4c).

Besides this general asymmetry, we also notice that the maximum critical current does not manifest at ® = 0.
Recall that for a trivial SQUID with sinusoidal CPR’s, the currents are maximized at ¢ = 7/2 and the two arms
of the SQUID can simultaneously have that phase ¢4, if the magnetic flux is an integer multiple of the magnetic
flux quantum:

bo — by = 2”? (mod 27) (S7)

Now, for the 27-4w SQUID, if the trivial arm (say, arm 1) has ¢mez,1 = 7/2 and the non-trivial arm has ¢pez2 = 7,
then it follows from the argument for the trivial SQUID that the maximum should occur at ® = ®q/4.



II. SYMMETRIC SQUID WITH 7-, 27-, & 4m-PERIODIC CHANNELS

In this section, we provide the general solution for a symmetric DC SQUID circuit model with negligible capacitance,
weak inductance, and a supercurrent with 7-, 27-, and 4mw-periodic channels. We write an effective description of the
supercurrent channel with a skewed CPR and a topological contribution as,

Is = L4 sin(¢/2) + Ior sin(@) + I sin(29). (S8)

Making use of the ac Josephson effect d¢ = 26V we find

1 P

% +sin(¢1) + Bsin(2¢1) + asin(py /2) + 47rﬂ¢2 =5 (iB - 5L> (S9)
d

% + sin(¢2) + Bsin(2¢s) + asin(¢ps/2) — 47r5¢2 = % (iB + BL) (S10)

where B = Iﬂ-/IQﬂ-, a = I47T/127r, BL = LI27r/(I)O, iB = Ibias/IQﬂ-, (i) = (b/q)o, and 7 = (27TRn)1[2ﬂ-/(I)0)t. Deﬁning
pa = (1 + ¢2)/2 and ¥ = (¢p2 — ¢1)/27, we can consider the sum and difference of equations to find

doa

= sin(@a) cos(nW) + Bsin(2.4) cos(2nW) + asin(¢4/2) cos(rW¥/2) = § (S11)
fl\f - \; + sin(7W¥) cos(® 4) + Bsin(27P) cos(204) + asin(wV/2) cos(¢a/2) = i (S12)
Assuming A1, < 1, we make the following ansatz:
U(r) =&+ BV (r) + O(B7) (S13)
Substituting, we find the solution to lowest order in 3y, is
W1(r) = =2 (asin(rd/2) cos(#a/2) + Fsin(2rd) cos(26.4) + sin(r) cos(64) ) - (S14)

Now we can reduce the system of coupled equations into a single equation for ¢4 and calculate the time-averaged
current bias for an rf-driven junction. Substituting Eq. S14 into Eq. S11 and simplifying, we find

o4 + asin(¢a) + bsin(2¢4) + csin(3¢4) + dsin(4dg )

dr
+fsm<¢2 >+gsm( ¢A>+hsin (?) :%3 (S15)

for the coefficients,

a=x(l- WﬁLByQ) + ZQZ,BL(I —x) (S16)
b= B+ (w8 — 28)y° (S17)
¢ = 618 Bry? (S18)
d=2mp By’ (819)
f = lCapa + 5BLYSwy2) (S20)
9= "Tapiy(l+ 2525, (s21)
h = 57704,6’L6~xy5,r/2 (S22)

where S /5 = sin(r®/2), C /2 = = cos(7®/2), # = cos(n®), and y = sin(r®). Note that if & = 0, then only a, b and f
are non-zero. The coefficients in Eq. (S15) have the following interpretations:



e a: 27 channel of each arm, the interference of the 4w channels of the arms, and interference of the 27 and =
channels of the arms

e b: 7 channel of each arm and the interference of the 27 channels of the arms

e c: interference of the 2w and 7 channels of the arms

e d: interference of the m channels of the arms

e f: 4x channel of each arm

e g: interference of 4w and 27 channels of the arms, and the interference of 4m and 7 channels of the arms

e h: interference of 4w and 7 channels of the arms

Voltage-bias solution

From here, we can consider a voltage bias

V(1) = Vo + V1 cos(wr) (S23)
and make use of the ac Josephson effect
d(bA - 2e
o nY

to solve for ¢ 4(7) and substitute into Eq. S15. Then we can use the Jacobi-Anger expansion,

+oo
ei% sin(0) _ Z Jn(z)eme’ (824)

n=—oo

where J,, are n'” order Bessel functions, to calculate the Shapiro spikes and each spike’s width.

Now we will describe how to calculate Shapiro spike widths in terms of the time-averaged pair current I, and
specifically consider the n = 0 spike. We start by integrating the ac Josephson effect from the end of the previous
section. We can write (in dimensionless parameters),

dA(T) = ¢o + woT + zsin(wT) (S25)

where ¢¢ is an arbitrary integration constant, z = 2eV; /hw, and wy = 2eVj/h. We then substitute into Eq. (S15) to
get 2dga/dr + I; = ip where

+oo
Iy = 2Im{ Z (—1)re~ T [get(Potwor) I () 4 he?i(PotwoT) T (22) 4 cePiPotwoT) T (32)

n=-—o00
+d€4i(¢o+on)Jn(42) +fe%i(¢o+on)Jn(Z/2)
+ger (Goteon) I (32 /2) + hed 0 t0m) ] (52/2)]} (526)

III. ASYMMETRIC SQUID DYNAMICS

Now we assume a general CPR with 7-, 27-, and 4m-periodic channels,

is, 1(¢1) = a1 sin(¢1) + by sin(¢1/2) + c1 sin(2¢1) (S27)
Agli& 2(¢2) = az Sin(gbg) + b2 sm(¢/2) + Co sin(2¢>2) (828)

where Aoy = I oRy 2/I. 1Ry 1. If we assume fBr, |1 — Ro1| < 1 then we can reduce the system of 2 ODE’s to a single
ODE via perturbative ansatz similar to the ansatz made by de Luca:

dCbA _ 7;7B_~.
2 Zs(¢A)+

WﬁL (C1 — 02)2
20+ ) (829)
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where
is(pa) = Tasin(pa) + x45in(204) + 26 sin(3¢4) + xg sin(4ga) + x1 sin(pa/2)
+ x38in(3¢4/2) + x5 sin(5¢4/2) + y2 cos(da)
+ yacos(2¢4) + Yy cos(3da) + ys cos(4dpa)
+ y1 cos(ppa/2) + y3 cos(3d.4/2) + ys cos(5pa/2). (S30)

The coefficients of the effective supercurrent i, are (C,, = cos(nm®) and S, = sin(nr®)):

7B8rb1b a1 +a T b2 b2 asc
P Brbibs +[1 2 Br <1alcl+alcg+2 2C1 o

© 2(1+ Ry) 2 1+ Ry \ 2 4 2
Ty (e - 2 ) (s31)
p= 25 (e B,
1 iﬂém (% T et %) 53 (S32)
r= Tl (are mhEEG)), (539)
w250 - Tt (534)
Tg = —1 iﬁém (‘122& — 2a9c1 — % — a102> C1
— 1 iﬁém (2@101 + % + ager + %) Cs (S35)
Yo = 7 j_ﬁém (261201 - w - G1C2> S1
- iﬁzjigl (_26“61 n % + ases + ‘“—202) Ss (S36)
(S37)
o=t (5 ) - () o 559
T j’_ﬁém (—30? + 220162 + c%) S, (539)
o) = (bl ;—bz . 15];21 aiby Iazbz) Cuys— : iﬂém (a1bz 1— azbl) Cy /o (840)
ne (Bl T b (bl (s41)
s = AL (3a1b2 + 3a2b1> Chja— <3a1b1 — Bbicr + 2bice + 3agby — 2bacy — bQCQ) Cso
14+ Rop 4 4
B <—2b262 + 2b1014—|— bico + 5b201) Cs ) (542)
o, 3(a1b2 — azby) —3a1by + 5bicy — 2bicy + 3agby — 2bycy — boca
e (o) 4 )
N <2b202 + 2b1012— bica — 5b201> Ss/2) (843)
. Iﬁ;m K—?bm + 2b2cQ4— 2b1c1 — 3b1cQ> Coyo+ <7b1cl — 2b1c2 1— 2bacy + 3b2c2> 05/2} (544)
v = Iﬁ};zl K?bzcl — 2bycy ; 2b1c; — 3b162> Sy + (—7b101 + 2b1624+ 2bycy + 3b262> 55/2] (545)
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These are complicated expressions, but we can gain insight about the effects of asymmetry on the dc and ac response
of the SQUID. Firstly, we notice that the harmonics entering the effective supercurrent are the same as those in the

symmetric case, except here we have both cosine and sine terms. For ® = 0, we have y; = ...

= yg = 0 so that only

the sine terms contribute to the zero-field SQUID response. Interestingly, higher harmonics (e.g. sin(2¢4)) contribute
to the effective supercurrent at zero-field as opposed to the symmetric case where higher harmonic contributions only

affect the SQUID response at nonzero magnetic flux.

Voltage-bias solution

As before, we can consider a voltage bias
V(r) = Vo + Vi cos(wr)
and make use of the ac Josephson effect

doa _ 2e
dt h

to solve for ¢ 4(7). Then we can use the Jacobi-Anger expansion,

1z sin( § J 7.n0

n=—oo

where J,, are n** order Bessel functions, to calculate the Shapiro steps and each step’s width.

We can integrate to solve for ¢4 (7):
da(T) = ¢po + woT + zsin(wT)

where ¢p is an arbitrary integration constant, z = 2eV; /hw, and wy = 2eVy/h. Then we have

Ts(¢o,wo = mw) = Z(—l)” [z2 sin(po) Jn (2)0m.n + Tasin(2¢0) Jn(22)d2m n

n

+ 26 8in(3¢0) S (32)03m,n + 8 SIn(4P0) J1 (42)6am,n + 1 8i0(P0/2) Jn (2/2)0mm 2.0

(
+ x38in(300/2)Jn(32/2)03m 2,n + 5 8i0(5¢0/2) I (52/2)5m s2,n + Y2 cOS(¢0) Iy
+ Y4 c08(2¢0) I, (22)020m,n + Y6 €08(300) Jr (32)d3m,n + ys cos(4deo) T, (42)0am.n
T n o(60/2) T2/ D 20 + 5 €03(300/2)Jn (32282

+ y5 €08(5¢0/2) Jn (52/2)d5m /2,n]

IV. ADDITIONAL DATA

(S46)

(S47)

(S48)

(S49)

(S50)

Figures S1 and S2 show calculations of the average critical current and critical current difference corresponding to
data in Fig. 1(d-h). Figures S3 and S4 show the critical current difference corresponding to data in Fig. 3 and 4,

respectively.
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