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The lowest order Josephson coupling, J1(θ) cos(ϕ), between two d-wave superconductors with
phase-difference ϕ across the junction vanishes when their relative orientation is rotated by θ = π/4.
However, in the presence of inhomogeneity, J1(r) is non-zero locally, with a sign that fluctuates in
space. We show that such a random J1 generates a global second-harmonic Josephson coupling,
J2 cos(2ϕ), with a sign that favors ϕ = ±π/2, i.e., spontaneous breaking of time reversal symmetry.
The magnitude of J2 is substantially enhanced if the spatial correlations of J1(r) extend over large
distances, such as would be expected in the presence of large amplitude twist-angle angle disorder
or significant local electronic nematicity. We argue that this effect likely accounts for the recent
observations in twisted Josephson junctions between high temperature superconductors.

Twisting and stacking two-dimensional quantum ma-
terials has proven to be an extremely powerful tool, both
in creating new interesting materials [1–3] and in probing
their properties [4, 5]. In particular, it has long been pro-
posed that measuring the Josephson coupling between
two d-wave superconductors as a function of the twist
angle, θ, between them can reveal the pairing symme-
try. Early experiments in the cuprate high temperature
superconductors [6] did not observe the predicted angle
dependence of the Josephson coupling, in apparent con-
tradiction to the known d-wave order parameter symme-
try. In a notable set of recent experiments [7], a | cos(2θ)|
dependence was finally observed, possibly resolving this
puzzle. However, still more recent experiments [8] have
not reproduced this result. The source of these discrep-
ancies remains an open question.

Here, we assume that there is an extrinsic explana-
tion for this apparent non d-wave behavior, and focus
on the experiments [7] that show the expected angle de-
pendence. In particular, for θ = π/4, the lowest-order
Josephson coupling J1 vanishes by symmetry. It was re-
cently predicted [9] that the second-order Josephson cou-
pling, J2 (corresponding to an inter-plane coherent tun-
neling of two Cooper pairs) favors a spontaneously bro-
ken time reversal symmetry (TRS) state, where the phase
difference between the two superconductors is ±π/2. In-
deed, the experiment in Ref. [7] found evidence that at
θ = π/4, there is a substantial second-order Josephson
coupling, revealed by measuring additional half-integer
Shapiro steps. The precise microscopic mechanism of this
second-order coupling remains to be clarified. Also still
to be explored experimentally is the theoretical proposal
that this could serve as a platform to realize chiral topo-
logical superconductivity [9–13], although the gap of the
resulting state may be very small [14].

∗ These authors contributed equally to this work.

Figure 1. a) A Josephson junction made of two d–wave su-
perconductors with a relative twist angle θ. For θ = π/4, the
lowest-order Josephson coupling J1 vanishes by symmetry. b)
Cross section of the junction region. The layers of the two su-
perconductors are labeled by n. The twist junction is between
the n = 0 and n = 1 layers. The Josephson coupling between
these layers is given by Eq. 1, and its spatial average vanishes
at θ = π/4. The Josephson coupling δJ1(r) is correlated over
a length ξ. The ground state breaks time reversal symmetry
spontaneously, and is characterized by circulating persistent
current loops, illustrated by blue arrows.

However, as we will discuss, the extreme anisotropy of
Bi2Sr2CaCu2O8+δ (Bi-2212) – the cuprate superconduc-
tor used in the twist-junction experiments – poses a sig-
nificant quantitative difficulty with the intrinsic mecha-
nism for generating J2. Specifically, an estimate based on
measured quantities in bulk crystals implies an intrinsic
value of J2 that is too small to explain the experiments.

In this paper, we propose an alternative mechanism
for the generation of J2, a form of “order from disorder”
driven by the effect of local spatial symmetry breaking.
In Fig. 1a we schematically show a sample consisting of
two d-wave superconductors rotated with respect to each
other by an angle θ. We consider the case where each
superconductor contains N layers, and we label them by
the index n which extends from −N+1 to N . We neglect
the effect of inhomogeneity on all layers but those with
n = 0, 1 (which are separated by the twist junction),
and assume that the Josephson coupling per unit area
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between these layers has the form

J1 = J1(θ) + δJ1(r) (1)

Here J1(θ) respects the d–wave symmetry so that it van-
ishes at θ = π/4, while the random in sign quantity
δJ1 is generated by a local, sample–specific point-group-
symmetry breaking, such that δJ1(r) = 0. Here the
overline denotes configuration averages over a random
ensemble of δJ1(r).

The fluctuating component δJ1(r) may arise from dif-
ferent physical sources. One possible source is spatial
variations of the twist angle, δθ(r), or any other form
of disorder (including potential disorder) that breaks the
local point group symmetries. A local admixture of an
s–wave gap could also arise from “electron nematic do-
mains.” We will comment on these possibilities further
in the discussion section below.

We will characterise the fluctuations of J1 by a corre-
lation function

δJ1(r)δJ1(r′) = δJ1(r)2 f

(
|r − r′|

ξ

)
(2)

Here, f(x) is a dimensionless function normalized such
that f(0) = 1 and

´
d2xf(x) = 1, and ξ is the correlation

length of δJ1(r).
The local inter-layer superconducting phase difference

between the n = 0 and n = 1 layers, ϕ(r) = ϕ1(r)−ϕ0(r),
exhibits spatial fluctuations

ϕ(r) = ϕ̄+ δϕ(r) (3)

which are correlated with the fluctuations of the critical
current density δJ1(r). It is easy to show that at θ = π/4
the ground state of the system corresponds to ϕ̄ = ±π/2.
Indeed, for ϕ̄ = ±π/2, the system gains energy linearly
in δϕ by adjusting the phase difference across the junc-
tion to the sign of the local Josephson coupling δJ1(r).
The energy cost of the resulting in-plane currents is only
quadratic in δϕ. This simple argument also implies the
violation of the time-reversal symmetry, and existence of
local circulating supercurrents and associated magnetic
fields, illustrated in Fig. 1b. Time reversal symmetry is
broken in an interval of twist angles near θ = π/4.

Importantly, in the cuprates, the phase stiffness is
strongly anisotropic, with the c-axis stiffness much
smaller than the in-plane one. As a result, there is a char-
acteristic length in the problem (treating, for simplicity,
the case of N = 1 – the case of N ≫ 1 is discussed below)

ℓ2 =
κ

(δJ2
1 )

1/2
, (4)

where κ is the in-plane phase stiffness. There are two
regimes depending on ξ/ℓ: In the case ξ ≫ ℓ the system
breaks into large domains with ϕ ≈ 0 or π, separated by
by domain walls. Time reversal symmetry is broken in
the vicinity of the domain walls where the phase twists
from 0 to π. In this case, the critical current through

the junction is of the order of (δJ2
1 )

1/2. Below we show
that in the opposite limit, ξsc ≪ ξ ≪ ℓ (where ξsc is
the superconducting coherence length), the energy–phase
relation has the form

E(ϕ̄) = −J1(θ) cos(ϕ̄)− J2 cos(2ϕ̄), (5)

where J2 increases with ξ (See Eqs. 13 below). For ξ ∼ ℓ,
we obtain

|J2| ∼ |Jmax
2 | ∼

√
δJ2

1 . (6)

Thus, our mechanism is capable of producing a J2 that is
as large as the magnitude of the local (random) Joseph-
son coupling, given that the correlation length of the local
Josephson coupling is sufficiently large.
In the presence of an in-plane magnetic field B∥, an-

other length scale arises: lB = Φ0/(B∥w), where w is the
smaller of the perpendicular penetration depth and the
thickness of the device, and Φ0 is the superconducting
flux quantum. As long as lB is larger than ξ, we expect
the system to behave essentially as a Josephson junc-
tion with a spatially uniform J1 and J2. In particular,
at θ = π/4, the expected Fraunhofer pattern will reflect
the doubled periodicity of the energy-phase relation. At
higher fields (such that lB < ξ) a more complicated in-
terference pattern will directly reflect the inhomogeneity
of the Josephson coupling [15].
Estimate of the intrinsic J2.– As a first exercise, we es-

timate the intrinsic second-harmonic Josephson coupling
J2 generated by coherent tunneling of two Cooper pairs,
neglecting the effects of inhomogeneity, and argue that
the intrinsic J2 is too small to account for the experi-
ment of Ref. [7].
The measured values of the in-plane and out-of-plane

penetration depths for optimally doped Bi-2212 are
λ∥ ∼ 200nm and λ⊥ ∼ 100µm, respectively [16], corre-
sponding to an anisotropic superfluid density, κ⊥/κ∥ =

(λ∥/λ⊥)
2 ∼ 4 × 10−6. This large anistropy reflects the

extremely 2D electronic structure. To estimate the conse-
quences of this for the expected ratio of J2/J1, we assume
that the inter-layer tunneling is not momentum conserv-
ing (the “incoherent tunneling model” [17]), which repro-
duces the approximately cos(2θ) dependence of J1 ob-
served in the experiments .
For θ ∼ 0, J1(0) (which has units of energy per unit

area) is determined from an appropriate average of the
inter-layer hopping, t⊥, by an Ambagoakar-Baratoff-like
relation

J1(0) = g1|t⊥|2
ν2

k2F
|∆|, (7)

where ν is the density of states at the Fermi energy, kF is
the Fermi wavevector, |∆| is the size of the maximal gap,
and g1 is a dimensionless factor that depends, among
other things, on the structure of the tunneling matrix
elements in momentum space [17, 18]. Similar reasoning
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gives for the intrinsic second order coupling

J2 = g2|t⊥|4
ν3

k4F
, (8)

where g2 is another dimensionless factor, and presumably
J2 is approximately independent of θ.

To relate these J1 and J2 to measured quantities, we
assume that the coupling between planes in a bulk crys-
tal is the same as for the twist junction with θ ∼ 0,
so that we can identify κ⊥ = J1(0)d, where d is the
inter-bilayer distance. (For further consistency checks
regarding the estimate of J1 and J2, see Supplementary
Information.) Moreover, the in-plane superfluid stiffness
empirically satisfies κ∥ = g∥Tc/d where g∥ is of order one.
Therefore(

J2
J1(0)

)
=

(
g∥g2

g21

)(
ξsc
kF d2

)(
Tc

|∆|

)(
κ⊥

κ∥

)
. (9)

Taking into account the fact that in optimally doped
cuprates Tc and |∆| are of the same order of magnitude,
and so are 1/kF , d, and ξsc, and ignoring the unknown
numerical prefactors, we get that the intrinsic value of
J2/J1 should be of the order of 10−6 − 10−5. In con-
trast, the measured value of J2/J1 reported in Ref. [7] is
∼ 10−2. Thus, unless for some reason g1 is anomalously
small, or g2 unexpectedly large, the intrinsic effect is too
small to account for the cuprate experiment.

Inhomogeniety–induced J2.– We use the following
model to describe two layered superconductors coupled
by a twisted Josephson junction:

H =
∑
n

ˆ
d2r

[κ
2
(∇ϕn)

2 − J (n) cos (ϕn − ϕn−1)
]
,

(10)
where ϕn(r) is the superconducting phase in layer n at
position r = (x, y), and κ = κ∥d is the phase stiffness
in the plane. Each superconductor contains N layers,
and the sum over n extends from −N + 1 to N . For
n ̸= 1, the inter-plane coupling per unit area is J (n) =
J1(0), related to the three-dimensional phase stiffness by
J1(0) = κ⊥/d ≡ J⊥. For n = 1, the Josephson coupling
is J (1) = J1(r), given by Eq. 1.
Note that we ignore magnetic screening throughout the

analysis, neglecting the coupling of the superconducting
phase to the electromagnetic field. This assumption is
justified as long as the thickness of the system is much
smaller than λ⊥, and the lateral size is smaller than the
Josephson penetration depth of the twist junction.

We analyze the system at T = 0, minimizing the en-
ergy (10). A similar analysis was performed in 3D case
in Ref. [19]; here, we generalize the analysis for the case
of layered superconductors and a finite correlation length
of the local Josephson coupling δJ1(r).
For ξ ≪ ℓ (where ℓ is defined in Eq. 4 for N = 1 and in

Eq. 14 below for N → ∞), the superconducting phase is
nearly uniform within each of the two superconductors.
We therefore write the superconducting phase as ϕn(r) =

snϕ̄/2+δϕn(r), where sn = 1 for n > 0 and −1 otherwise
(ϕ̄ is the average phase difference), and expand the energy
up to second order in δϕn(r). Minimizing the resulting
expression, we obtain the energy-phase relation of the
junction per unit area given by Eq. 5 with the second-
order Josephson coupling is given by

J2 = −
ˆ

d2q

(2π)2
|δJ1(q)|2

κq2 + J⊥
1−e−ηq+αq(1−eηq )

1+αq

. (11)

(See Supplementary Information for further details.)
Here, δJ1(q) is the Fourier transform of δJ1(r), ηq =

cosh−1[1 + κq2/(2J⊥)], and

αq = e−2ηq(N−1) J⊥ (eηq − 1)− κq2

J⊥ (1− e−ηq ) + κq2
. (12)

Crucially, the sign of J2 is negative. Therefore, at twist
angle θ = π/4 [such that J1(θ) = 0], the ground state
corresponds to ϕ = ±π/2. Time reversal symmetry is
broken in a range of twist angles around π/4, such that
|J2| > |J1(θ)|/4. We provide explicit expressions for J2
in two cases:

J2 ≈ −δJ2
1 ξ

2

2πκ


ln

(
1 + 1

ξ

√
κ

J1(0)

)
, N → ∞,

ln

(
κ

(δJ2)
1/2

ξ2

)
, N = 1.

(13)

The expressions are valid if ξ is sufficiently short: ξ ≪ ℓ,
such that δϕn(r) ≪ π. Beyond this regime (ξ > ℓ),
the perturbative calculation breaks down (see discussion
around Eq. 4). The length scale ℓ can be identified as the

value of ξ where J2 ∼ (δJ2
1 )

1/2. Using Eq. 13, this gives
Eq. 4 for N = 1 (up to the logarithmic factor, which is
of the order of unity in this case), whereas for N → ∞
we find

ℓ2 ∼ κJ1(0)

δJ2
1

. (14)

For N = 1, the derivation of Eq. 13 contains a sub-
tlety - the integral in Eq. 11 is infrared divergent. This
logarithmic divergence occurs also for any finite N , and
signals a breakdown of the perturbative treatment in δJ1.
A more accurate treatment (see Supplementary Informa-
tion) reveals that the divergence is cut off by an emergent
length scale1, of the order of ℓ2/ξ, which leads to Eq. 13.
Importantly, comparing Eq. 13 to Eq. 9, we find that

the inhomogeneity-induced J2 differs from the intrinsic
one by a factor of

J2
J int
2

∼ δJ2
1

J2
1 (0)

(
ξ

ξsc

)2

, (15)

1 To be exact, a length scale of the order ℓ2/ξ × [ln(ℓ/ξ)]−1/2; see
SI.
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where we have dropped all factors of order one.
Discussion.– The vanishing of J1(θ) as θ → π/4 and

the existence of a higher order Josephson coupling, J2
that is non-vanishing under the same conditions follow
from the d−wave symmetry of the SC order. There
are, generically, both intrinsic and extrinsic (disorder re-
lated) contributions to J2(θ). However, given the ex-
tremely small c-axis superfluid density in the particu-
lar material of interest (Bi-2212), the observed [7] mag-
nitude, |J2(π/4)/J1(0)| ∼ 10−2 is notably large. We
have estimated that the intrinsic contribution is of or-
der |J int

2 (π/4)/J1(0)| ∼ 10−5 − 10−6 (Eq. 9). What we
have shown is that an extrinsic mechanism - one that
derives from a fluctuating in space but random in sign
first order coupling J1(r) - can produce an effect of the
requisite magnitude but only under rather extreme cir-

cumstances, i.e. when δJ2
1/J

2
1 (0) is sufficiently large and

the correlation length, ξ, is relatively long. For instance,
we can explain the observed value of |J2/J1(0)| if we as-

sume δJ2
1/J

2
1 (0) = 0.1 and ξ/ξsc ∼ 102 − 103.

The existence of a non-vanishing δJ1(r) when globally
θ = π/4 requires a local breaking of mirror symmetries
(where the mirror plane is perpendicular to the system).
Twist-angle disorder leads to such symmetry breaking.
However, to produce an effect of the requisite magnitude
observed in Ref. [7], either the distribution of the twist
angles should be a substantial fraction of π/4, or their
correlation length should be larger than the sample size
(about 10µm). Some source of substantial shear-strain
disorder might also be relevant, but there would need to
be some reason to believe that such strain would strongly
perturb the local pairing symmetry.

We thus consider the most likely origin of the requi-
site disorder is to be pinned domains of an otherwise
intrinsic electron-nematic order [20]. There exists strong
- although not universally accepted - evidence of a ten-
dency toward nematic order in the cuprates [21–25]. In
particular, in Bi-2212, there is direct evidence from scan-
ning tunnelling microscopy (STM) [24, 26–29] of local
nematic order which is seen strongly and primarily at
energies of order of the gap maximum (i.e. at energies at
which the density of states in the superconducting state
exhibits a maximum). This implies that the local ne-
maticity has a strong effect on the local superconducting
order parameter. Moreover, the fact that signatures of
nematic symmetry breaking remain strong when STM
features are spatially averaged over the field of view sug-
gests a correlation length larger than the field of view,
i.e. ξnem > 100a (where a is the lattice spacing). In
addition, a recent STM study [28] on a related material
(Bi-2201) also provides evidence of long-range nematic
correlations.[30]

There are several testable consequences of various as-
pects of the above line of reasoning: 1) An extrinsic effect

depends strongly on ξ and δJ2
1 , which could well depend

on details of sample preparation. This, in turn, might
explain the already mentioned fact that the twist-angle
dependence is not universally observed [8]. 2) The time

reversal breaking phase should have spontaneous circu-
lating currents, as shown in Fig. 1b. The expected or-
der of magnitude of the in-plane magnetic moment is

m∥ ∼ (2e/ℏ) (δJ2
1 )

1/2ξ3d. Taking (δJ2
1 )

1/2 ∼ 0.3 J1(0) ∼
1.5 · 10−5meV/nm2, ξ = 200nm and d = 1.5nm, this
gives m∥ of the order of a few µB . The associated mag-
netic fields should be observable near the edges of the
system, and have a random sign. 3) From STM [26]
and other [31] studies, it appears that the nematicity in
Bi-2212 vanishes (or at least becomes much weaker) for
hole doping concentration larger than a critical value,
p⋆ ≈ 0.19. Thus, a correspondingly strong doping de-
pendence of the magnitude of J2 would be expected if
electron-nematicity plays a role in the effect.[32]

From a symmetry point of view, the state of the sys-
tem at θ = π/4 is, as has been previously noted [9], a
d + id superconductor. In the absence of disorder (as-
suming that J2 is generated by the intrinsic mechanism),
this state should be fully gapped - although for numbers
relevant to Bi-2212 this induced nodal gap ∆ind would
likely be immeasurably small. For the extrinsic case,
there is an interesting question of principle whether this
state is gapped or gapless. Potential disorder is expected
to suppress the gap. The gap is further reduced by lo-
cal Doppler shifts of the quasi-particle energies (Volovik
effect [33]) due to the presence of equilibrium currents,
δE(r) = vF js(r)/κ. If this energy shift is larger than
∆ind(r), the gap closes.

Finally, we note that the present considerations are
not confined to the cuprates. In less anisotropic systems,
there may be circumstances in which the intrinsic effect
dominates, and in which the resulting state at θ = π/4
is fully gapped, as suggested in Ref. [9]. It is also worth
noting that very similar considerations apply to a junc-
tion between an unconventional superconductor (e.g. a
d-wave superconductor) and a conventional s-wave su-
perconductor, without need for twist angle engineering.
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Appendix A: Further Quantitative Considerations

The most crucial parameter for quantitative estimates of J1 and J2 is the inter-bilayer tunneling matrix element,
t⊥. Estimates of this parameter from band structure calculations vary from a few meV [34] to as much as 20meV [9].
Moreover, t⊥ may have a significant angle dependence [14]. The largest of these estimates could give rise intrinsic
values of J2/J1 that are compatible with the experiment of Ref. [7].

Considering the significant variation of the first principle estimates, and the fact that t⊥ could exhibit a large
many-body renormalization [35], we take a more empirical approach. Several measurable quantities are expected to
be proportional to t2⊥: these include κ⊥, the bulk c-axis critical current density Jc, the bulk c-axis conductivity, the

critical current of the junction at θ = 0, and the inverse of the normal state junction resistance R−1
N . As we enumerate

below, these various quantities all give a roughly consistent estimate, (t⊥/t)
2 ∼ 10−5 (where t is the in-plane hopping

matrix element). Taking t ≈ 0.25eV, this gives t⊥ ∼ 1meV, and the estimates of J2/J1(0) quoted in the main text.
As was noted in Ref. [7], the θ = 0 critical current density of the junction is similar to the bulk c−axis critical current

density of optimally doped Bi-2212. This confirms that the coupling across the junction is of similar magnitude to
the inter-bilayer bulk coupling. The c-axis phase stiffness inferred from the critical currents reported in Refs. [7, 36],
Jc ≈ 1kA/cm2, given by

κ⊥ =
ℏJcd
2e

≈ 3.1 · 10−5meV/nm, (A1)

is consistent within a factor of 2 with the estimate of κ⊥ from the c-axis penetration depth, using λc = 100µm [16],

κ⊥ =
1

µ0(2e/ℏ)2
1

λ2
c

≈ 5.4 · 10−5meV/nm. (A2)

As noted in the text, these values point to a ratio κ⊥/κ∥ ≈ 4 · 10−6. The resistivity anisotropy of optimally doped

Bi-2212 at T = Tc is ρab/ρc ≈ 10−5 [37], and the anisotropy tends to increase with decreasing temperature.
A further consistency check is provided by the Ambegaokar-Baratoff relation [38]. In Ref. [7], the values of the

normal state junction resistance RN and the critical current Ic are reported for various samples with different twist
angles. For those with θ near 0, The product IcRN is about 15meV, which is smaller than (but of the order of)
π∆max/(2e), where ∆max ≈ 40meV is the maximal gap inferred from various spectroscopy experiments [39]. This
indicates that near θ = 0, the critical current is not dramatically suppressed due to destructive interference (as may
arise, e.g., in a dirty junction between d-wave superconductors). Near θ = π/4, IcRN is smaller by a factor of about
50, similar to the suppression of Ic.

Appendix B: Perturbation Theory

Here, we provide more details on the perturbative treatment of the Hamiltonian in Eq. 10. We use the following
ansatz for ϕn(r):

ϕn(r) =

{
ϕ̄
2 + φn(r), n > 0,

− ϕ̄
2 − φ−n+1(r), n ≤ 0.

(B1)

https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2106881118
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2106881118
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://www.pnas.org/doi/pdf/10.1073/pnas.2106881118
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.72.054519
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.45.5001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.62.6681
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.62.6681
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.10.486
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.75.473
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We insert Eq. B1 into Eq. 10, minimize with respect to φn(r) and linearize the resulting equations. This gives:

−κ∇2φn + J⊥ (2φn − φn+1 − φn−1) = 0 (1 < n < N), (B2)

−κ∇2φ1 + J⊥ (φ1 − φ2) + J1(r) sin ϕ̄ = 0, (B3)

−κ∇2φN + J⊥ (φN − φN−1) = 0. (B4)

We insert a solution of the form

φn(r) =
∑
q

eiq·r
(
Aqe

ηq(n−1) +Bqe
−ηq(n−1)

)
(n > 0), (B5)

and φ−n(r) = −φn+1(r).
From Eq. (B2),

κq2 + 2J⊥ (1− cosh ηq) = 0, (B6)

i.e.

ηq = cosh−1

(
1 +

κq2

2J⊥

)
= ln

(1 + κq2

2J⊥

)
+

√(
1 +

κq2

2J⊥

)2

− 1

 . (B7)

The two useful limits of this expression are

ηq →
√

κ

J⊥
q, q ≪

√
J⊥
κ

, (B8)

ηq → ln

(
κq2

J⊥

)
, q ≫

√
J⊥
κ

. (B9)

To solve for Aq and Bq, we use Eq. (B4), obtaining

Aq = Bqαq, (B10)

where

αq = e−2ηq(N−1) J⊥ (eηq − 1)− κq2

J⊥ (1− e−ηq ) + κq2
. (B11)

Note that, in the limit q → 0, αq → 1, and that αq > 0 (this is shown using Eq. B7). For later use, we note also that
(for N > 1)

αq = e−2ηq(N−1) J⊥ (eηq − 1)− κq2

J⊥ (1− e−ηq ) + κq2
≤ e−2ηq(N−1) J⊥ (eηq − 1)

J⊥ (1− e−ηq )

= e−2ηq(N−1)eηq ≤ e−ηq . (B12)

Using Eq. (B3), we find

Bq = − J1(q) sin ϕ̄

κq2 (1 + αq) + J⊥ (1− e−ηq + αq (1− eηq ))
, (B13)

and hence

φ1(r) =
1

A

∑
q

eiq·r
J1(q) sin ϕ̄ (1 + αq)

κq2 (1 + αq) + J⊥ (1− e−ηq + αq (1− eηq ))
. (B14)
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At θ = π/4 (such that J1 = 0), the current-phase relation of the junction is given by:

I(ϕ̄) =
∑
q

2 cos(ϕ̄)J1(q)φ(−q) = −
∑
q

|J1(q)|2 (1 + αq) sin 2ϕ̄

κq2 (1 + αq) + J⊥ (1− e−ηq + αq (1− eηq ))

= −
∑
q

|J1(q)|2

κq2 + J⊥
1−e−ηq+αq(1−eηq )

1+αq

sin 2ϕ̄, (B15)

which gives Eq. 11 in the main text. Note that the denominator is non-negative:

1− e−ηq + αq (1− eηq )

1 + αq
=

(
1− e−ηq

) 1− αqe
ηq

1 + αq
≥ 0, (B16)

where we have used Eq. (B12).

Appendix C: Self-consistent treatment

We consider the Hamiltonian of Eq. 10 for the case N = 1 (one layer in each side of the junction) and θ = π/4
(i.e., J1 = 0). The Hamiltonian for the relative phase φ(r) = ϕ1(r)− ϕ0(r) is written as:

H =

ˆ
d2r

[κ
2
(∇φ)

2 − δJ1(r) cos[φ(r)])
]
, (C1)

We now discuss the infra-red divergence encountered in the perturbative treatment, and how it can be cured by
performing a self-consistent harmonic calculation. The latter analysis reveals an emergent length scale which appears
in the logarithm in Eq. 13 for N = 1. A similar divergence appears, and can be treated in a similar fashion, for any
finite N .

The perturbative expression for the phase in the first layer is given by Eq. B14 with J⊥ = 0 and αq = 0. Then, we
find that the variance of φ1(r) is

φ2(r) =

ˆ
d2q

(2π)2
δJ1(q)δJ1(−q)

(κq2)
2 . (C2)

This is infrared divergent, signalling a breakdown of the perturbative treatment at long wavelengths. To deal with
this divergence, we perform a self-consistent harmonic approximation. Writing φ(r) = π/2 − φv(r), we replace Eq.
C1 with a variational Hamiltonian:

Hvar =

ˆ
d2r

[
κ

2
(∇φv)

2
+

m2

2
φ2
v − δJ1(r)φv(r)

]
, (C3)

and minimize H[φv(r)] with respect to m, with φv(r) taken to be the minimizer of Hvar:

φv(q) =
δJ1(q)

κq2 +m2
(C4)

In real space,

φv(r) =

ˆ
d2r′K(r − r′)δJ1(r

′), K(r) =
1

A

∑
q

1

κq2 +m2
eiq·r. (C5)

The variational energy is given by:

H[φv(r)] = A
∑
q

κq2 δJ1(q)δJ1(−q)

2 (κq2 +m2)
2 −

ˆ
d2r δJ1(r) sinφv(r), (C6)
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whereˆ
d2r δJ1(r) sinφv(r) =

1

2i

ˆ
d2r δJ1(r)eiφv(r) + c.c.

=
1

2i

ˆ
d2rδJ1(r)ei

´
d2r′K(r−r′)δJ1(r′) + c.c.

=
1

2i

ˆ
d2r

(
1

i

δ

δα(r)

)
ei
´
d2r′[K(r−r′)+α(r′))]δJ1(r′)

∣∣∣
α=0

+ c.c.

=
1

2i

ˆ
d2r

(
1

i

δ

δα(r)

)
e−

1
2

´
d2r′′

´
d2r′[K(r−r′)+α(r′)][K(r−r′′)+α(r′′)]δJ1(r′)δJ1(r′′)|α=0 + c.c.

=
∑
q

δJ1(q)δJ1(−q)

κq2 +m2
exp

[
− 1

A

∑
q

δJ1(q)δJ1(−q)

(κq2 +m2)
2

]
, (C7)

where we have taken the distribution of J1(r) to be Gaussian. We assume that ξ ≪
√
κ/m (we will check the validity

of this assumption below). Then, δJ1(q)δJ1(−q) can be replaced by δJ1(q = 0)2 = AδJ1(r)2ξ
2, and the upper cutoff

of the momentum integrals is given by 1/ξ. Evaluating the integrals, we obtain the variational energy

E(m2) = H[φv] = Am2
0

[
1

2

(
ln

κ

m2ξ2
− 1

)
− ln

κ

m2ξ2
e−

m2
0

2m2

]
, (C8)

where we have defined

m2
0 =

δJ2
1 ξ

2

4πκ
=

κ

4πℓ2
ξ2

ℓ2
, ℓ2 =

κ

(δJ2
1 )

1/2
(C9)

Where ℓ is the disorder length scale for N = 1 as discussed in Eq. 4. Minimizing the energy:

∂

∂m2
E(m2) = A

m2
0

2m2

[
−1

2
+

(
1− m2

0

2m2
ln

κ

m2ξ2

)
e−

m2
0

2m2

]
= 0, (C10)

We assume that
m2

0

2m2 ≪ 1, to be checked self-consistently. Then, the exponent e−
m2

0
2m2 ≈ 1 to leading order in

m2
0

2m2 ,
and we obtain

m2
0

2m2
ln

κ

m2ξ2
≈ 1

2
. (C11)

The solution, to leading order in logs, is

m2 ≈ m2
0 ln

κ

m2
0ξ

2
=

δJ2
1 ξ

2

4πκ
ln

4πκ2

δJ2
1 ξ

4
=

κ

4πℓ2
ξ2

ℓ2
ln

4πℓ4

ξ4
(C12)

Our calculation is valid if ξ ≪ ℓ. Under this condition, the assumption

m2
0

2m2
=

1

2

(
ln

4πℓ4

ξ4

)−1

≪ 1 (C13)

used above is justified. Furthermore, substituting m into the minimizer φv, we find that

φv(r)2 ∝ m2
0

m2
≪ 1 (C14)

Where ∝ denotes a possible constant of order 1. As mentioned in the main text, in the opposite limit (ξ ≫ ℓ),
the system breaks into domains where φ is close to either 0 or π; this regime is not captured in the self-consistent
harmonic treatment.

In summary, we find that in the two-dimensional case and for sufficiently small ξ, the fluctuations of the phase
difference across the junction are correlated over the emergent length scale

√
κ/m ≫ ℓ ≫ ξ, where

√
κ/m is given by

Eq. C12 and rewritten as follows.

√
κ

m
=

4πℓ2

ξ

(
ln

4πℓ4

ξ4

)−1/2

(C15)

If ξ exceeds
√
κ/m ≫ ℓ, the system breaks into domains where the phase is locked to either 0 or π.
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Figure 2. Numerical results. Left: log-log plot of the correlation function C(q, δJ) = φqφ−q. The dashed lines are fits to Eq.
D3. Note that at large q, C(q) ∼ q−4, whereas at small q, C(q) → const. We use units such that κ = 1. Right: the inverse
correlation length m from the fits, as a function of δJ . The solid line is a fit to Eq. D4.

Appendix D: Numerics

We can test the analysis outlined in Appendices B and C by minimizing the energy numerically for a large system
for different values of δJ . To this end, we use a lattice version of problem, with a Hamiltonian

Hlatt = −κ
∑

n=0,1,⟨ij⟩

cos(ϕi,n − ϕj,n)−
∑
i

δJi cos(ϕi,1 − ϕi,0). (D1)

Here, ϕi,n is the superconducting phase of lattice site i and layer n = 0, 1, ⟨ij⟩ denotes a pair of nearest-neighbor sites
i and j, and δJi is the inter-plane coupling, taken for simplicity to be uniformly distributed in the range [−δJ, δJ ].
Physically, the lattice spacing corresponds to the length scale ξ, over which J1(r) is correlated.
As expected, the ground state is found to break time reversal symmetry, with the average phase difference ϕi,1−ϕi,0

close to either −π/2 or π/2. Which of the two states is selected is determined by the initial conditions of the
minimization. Choosing the state with ϕi,1 − ϕi,0 ≈ π/2, We define φi = ϕi,1−ϕi,0−π/2, and examine the correlation
function

C(q) = φqφ−q, (D2)

where φ(q) =
∑

j e
−iq·rjφj . The data is fit to the form

C(q,m) =
C0

(q2 +m2)
2 , (D3)

anticipated from the self-consistent harmonic approximation.
The calculated C(q) (solid lines) and the fits (dashed lines) are shown in the left panel of Fig. 2 for different values

of δJ/κ. The system size is 800× 800, and the C(q) was averaged over 8 disorder realization. We have checked that
there are no significant finite size effects, even for the smallest value of δJ . We find that C0 ∝ δJ2. The right hand
panel shows the fitting parameter m as a function of δJ . the solid line is a fit to Eq. (C12), of the form:

m(δJ) = m1δJ

√
ln

m2

δJ
, (D4)

where m1 and m2 are fitting parameters.
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