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Recent studies have shown the potential for bipolar thermoelectricity in superconducting tunnel junctions
with asymmetric energy gaps. The thermoelectric performance of these systems is significantly impacted
by the inverse proximity effects present in the normal-superconducting bilayer, which is utilized to adjust
the gap asymmetry in the junction. Here, we identify the most effective bilayer configurations, and we
find that directly tunnel-coupling the normal metal side of the cold bilayer with the hot superconductor is
more advantageous compared to the scheme used in experiments. By utilizing quasiclassical equations, we
examined the nonlinear thermoelectric junction performance as a function of the normal metal film thickness
and the quality of the normal-superconducting interface within the bilayer, thereby determining the optimal
design to observe and maximize this nonequilibrium effect. Our results offer a roadmap to achieve improved
thermoelectric performance in superconducting tunnel junctions, with promising implications for a number
of applications.

Recent theoretical and experimental works
have reported a sizeable thermoelectric effect in
conventional S/I/S’ tunnel junctions, where S and
S’ are superconductors with different energy gaps1–7

separated by a thin insulating tunnel barrier (I).
Several different thermoelectric elements have been
so far proposed with superconductors, for instance,
superconducting-ferromagnetic systems8–18, in which
the electron-hole symmetry is broken by the combination
of spin-splitting and polarization of the barrier or by
other phase-coherent19–25 or non-local effects26–32.
Yet, the thermoelectric effect in SIS’ junctions,
when the Josephson coupling is suppressed, relies on
spontaneous particle-hole (PH) symmetry breaking
induced by the strong non-equilibrium condition,
i.e., the large temperature difference imposed across
the system. Intriguingly, since the PH symmetry
of the lead density of states (DoS) determines a
full reciprocal I(−V ) = −I(V ) characteristics, the
thermoelectricity, signalled by V I(V ) < 0, is necessarily
bipolar. This means that two opposite thermoelectric
voltages/currents are equivalently generated with the
same thermal gradient thereby realizing a unique
functionality for a thermoelectric device.1 The absolute
negative resistance in superconducting junctions with
different gaps was predicted in33 and experimentally
observed in34,35. Recent experiments5,6 exploited a
normal-superconducting (NS) bilayer for fine tuning
the asymmetry between the junction gaps via the
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inverse proximity effect. However, inverse proximity will
also affect the sharpness of the DoS, thus negatively
impacting the thermoelectric generation, as recent
measurements seem to indicate6.
Here, we theoretically investigate how different
configurations of the NS bilayer tunnel junctions affect
the nonlinear bipolar thermoelectricity. Specifically,
we compare the thermoelectric performance between
S/I/SN and S/I/NS cases. We find that the latter
configuration, counterintuitively, promises a much
improved thermoelectric performance than the
configuration adopted in the experiments so far.
Finally, we investigate the junction thermoelectric
response as a function of the N film thickness, the SN
interface resistance, and the hot lead temperature.

To compute the transport properties for generic
configurations, in the tunneling limit, we will use
the quasiclassical Green’s function (GF) formalism36.
Because we are dealing with superconductivity, the
quasiclassical Green’s function ǧ is described by a
2 × 2 matrix in Nambu space ǧ = gτ3 + fτ1, where
τi are the Pauli matrices in Nambu space, and g and
f are the normal and anomalous parts of the GF. In
dirty systems, the mean free path ℓ is smaller than
the superconducting coherence length (ℓ ≪ ξ0) with

ξ0 =
√

ℏD/∆0, where D is the diffusion coefficient. In
such systems, the quasiclassical equations reduce to a
diffusive-like equation known as the Usadel equation37

D∂x(ǧ∂xǧ) + [i(ε+ iΓ)τ3 −∆τ1, ǧ] = 0 , (1)

where ε indicates the energy and Γ is the Dynes
parameter38 describing inelastic scattering. The
superconducting gap ∆ is determined self-consistently39
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FIG. 1. (a) Density of states of the NS bilayer at the outer
interface for the S (yellow) and N (gray) layers. The green
dashed line corresponds to a bulk superconductor with the
same effective gap. (b) Current vs voltage characteristic of a
S/I/SN (yellow) and S/I/NS (gray) junctions. The thickness
of the S and N layers are dS = ξ0 and dN = 0.1ξ0. The
temperatures of the left and right electrodes are T1 = 0.7Tc0

and T2 = 0.

by the gap equation

∆ ln

(
T

Tc0

)
= 2πT

∑
n=0

(
f(ωn)−

∆

ωn

)
(2)

where ωn = 2πT (n + 1/2), n ∈ Z, are the Matsubara
frequencies, Tc0 is the zero-field critical temperature and
f(ωn) is the Matsubara anomalous GF, obtained by
analytic continuation of the GF to the complex plane
ε → iωn. In writing Eq. (1) we have assumed that all
junctions are translational invariant in the (y, z)-plane
and hence the GF only depends on x. The Usadel
equation (1) is supplemented by boundary conditions
describing the interfaces between different materials. The
spectral current vanishes at the boundaries with vacuum
or an insulator, in the GF language this boundary
condition translates into ǧ∂xǧ = 0 at the outer interfaces
of the NS bilayer. The NS interface is described by the
Kupriyanov-Lukichev boundary condition40

ǧN∂xǧN = ǧS∂xǧS =
1

2ξ0ρ
[ǧN , ǧS ]|x=0 . (3)

The interface quality is described by the dimensionless
parameter ρ = σNR

□
/ξ0, where σN is the normal-state

conductivity and R
□

is the NS interface resistance per

unit area.
We assume in the following that the Josephson coupling
between the two sides of the junction is suppressed, for
instance, by applying a suitable in-plane magnetic field to
induce Fraunhofer interference or via a small out-of-plane
magnetic field in a superconducting quantum interference
device (SQUID)5,6. In such limit, the IV characteristics
is dominated by the quasiparticle component Iqp for the
tunneling current41–44

Iqp =
1

eR

∫ ∞

−∞
dεN1(ε+ eV )N2(ε) (f2(ε)− f1(ε+ eV )) ,

(4)
where the normalized DoS of the ith electrode is
Ni(ε) = Re{gi(ε)}/N0, with N0 being the normal-
state DoS. The lead electron distributions are Fermi-
like, fi(ε) = (eε/kBTi + 1)−1, since we assume that the
electrons on the two sides of the barrier are respectively
in thermal equilibrium at temperature Ti with i =
1, 2. For nonequilibrium T1 ̸= T2, there is the
possibility to develop the bipolar thermoelectric effect
and, in the following, we will compare different junction
configurations with the target to maximize the junction
thermoelectric performance.
The crucial ingredients for the nonlinear

thermoelectricity of a superconducting tunnel junction
are leads with different energy gaps and a sufficiently
strong thermal gradient.1–3 In particular, for SIS’, the
temperature of the superconductor with the largest gap
(T1) must be sufficiently high T1 ≳ T2/r with respect to
the temperature of the superconductor with the smallest
gap (T2)

1,5, where r = ∆0,2/∆0,1 < 1 is the asymmetry
parameter of the two zero-temperature gaps ∆0,i with
i = 1, 2.
Asymmetric S/I/S’ junctions can be achieved by using
different superconducting materials for each electrode.
Alternatively, the same superconducting material can
be utilized by taking advantage of the inverse proximity
effect, where a normal layer (N) is attached to one of the S
leads, allowing for the controlled suppression of the gap5.
In the following, we compare the thermoelectric effect
in S/I/NS and S/I/SN junctions, since these are very
relevant configurations for experimental applications [see
inset in Fig. 1(b)]. Different configurations of junctions
can exhibit different thermoelectric performance due to
the proximity effect, which affects the DoS differently
depending on which side of the interfaces is contacted.
To address this issue, we first investigate how the
DoS of an NS bilayer depends on the contacted side
of the interface by solving Eq. (1) for an SN bilayer
with thicknesses dS = ξ0 and dN = 0.1ξ0, assuming a
perfect NS interface where the N layer is proximitized
by an S layer and vice versa. We consider a thick
superconducting film where the superconductivity still
survives but with a reduced gap ∆ < ∆0 in the regime
where the DoS is no longer spatially homogeneous and
exhibits smearing in energy. Figure 1(a) shows the
DoS of the metal (in gray) and the superconducting (in
yellow) sides of the NS bilayer, as well as the DoS of a
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FIG. 2. (a) Thermoelectric current vs voltage characteristic curves of a S/I/NS (solid) and S/I/SN (dot-dashed) junctions
for different thicknesses of the N layer. (b) Maximum thermoelectric power and (c) Seebeck coefficient as a function of the
thickness of the N layer for different interface SN resistances ρ for S/I/NS (solid) and S/I/SN (dot-dashed) junctions. The
temperatures of the left and right electrodes are the same of Fig. 1 and the thickness of the cold S layer is kept fixed to dS = ξ0.

bulk Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS) superconductor
with an equivalent gap (dashed green line) and the same
Dynes parameter Γ = 10−4∆0. The DoS at the N side is
much more peaked than that at the S layer, consistent
with previous results obtained for thin SN bilayers
with an intermediate-valued interface resistance45 and
in FI/N/S junctions46. This sharp peaks at energies
slightly smaller than the superconducting gap are
attributed to quasiparticle excitations of de Gennes
Saint-James bound states47. When an electron in the N
region with energy lower than ∆ is reflected at the NS
interface it forms a coupled electron-hole bound state
with energy lower than ∆. In thin N layers, the bound
states remain at energies close to ∆, resembling the BCS
peaks of a bulk superconductor48. As thermoelectricity
strongly depends on the energy dependence of the DoS,
this suggests that the N side of the bilayer may perform
better than the S side in making the tunneling junction,
which is counterintuitive.
To clarify this point, we compare in Figure 1(b) the
nonlinear thermoelectric current-voltage characteristic
curves of two tunneling junctions, S/I/NS (in gray)
and S/I/SN (in yellow), with the same dN and dS .
The left and right electrodes are subjected to a strong
temperature gradient, with the left superconductor at
T1 = 0.7Tc0 and the bilayer, which has the smaller gap, at
T2 = 0. We assume zero temperature for simplicity, but
experiments show that similar temperature gradients can
be realized. Given the gap ratios r ≈ 0.8, the nonlinear
bipolar thermoelectricity is expected to be generated.
The dashed green line shows the thermoelectric
characteristic of a generic S/I/S’ junction where S’ has a
gap ∆2 equivalent to the NS bilayer but with a standard
BCS DoS. At subgap voltages e|V | ≲ ∆1 + ∆2, the
current Iqp flows against the bias (V Iqp(V ) < 0), and
the junction is thermoelectric in this voltage range. The
thermocurrent |Iqp| reaches a maximum around the
matching peak eVp = ∆1 −∆2, and for e|V | ≳ ∆1 +∆2,
the junction becomes dissipative.
The thermoelectric performance of the system is
strongly influenced by the DoS at the tunneling interface
of the electrodes. Therefore, the orientation of the

cold NS bilayer plays a crucial role in maximizing
the thermoelectric current. The results in panel (a)
suggest that the matching peak is more spread out
in the S/I/SN configuration compared to the S/I/NS
configuration. Furthermore, the matching peak is deeper
and broader in the latter. From these observations,
we conclude that the S/I/NS configuration is more
suitable for thermoelectricity, as evidenced by the two
most straightforward figures of merit, namely, the
Seebeck thermovoltage, VS , for which Iqp(VS) = 0, and
the maximum thermocurrent, Imax, which is given by
max0<V<VS

(|Iqp(V )|). This conclusion is somewhat
counterintuitive since only the S/I/SN configuration has
been used in previous experiments.5,6 However one may
speculate that this is not generally true but connected
to the specific value of the parameters adopted or that
other non-universal parameters can potentially affect
this result, but we will see that it is not the case.
It is crucial to investigate the impact of the thickness

of the N layer (dN ) on the thermoelectric properties of
both types of junctions. This is illustrated in Fig. 2(a).
For very thin N layers, the effective gap of the NS
bilayer ∆2 is somewhat similar to that of the S layer
so the matching peak Vp takes a small value. At the
same time ∆2 decays monotonously with increasing
dN , so the matching peak is progressively shifted to
higher voltages in thicker samples. The same happens
to the Seebeck thermovoltage VS typically VS ≳ Vp at
least until when the N thickness is so large that there
is no-more thermoelectricity overall. Indeed, for the
S/I/SN case (dot-dashed), thicker dN induces a bigger
gap renormalization ∆2 and, at some point, the junction
even ceases completely to be thermoelectric being
the gap asymmetry too big.1 Instead, for the S/I/NS
junction, there is also potentially another competitive
mechanism: the leakage of Cooper pairs from the S to
the N layer which occurs over a characteristic length
scale ξN away from the SN interface. In a diffusive
normal metal, without magnetic impurities, this length
is of the order of the thermal length ξN =

√
ℏD/kBT . So

the N DoS at distances larger than ξN will rapidly evolve
into the normal state DoS resembling more the S/I/N
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FIG. 3. Nonlinear Seebeck coefficient S (yellow, left scale)
and maximal thermocurrent Imax (blue, right scale) for the
S/I/NS (solid) and S/I/SN (dot-dashed) junctions, as a
function of the NS interface quality parameter ρ for T1 =
0.7Tc0 (a), and as a function of the hot temperature T1 for
ρ = 0 (b). The parameters used are dS = ξ0, dN = 0.5ξ0,
T2 = 0.

junction where no thermoelectricity is expected neither
in the linear nor in the nonlinear temperature regime.1

Those mechanisms determine that the thermoelectric
current |Iqp(Vp)| at the matching peak is typically
reduced with thicker N layers almost independently of
the configuration. Notably, we observe that S/I/SN
junctions (dot-dashed line) consistently under-perform
relative to S/I/NS junctions for any value of dN , further
confirming the previously discussed general statement.
The discussed mechanisms will also determine the
peculiar non-monotonic behavior of the maximum
thermoelectric power Pmax = max0<V<VS

(−V Iqp(V )).
Figure 2(b) shows the maximum electric power output
of the junction, Pmax ≈ −VpIqp(Vp), as a function of
dN/ξ0. We note that there is no thermoelectricity, i.e.,
Pmax → 0 for dN → 0 and dN → ∞. For S/I/NS
junctions (solid), in the first limit, there is no proximity
gap renormalization so the junction loses the gap
asymmetry, whereas in the second limit, the junction
becomes an S/I/N, and there is no thermoelectricity.
We see that, in general, the maximal power is strongly
reduced for the S/I/SN junctions (dot-dashed). In
the limit dN → ∞, the bilayer gap ∆2 is so strongly
suppressed that thermoelectricity disappears altogether.
Furthermore, it is interesting to note that the non-

linear Seebeck coefficient S = VS/(T1 − T2) exhibits
different behavior with respect to dN for the two
junction types. As shown in Fig. 2(c), for S/I/NS
junctions, the non-linear Seebeck coefficient increases
by increasing dN . However, for S/I/SN junctions, the
non-linear Seebeck coefficient has a maximum value
at intermediate thicknesses and then progressively
decreases for dN → ∞. This difference between the
two configurations in the limit dN ≫ ξ0 is a notable
consequence of the non-linearity of the thermoelectric
effect reported here. Indeed, in a linear regime, under
the thermal gradient ∆T , the maximal thermoelectric
power is Pmax = GS2∆T 2/4 which depends on S and
G, i.e., the junction Seebeck coefficient and electrical
conductance, respectively.49 It is interesting now to
compare in Fig. 2(b) and (c) the curves for Pmax

and the nonlinear Seebeck coefficient S, respectively,
corresponding to different NS interface resistance ρ. We
start discussing the S/I/NS configuration (solid line).
For ideal interfaces (ρ = 0), layers where dN ≈ 0.5ξ0
optimize the generated thermoelectric power. For finite
interface resistance ρ > 0 the leakage of Cooper pairs
into the N layer is hindered, which reduces the depth
of the matching peak and the generated thermoelectric
power. This shifts the optimal thickness to a slightly
smaller value. However, we observe that for very
small dN , a non-perfect SN interface could be even
slightly better. Nevertheless, in general, a worse quality
of the SN interface is detrimental to the nonlinear
thermoelectric performance. A similar behavior is
observed for the S/I/SN configuration (dot-dashed
line), even if the optimal thickness is typically smaller.
However, for this configuration, we find that the quality
of the interface is even more crucial than the S/I/NS
case. This provides an additional experimental reason
to prefer the normal-metal side of the NS bilayer.
Figure 3(a) displays how Imax and the nonlinear Seebeck
S coefficient depends on the NS interface quality ρ. The
maximal current (blue lines) decreases by increasing ρ in
both junctions due to the suppression of the proximity
effect. The Seebeck coefficient (yellow lines) shows
opposite behavior in each junction configuration. In the
S/I/SN junction, an increase of ρ results in a higher
effective gap ∆2 on the superconducting region. In
this case, the matching peak eVp = ∆1 − ∆2 is shifted
to lower voltages, and the Seebeck voltage is reduced
similarly. By contrast, in the S/I/NS junction an
increase of ρ hinders the proximity effect on the normal
metal, reducing the effective gap on the N layer, so that
the Seebeck voltage is shifted to higher values.
Figure 3(b) shows the two main figures of merit discussed
previously as a function of the hot side temperature
T1. We see that the behavior of these two quantities
generally agrees with the overall behavior reported for
the S/I/S’ junctions.1,2 On the one hand, it is observed
that the best Seebeck coefficient S is obtained at the
lowest hot lead temperatures, although they still need to
be above a threshold value so that thermoelectricity may
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arise. On the other hand, the maximal thermocurrent
is obtained at T1 ≈ 0.9Tc, which is slightly higher
than the optimal hot temperature reported for S/I/S’
junctions. This suggests that bilayer-based systems
may have a slightly higher thermopower than junctions
made with different superconductors with identical gaps.
Moreover, the difference between the two configurations
is more significant for the thermopower than for the
Seebeck thermovoltage and coefficient. This implies
that the two configurations are quite equivalent for
applications where the thermovoltage is relevant, such
as current-controlled thermoelectric memories5,50 or
single-photon sensors.51–53 However, S/I/NS junctions
are better suited for thermoelectric engines2 and energy
harvesting, where the thermopower is the relevant figure
of merit.

We have presented a comprehensive investigation
of the influence of the proximity effect of the SN
bilayer on the nonlinear bipolar thermoelectric effect
by using the quasiclassical Green’s function method for
diffusive systems. In particular, we have compared the
commonly used S/I/SN configuration with the S/I/NS
configuration, and have discovered that, contrary to
expectations, the latter generally exhibits improved
thermoelectric performance, regardless of the thickness
of the normal metal film, the quality of the NS interface,
and the temperature of the hot lead. Our findings yield
a set of general design principles and rules for creating
superconducting thermoelectric tunnel junctions using a
bilayer NS film technology, which can aid in maximizing
the thermoelectric performance for various applications.
We expect that similar conclusions may be relevant
also for the cooling performance of S/I/S’ electron
refrigerators54,55 and transistors56,57 realized with NS
bilayers.
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Lett. 112, 057001 (2014).

12S. Kolenda, M. J. Wolf, and D. Beckmann, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116,
097001 (2016).
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Low Temp. Phys. 199, 585 (2020).

18Z. Geng and I. J. Maasilta, J. Low Temp. Phys. 209, 419 (2022).
19M. Titov, Phys. Rev. B 78, 224521 (2008).
20P. Jacquod and R. S. Whitney, Europhys. Lett. 91, 67009 (2010).
21M. S. Kalenkov and A. D. Zaikin, Phys. Rev. B 95, 024518
(2017).

22P. E. Dolgirev, M. S. Kalenkov, and A. D. Zaikin, Phys. Rev. B
97, 054521 (2018).

23M. S. Kalenkov and A. D. Zaikin, JETP Lett. 114, 593 (2021).
24M. S. Kalenkov and A. D. Zaikin, Phys. Rev. B 103, 134501
(2021).

25G. Blasi, F. Taddei, L. Arrachea, M. Carrega, and A. Braggio,
Phys. Rev. B 102, 241302 (2020).

26N. R. Claughton and C. J. Lambert, Phys. Rev. B 53, 6605
(1996).

27J. Eom, C.-J. Chien, and V. Chandrasekhar, Phys. Rev. Lett.
81, 437 (1998).

28P. Virtanen and T. T. Heikkilä, Appl. Phys. A 89, 625 (2007).
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