
ar
X

iv
:2

40
5.

10
65

6v
2 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

up
r-

co
n]

  2
4 

M
ay

 2
02

4

ϕ Josephson junction induced by altermagnetism

Bo Lu,1 Kazuki Maeda,2 Hiroyuki Ito,2 Keiji Yada,2 and Yukio Tanaka2

1Department of Physics, Tianjin University, Tianjin 300072, China
2Department of Applied Physics, Nagoya University, Nagoya 464-8603, Japan

(Dated: May 27, 2024)

We study the Josephson effect in a superconductor/altermagnet/superconductor (S/AM/S) junc-
tion. We find anomalous phenomena including 0-π transition as well as multi-nodal current-phase
relations. Similar to d-wave superconductor, d-wave altermagnet can support ϕ junction where free
energy minima locate neither ϕ = 0 nor ±π with double degeneracy. These properties can be tun-
able by parameters, e.g., the exchange energy, the orientation of crystal axis, the length, and the
applied gate voltage of altermagnet. These rich features lead to accessible functionality of S/AM/S
junction.

Introduction.— Recently, altermagnet (AM) [1–8] has
emerged as a new class of magnetic materials distinct
from ferro- and antiferromagnet. AM material exhibits
spin-polarized Fermi surface resembling ferromagnet but
with a collinear compensated magnetic ordering like an-
tiferromagnet. AM has been found in various types of
materials like metallic RuO2 [2, 9], Mn5Si3 [10], semi-
conducting/insulating La2CuO4 [11] and MnTe [12–14],
and many more.
Due to the vanishing net macroscopic magnetization,

AM provides a new benefit in combing with superconduc-
tors and may have intriguing implications. Now, research
on the transport properties in junctions consisting of AM
and superconductors become a hot topic [15–20]. In an
AM/s-wave superconductor (S) junction, studies show
that Andreev reflection is sensitive to both the crystal
orientation and the strength of the spin-splitting field
[15, 16], as compared to ferromagnetic materials which
are orientation independent. Another remarkable find-
ing is that the Josephson currents through AM also dis-
play 0-π oscillations even without any net magnetization
[18, 19]. Such phenomena are also explained by a phase-
shift that depends on the crystalline axis of AM [17].
Furthermore, in S/AM/spin-triplet superconductor junc-
tions, the φ0 phase as well as the 0-π transition can be
realized as the unique interplay between altermagnetism
and spin-triplet Cooper pairs [21].
It can be shown that in a S/AM/S junction, the

current-phase relation (CPR) has symmetry I(ϕ) =
−I(−ϕ), which excludes the possibility of ϕ0 junction.
However, to the best of our knowledge, studies so far
reveal only two types of CPR in the S/AM/S junction:
0- and π- junctions. Whether the altermagnetic ordering
can generate more exotic CPR, like ϕ junction [22], where
the free-energy minimum of the S/AM/S junction locates
neither 0 nor π, can exist or not, remains an open ques-
tion. It is noted that a ϕ junction has a doubly degen-
erate ground state, which was experimentally observed
in the Josephson junction with a current injector [23]. It
has been shown that ϕ junctions exhibit interesting phys-
ical properties such as non-Fraunhofer interference pat-
tern under an external magnetic field [24, 25], half-integer

FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of planar S/AM/S Josephson junction.
(b) The Josephson current for α = 0, α = π/8 and α = π/4.
(c) and (d) are angle-resolved current for α = 0 and α = π/4,
respectively. θ is the injection angle θ = arcsin (ky/kF ). We
set J/µ=0.2, UG = 0, Z = 0 and kFL = 20 for all panels.
Temperature is at T = 0.025Tc.

Shapiro steps [24], and fractional vortex [24, 26]. One im-
portant route to form ϕ junction is the superposition of
multiple 0- and π-segments, such as ferromagnetic junc-
tions [27–29] or d-wave Josephson junctions [24, 30–36].
For example, in the Josephson effect with d-wave pair-
ings, the current component becomes either positive or
negative depending on the injection angle of the quasipar-
ticle [30, 31, 33, 37, 38]. Thus the total Josephson current
as a superposition displays exotic CPR and temperature
dependence of maximum Josephson current [30, 31, 38].
It is quite natural to anticipate that Josephson junction
with d-wave AM has similar physical properties.

In this letter, we study the Josephson effect of a two-
dimensinal S/AM/S junction, as depicted in Fig.1(a).
We find that the angle-resolved component of the Joseph-
son current sensitively depends on the momentum paral-
lel to the interface because of the alternating sign change
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of magnetic ordering in the Brillouin zone. These compo-
nents display a 0-π transition as the transport orientation
varies, similar to the system with layered multiple 0- and
π-segments [39]. Therefore, the superposition of channels
can result in anomalous CPR with multiple nodal points,
as well as ϕ junction. When we apply a gate voltage in
AM to change the transmissivity of transport channels,
the resulting CPR shows different types including 0, π,
and ϕ junctions by changing the gate voltage. We can
generate ϕ junction in a simple way accessible by exper-
iments in S/AM/S junction.

Model and Formalism.— Our model consists of a d-
wave altermagnet between two semi-infinite supercon-
ductors as shown in Fig.1(a). We take the junction in
x-direction where AM is located at 0 < x < L with
the length of AM L. In terms of the Nambu spinors
ĉk = (ck↑, ck↓, c

†
−k↑, c

†
−k↓)

T with k = (kx, ky), the Hamil-

tonian of the system is written asH = 1
2

∑

k
ĉ†
k
Hkĉk with

Hk =

(

~
2
k
2

2m
− µ+ U

)

τ̂z +Mkŝz τ̂z −∆ŝy τ̂y. (1)

Here, µ is the chemical potential and ŝi (τ̂i) is the Pauli
matrix in spin (Nambu) space. Mk denotes the altermag-
netism and without loss of generality, the Neel vector of
AM is along z-axis,

Mk = Jk−2
F

[(

k2x − k2y
)

cos 2α+ 2kxky sin 2α
]

, (2)

where J denotes the strength of the exchange energy of
AM and α is the angle between the lobe of the direction
of AM and normal to the interface, see Fig.1 (a). We
assume that 0 < J < µ/2 to have a well-defined Fermi
surface [15]. kF is the wavevector kF =

√

2mµ/~2. For
α = 0, the magnetization has pure dx2−y2-wave symme-
try and for α = π/4, it has pure dxy-wave symmetry. We
assume the conventional spin-singlet s-wave pair poten-
tial, the spatial dependence of which is given by ∆ (x) =
∆[eiϕΘ(−x)+Θ (x− L)] where ϕ is the macroscopic su-
perconducting phase difference. We further adopt the
BCS relation for its temperature dependence: ∆ (T ) =
∆0 tanh(1.74

√

Tc/T − 1) with ∆0 = 1.76kBTc, Tc the

critical temperature, and temperature T = kB
−1β−1.

U = UGΘ(x)Θ (L− x)+UI [δ (x)+ δ (x− L)], where UG

is the gate voltage applied in the middle of the junction
and UI is the barrier strength at the interface between S
and AM.
The equilibrium Josephson current can be calculated

by Furusaki-Tsukada formula [33, 40]. Due to the trans-
lational invarince along y-axis, the y-component of the
wave vector ky =

√

2mµ/~2 sin θ = kF sin θ is preserved,
where θ is the injection angle from −π/2 to π/2. For a
fixed θ, we consider the four types of local Andreev re-
flection coefficients by quasiparticle injections from the
left S: a spin-↑(↓) electron to a spin-↓(↑) hole: ae,↑(↓)
and a spin-↑(↓) hole to a spin-↓(↑) electron: ah,↑(↓). The

FIG. 2. Josephson currents and their free energies of ϕ junc-
tion with a dxy-AM: (a) Josephson current and (b) the cor-
responding free energy without gate voltage. Z = 0 and the
lengths are kFL = 28.6 (black) and 35.8 (red). (c) and (d) are
Josephson current and free energy for fixed kFL = 20. The
applied gate voltage is UG = 0.2µ when Z = 0 (blue) and
0.1µ when Z = 1 (green). Other parameters are α = π/4,
J/µ=0.2 and T = 0.025Tc for all panels.

detailed derivation of ae,↑(↓) and ah,↑(↓) is shown in Sup-
plementary Materials. Then, the Josephson current is

calculated by I =
∫ π/2

−π/2 I (θ) dθ with

I (θ) =
e∆cos θ

2~β

∑

ωn,s

k+nx + k−nx
√

ω2
n +∆2

[

ae,s

k+nx
−
ah,s

k−nx

]

. (3)

Here, k±nx =

√

2m
~2

(

µ± i
√

ω2
n +∆2

)

− k2y are the

wavevectors of S and ωn is the Matsubara frequency
ωn = πkBT (2n+1), (n = 0,±1,±2....). In this paper, we
consider the short junction L ≪ ξ where ξ = ~vF /∆0 is
the coherence length and choose ∆0/µ = 0.01. We finally
normalize I to 2eRNI/(π∆0) where RN is the resistance
of the junction in normal state, i.e., of the normal metal
(N)/AM/N junction.
Symmetry analysis— Before showing the numerical

results, we analyze the general characteristic of CPR
from the symmetry point of view. We can decompose
the Josephson current into a series of different orders of
Josephson coupling

I (ϕ) =
∑

n
In sin(nϕ) + Jn cos(nϕ). (4)

We consider the fourfold rotation operator C4 corre-
sponding to a rotation angle π/2 with respect to z-axis
which makes kx → ky, ky → −kx, ŝz → ŝz. The alter-
magnetism flip its sign under C4. Using the time reversal
operation T = −iŝyK with K the complex conjugation
operator, we can make kx → −kx, ky → −ky, ŝz → −ŝz
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FIG. 3. The length dependence of Josephson current for different crystallographic orientation of AM. Upper panels: current
phase relation I(ϕ) as a function of the junction length for (a) α = 0, (c) π/8 and (e) π/4. For a specific L, the current is
normalized to the maximum value Ic(L) = max(I(ϕ,L)). Lower panels: the maximum Josephson current corresponding to the
upper ones: (b) α = 0, (d) π/8 and (f) π/4. Other parameters are J/µ = 0.2, UG = 0, Z = 0. Temperature is at T = 0.025Tc.

and ϕ → −ϕ. Thus a combined operation with T i.e.,
M̃ = T C4 will give rise to

M̃H (ϕ)M̃−1 = H (−ϕ) . (5)

Thus, the energy spectrum E and the free energy F
is an even function of ϕ: F (ϕ) = F (−ϕ) while the
Josephson current I (ϕ) ∝ ∂ϕF (ϕ) has the property
I (ϕ) = −I (−ϕ) for arbitrary α. It prohibits the term
Jn cos(nϕ) in the CPR of our system in the absence
of spin-orbit couplings [41]. We will point out that al-
though the characteristic of CPR is conventional but
high-harmonic term In sin(nϕ) (n > 1) can become dom-
inant in the presence of altermangetism.
Anomalous CPR— We calculate the current-phase

relation of the Josephson junction in Fig. 1(b), with
kFL = 20 (L = 0.1ξ), the temperature T = 0.025Tc
and without gate voltage Ug = 0. Fig. 1(b) shows the
orientation-dependent CPRs for a fixed altermagnetic
strength J = 0.2µ. It is seen that the CPRs strongly
depend on the crystallographic orientation of AM. For
dx2−y2-AM (α = 0), the CPR exhibits 4 nodes in one
period ϕ ∈ [0, 2π) while the number of nodes becomes 8
for dxy-AM (α = π/4). When the orientation angle α is
π/8, quite standard sinusoidal CPR is reproduced.
To elucidate the origin of exotic CPRs in Fig. 1, we plot

the angle-resolved Josephson current shown in Fig. 1(c)
and (d) which corresponds to dx2−y2- and dxy-AM, re-
spectively. Clearly, for a fixed θ, the direction of the
current becomes either positive or negative depending
on the angle. Except the nodal points at ϕ = 0 or π
due to I(ϕ) = −I(−ϕ) with 2π periodicity, the angular-
averaged current as a function of θ can also have nodes

when positive and negative contributions happen to can-
cel each other. The present multi-nodal CPR is a spe-
cific feature of the d-wave altermagnetism, where both
the magnitude and the sign of the exchange field vary
by changing θ. The system corresponds to the multi-
layered 0 and π S/ferromagnet/S junction in the mo-
mentum space, while each layer can develop the CPR
independently. In this sense, the θ dependence of CPRs
can generate Josephson current with multiple nodes for
d-wave altermagnetism.
Tunable ϕ Josephson junction— Thus far we have

shown that 0-π oscillation in the momentum space. Next,
we explore the existence of ϕ junction. We focus on the
dxy-AM since the angle-resolved CPR has the most dras-
tic oscillations. We choose the same magnitude of J as
shown in Fig. 1 but change the junction length L. We
find that the CPR is sensitive to the variation of L and
the ϕ junction emerges. As an example, we plot the ob-
tained ϕ junctions for different values of L in Fig. 2(a).
We show the corresponding free energy F (ϕ) in Fig. 2(b),
where F is given by

I =
2e

~

∂F

∂ϕ
. (6)

We normalized the value of F by F0 = 4e2RN/(π~∆0).
We have verified that the minimum value of free energy
is located at two degenerate ϕ 6= 0 or π.
To see the feasibility that ϕ junction can be widely

formed in this junction, we consider the effect of gate
voltage applied on AM. It is shown that the gate volt-
age changes the 0 junction, see the red curve in Fig. 1,
to a ϕ junction, see the blue curves in Figs. 2(c)(d).



4

FIG. 4. The altermagnetic field dependence of Josephson current. Upper panels show the current phase relation as a function
of the AM strength J while the lower ones are the corresponding maximum supercurrent. J yields 0-π transitions and decaying
maximum current Ic. The crystallographic orientations of AM are α = 0 in (a)(b), π/8 in (c)(d) and π/4 in (e)(f). We set
kFL = 20, UG = 0, Z = 0 and temperature T = 0.025Tc.

This approach is possible to generate ϕ junction even
in the presence of the interface barrier Z = mUI/~

2kF ,
e.g., the green lines in Figs. 2 (c) (d). Our result can
be explained intuitively that the wavevector of AM for
each ky varies by tuning the gate voltage, due to the na-
ture of momentum-dependent polarization of AM where
Mk has both the magnitude and sign change. Since the
momentum-resolved CPRs rely sensitively on Mk, which
produces 0-π transition, the configuration of momentum-
resolved CPRs as well as the total Josephson current by
summing all channels can easily be tunable by applying
gate voltage. The merit of this tunability is a realization
of control of the CPR in a simple geometry like S/AM/S
junction with applying gate voltage on AM. The tun-
ability of the ϕ junction is also useful for the theoretical
design of the quantum two-level systems available for fu-
ture qubits [42].

0-π oscillation— We have given several examples of ϕ
junction for some certain parameters. Thus the S/AM/S
system can yield all three types of CPR, 0, π, and ϕ.
Next, we will explore the condition for the transition of
CPR by changing junction parameters and discuss the
condition for the emergence of ϕ junction.

In Fig. 3, we show the critical current Ic as a function
of L while keeping other parameters the same as Fig. 1.
In upper panels, the current I(ϕ,L) has been normalized
to the critical current with the same length Ic(L). It is
shown that 0-π transition is induced by changing L. The
dip of Ic is generated by the 0-π transition. Compared
to the lattice model [18] where the width along the y-
axis is limited, our model incorporates more channels in
the large width limit along the y-axis. Thus, we obtain

the smooth periodic behavior of Ic. Moreover, the pe-
riod of this oscillation is longer for dx2−y2-AM junction,
see Fig. 3(b), and shorter for dxy-AM one, see Fig. 3(f).
From the CPR, we find that the high-harmonic com-
ponents appear more frequently in dxy-AM junction for
most values of L, as seen in Fig. 3(e). The existence of
many high-harmonic components reduces the magnitude
of Ic but produces exotic CPRs. It can be explained that
the positive and negative values of angle-resolved Joseph-
son current likely cancel each other near the 0-π transi-
tion point. Since the momentum-resolved CPR varies
asynchronously, the slight change of various parameters
in the model can generate neither 0 nor π junction.
On the other hand, in S/ferromagnet/S junctions where
momentum-resolved CPR behaves almost synchronously
close to the 0-π transition point for varying parameters,
the system becomes either 0 or π junction. We thus con-
clude that the anomalous ϕ dependence of the Josephson
current can occur in an AM junction near the 0-π tran-
sition point due to the alternating magnetic orders in
momentum space.

In Fig. 4, we show the critical current as a function
of J while keeping other parameters the same as Fig. 1.
We find that not only the junction length but also the
strength of AM J can induce 0-π transition. We see
a clear dip as a sign of the 0-π transition. It is also
found that as J becomes larger, 0-π transition occurs
more frequently. For dxy-AM junction, the CPR becomes
very far from the conventional sinusoidal one near the 0-π
transition driven by J . From this result, we can conclude
that the CPR depends sensitively on the magnitude of
the exchange coupling of AM.
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Conclusions.— To summarize, we have stud-
ied the Josephson effect in a superconduc-
tor/altermagnet/superconductor junction. It is found
that anomalous phenomena including 0-π transition as
well as multi-nodal current-phase relations appear. We
can design ϕ junction by tuning the exchange coupling,
the orientation of crystal axis, the length, and the
applied gate voltage of altermagnet. These rich features
serve as a guide to designing quantum two-level systems
with large tunability in Josephson systems.

In this letter, we focus on conventional spin-singlet s-
wave superconductor. It is much more interesting to con-
sider topological superconductor like d-wave or p-wave
superconductor junctions since zero energy surface An-
dreev bound states can generate a zero bias conductance
peak (ZBCP) [33, 43]. Actually, the non-monotonic tem-
perature dependence of Josephson current [30, 31, 38] was
observed in experiments [35, 36, 44]. Since the ZBCP has
been also predicted in d-wave altermagnet junctions, it is
interesting to study d-wave superconductor / altermag-
net / d-wave superconductor junctions. Recently, alter-
magnetism is shown to produce topological superconduc-
tors [45–49] and it is of interest to study the topological
Josephson effect with altermagnet in the future.
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Hernández, and L. Šmejkal, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci.
U.S.A. 118, e2108924118 (2021).

[7] I. Mazin, Phys. Rev. X 12, 040002 (2022).
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S1. Details of the model

Here we provide details concerning the method which we used in the calculations of Josephson current in the main
text.
On the left S region x < 0, we solve all eigenvectors of H: A1σe

ik+
x x+ikyy, A2σe

−ik−
x x+ikyy, A3σe

−ik+
x x+ikyy and

A4σe
ik−

x x+ikyy, where the spinors Ai=1−4,σ are give by

A1↑ = A3↑ =
[

eiϕ/2, 0, 0, γe−iϕ/2
]T
, (S1)

A2↑ = A4↑ =
[

γeiϕ/2, 0, 0, e−iϕ/2
]T
, (S2)

A1↓ = A3↓ =
[

0, eiϕ/2, −γe−iϕ/2, 0
]T
, (S3)

A2↓ = A4↓ =
[

0, γeiϕ/2, −e−iϕ/2, 0
]T
. (S4)

γ is defined as

γ =
∆

E +
√
E2 −∆2

. (S5)

The scattering processes Ψ =
[

ψ1, ψ2, ψ3, ψ4

]T
are described by

Ψ1 (x < 0) =
[

A1↑e
ik+

x x + ae,↑A4↑e
ik−

x x + be,↑A3↑e
−ik+

x x
]

eikyy, (S6)

Ψ2 (x < 0) =
[

A2↑e
−ik−

x x + ah,↑A3↑e
−ik+

x x + bh,↑A4↑e
ik−

x x
]

eikyy, (S7)

Ψ3 (x < 0) =
[

A1↓e
ik+

x x + ae,↓A4↓e
ik−

x x + be,↓A3↓e
−ik+

x x
]

eikyy, (S8)

Ψ4 (x < 0) =
[

A2↓e
−ik−

x x + ah,↓A3↓e
−ik+

x x + bh,↓A4↓e
ik−

x x
]

eikyy. (S9)

In the AM region 0 < x < L, we seek the wavefunctions of electrons: B1↑e
ik+

e,↑
x+ikyy, B2↑e

ik−

e,↑
x+ikyy, B3↓e

ik+

e,↓
x+ikyy,

B4↓e
ik−

e,↓
x+ikyy, with

B1↑ = B2↑ =
[

1, 0, 0, 0
]T
, (S10)

B3↑ = B4↑ =
[

0, 1, 0, 0
]T
, (S11)

and

k+e,↑ =
1

~+mα2/~

√

2m (µ+ UG + E)
(

1 +
mα2

~2

)

− ~2k2y +
m2 (α2

2 + α2
1) k

2
y

~2
− mα1ky

~2 +mα2
, (S12)

k−e,↑ = − 1

~+mα2/~

√

2m (µ+ UG + E)
(

1 +
mα2

~2

)

− ~2k2y +
m2 (α2

2 + α2
1) k

2
y

~2
− mα1ky

~2 +mα2
, (S13)

k+e,↓ =
1

~−mα2/~

√

2m (µ+ UG + E)
(

1−
mα2

~2

)

− ~2k2y +
m2 (α2

2 + α2
1) k

2
y

~2
+

mα1ky
~2 −mα2

, (S14)

k−e,↓ = − 1

~−mα2/~

√

2m (µ+ UG + E)
(

1− mα2

~2

)

− ~2k2y +
m2 (α2

2 + α2
1) k

2
y

~2
+

mα1ky
~2 −mα2

. (S15)
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The wavefunctions of holes in AM are given by C1↑e
ik+

h,↑
x+ikyy, C2↑e

ik−

h,↑
x+ikyy, C3↓e

ik+

h,↓
x+ikyy, C4↓e

ik−

h,↓
x+ikyy, with

C1↑ = C2↑ =
[

0, 0, 1, 0
]T
, (S16)

C3↓ = C4↓ =
[

0, 0, 0, 1
]T
, (S17)

and

k+h,↑ =
1

~+mα2/~

√

2m (µ+ UG − E)
(

1 +
mα2

~2

)

− ~2k2y +
m2 (α2

2 + α2
1) k

2
y

~2
− mα1ky

~2 +mα2
, (S18)

k−h,↑ = − 1

~+mα2/~

√

2m (µ+ UG − E)
(

1 +
mα2

~2

)

− ~2k2y +
m2 (α2

2 + α2
1) k

2
y

~2
− mα1ky

~2 +mα2
, (S19)

k+h,↓ =
1

~−mα2/~

√

2m (µ+ UG − E)
(

1− mα2

~2

)

− ~2k2y +
m2 (α2

2 + α2
1) k

2
y

~2
+

mα1ky
~2 − α2m

, (S20)

k−h,↓ = − 1

~−mα2/~

√

2m (µ+ UG − E)
(

1− mα2

~2

)

− ~2k2y +
m2 (α2

2 + α2
1) k

2
y

~2
+

mα1ky
~2 − α2m

. (S21)

Here, we denote α1 and α2 as

k2Fα1 = 2J sin 2α, (S22)

k2Fα2 = 2J cos 2α. (S23)

Thus, the scattering waves in AM are

Ψ1 (0 < x < L) =
[

s1,1B1↑e
ik+

e,↑
x + s1,2B2↑e

ik−

e,↑
x + s1,3C3↓e

ik+

h,↓
x + s1,4C4↓e

ik−

h,↓
x
]

eikyy, (S24)

Ψ2 (0 < x < L) =
[

s2,1B1↑e
ik+

e,↑
x + s2,2B2↑e

ik−

e,↑
x + s2,3C3↓e

ik+

h,↓
x + s2,4C4↓e

ik−

h,↓
x
]

eikyy, (S25)

Ψ3 (0 < x < L) =
[

s3,1B3↓e
ik+

e,↓
x + s3,2B4↓e

ik−

e,↓
x + s3,3C1↑e

ik+

h,↑
x + s3,4C2↑e

ik−

h,↑
x
]

eikyy, (S26)

Ψ4 (0 < x < L) =
[

s4,1B3↓e
ik+

e,↓
x + s4,2B4↓e

ik−

e,↓
x + s4,3C1↑e

ik+

h,↑
x + s4,4C2↑e

ik−

h,↑
x
]

eikyy. (S27)

In the right S region (x > L), the eigenvectors of H are D1σe
ik+

x x+ikyy, D2σe
−ik−

x x+ikyy, D3σe
−ik+

x x+ikyy and

D4σe
ik−

x x+ikyy, where Di=1−4,σ are given by

D1↑ = D3↑ =
[

1, 0, 0, γ
]T
, (S28)

D2↑ = D4↑ =
[

γ, 0, 0, 1
]T
, (S29)

D1↓ = D3↓ =
[

0, 1, −γ, 0
]T
, (S30)

D2↓ = D4↓ =
[

0, γ, −1, 0
]T
. (S31)

The scattering waves in this region are

Ψ1 (x < 0) =
[

c1D1↑e
ik+

x x + d1D2↑e
−ik−

x x
]

eikyy, (S32)

Ψ2 (x < 0) =
[

c2D1↑e
ik+

x x + d2D2↑e
−ik−

x x
]

eikyy, (S33)

Ψ3 (x < 0) =
[

c3D1↓e
ik+

x x + d3D2↓e
−ik−

x x
]

eikyy, (S34)

Ψ4 (x < 0) =
[

c4D1↓e
ik+

x x + d4D2↓e
−ik−

x x
]

eikyy. (S35)
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FIG. S1. Gate-tuned Josephson current (a) and the corresponding free energy (b). We set J = 0.2µ, α = 0, kFL = 20, Z = 0
and T = 0.025Tc.

FIG. S2. Gate-tuned Josephson current (a) and the corresponding free energy (b). We set J = 0.2µ, α = π/4, kFL = 20,
Z = 0 and T = 0.025Tc.

The scattering coefficients ae,σ, ah,σ, be,σ , bh,σ, si,j , ci and di are solved by the following boundary conditions

Ψx=0+ = Ψx=0− (S36)
(

~
2

m
+ α2ŝz

)

(−i∂xΨ)x=0+ − ~
2

m
(−i∂xΨ)x=0− = (−α1ky ŝz − 2iUI)Ψx=0 (S37)

Ψx=L+ = Ψx=L− (S38)

~
2

m
(−i∂xΨ)x=L+ −

(

~
2

m
+ α2ŝz

)

(−i∂xΨ)x=L− = (α1ky ŝz − 2iUI)Ψx=L (S39)

S2. Additional results for gate tunable CPRs

In the main text, we have obtained the gate-tunable ϕ-junction for specific parameters. Here, we present more
results. By gradually changing the gate voltage, we find that the S/AM/S junction can evolve among 0-, π- and
ϕ-junction. The applied gate voltage can alter the altermagnetic field experienced by quasiparticles with a fixed
transverse momentum ky. Therefore, the angle-resolved CPR can be greatly changed by a the variation of a gate
voltage. It has been known from the main text that the angle-resolved Josephson current is a rapid oscillatory function
of ky. Thus it is expected that this system provides multiple gate-tunable 0 and π channels and is a promising platform
to realize a φ-junction.
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FIG. S3. Gate-tuned Josephson current (a) and the corresponding free energy (b). We set J = 0.2µ, α = π/4, kFL = 30,
Z = 0 and T = 0.025Tc.

FIG. S4. Gate-tuned Josephson current (a) and the corresponding free energy (b). We set J = 0.08µ, α = π/4, kFL = 20,
Z = 1 and T = 0.025Tc.

In Fig. S1, we show the current phase relation and the corresponding free energy by changing the gate voltage
UG with a dx2−y2 -AM. It can be seen in Fig. S1(a) that not only the magnitude but the characteristic of Josephson
current varies sensitively by increasing the gate voltage. As clearly seen from the free energy in Fig. S1(b), the system
is π-junction for UG ranges from 0 to 0.7 and becomes 0-junction for UG/µ = 0.8 to 1.0. Thus the gate voltage
provides a convenient way to obtain the 0-π transition in our system.
Next, we show that the ϕ-junction can emerge for the dxy-AM case by changing the gate voltage. In Fig. S2, we

plot the current phase relation and the corresponding free energy. It is seen that although the junction is 0-junction
without a gate voltage, it evolves to ϕ-junction for UG/µ = 0.2, 0.4, 0.5, and 0.7. The gate can also drive the system
to a π junction, e.g., UG/µ = 0.9.
We also obtain ϕ-junction for various combination of parameters in our system. In Fig. S3, we choose junction

length kFL = 30 with a dxy-AM while keep other parameters the same as those in Fig. S2. We can still observe the
generation of ϕ-junction for finite gate voltages: UG/µ = 0.4, 0.6 and 0.8. As Z is finite, we provide an example as
shown in Fig. S4. It can be seen that ϕ-junction is produced at a finite gate voltage UG = 0.8µ.
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