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The Higgs mode in superconductors corresponds to oscillations of the amplitude of the order
parameter. While its detection typically entails resonant optical excitation, we present a purely
transport-based setup wherein it is excited in a voltage biased Josephson junction. Demonstrat-
ing the importance of order parameter dynamics, the interplay of Higgs resonance and Josephson
physics enhances the second harmonic Josephson current oscillating at twice the usual Josephson
frequency in transparent junctions featuring single-band s-wave superconductors. If the leads have
unequal equilibrium superconducting gaps, this second harmonic component may even eclipse its
first harmonic counterpart, thus furnishing a unique hallmark of the Higgs oscillations.

The non-equilibrium dynamics of superconductors
(SCs), resulting from an interplay of collective modes
and quasiparticles, have been studied extensively [1–3].
Recent experimental developments [4–10] have ushered
in several insights, especially about the superconduct-
ing Higgs mode [7–17]. The spontaneous U(1) symme-
try breaking in SCs results in a complex order param-
eter ∆(t) = |∆(t)| exp(iθ(t)) with two collective modes:
Higgs mode, corresponding to the amplitude |∆(t)|, and
Goldstone mode, tied to the phase θ(t). While the Gold-
stone mode is pushed up to the plasma frequency [18], the
Higgs mode has energy ωH = 2∆0 [13, 14], where ∆0 is
the equilibrium gap amplitude. Being a scalar mode with
no charge [14, 19], it has no linear coupling to the elec-
tromagnetic field. As such, its detection requires either
strong lasers to harness non-linear electromagnetic effects
made possible only by recent advances in THz technol-
ogy [7–10, 16, 17, 20–22], or coupling with coexisting elec-
tronic orders such as charge-density waves [23–26]. De-
parting from this paradigm of purely optical techniques,
there are limited transport-based proposals [27–35].

In this Letter, we investigate the Higgs mode in trans-
parent voltage-biased Josephson junctions without exter-
nal irradiation. The Josephson effect [36] epitomises co-
herent phase dynamics, with the interference of SC con-
densates at the junction generating a supercurrent. For
a constant voltage V , in the absence of amplitude os-
cillations, a supercurrent ∼ sin(ωJ t) is generated solely
by the condensate phase difference, where ωJ = 2eV
(ℏ = 1) is the Josephson frequency. We find that the
Josephson coupling induces OP amplitude oscillations
by linking it to the energy emitted by tunneling Cooper
pairs [37] via the Josephson phase difference [14, 38], ob-
viating the need for external irradiation (see Fig. 1). Mi-
croscopically, the pairs coherently dissociate into Bogoli-
ubov quasiparticles over the energy gap ∆0 and recom-
bine, requiring energy ≥ 2∆0. Consequently, a resonance
emerges at ωJ = ωH . While the possibility of probing the
collective modes of a fluctuating superconductor slightly

FIG. 1. Schematic of the Higgs mode, corresponding to radial
oscillations of the OP (red balls) in the free-energy landscape
(mexican hat). It is excited by radiating tunneling Cooper
pairs (green balls) in a voltage-biased Josephson junction.

above its critical temperature using DC pair tunneling
is established [39, 40], recently this was extended to zero
temperature in a Josephson setup [34]. However, the
Higgs mode was obfuscated by multiple Andreev reflec-
tions appearing at the same voltage in the DC current-
voltage characteristics. We investigate instead the AC
Josephson response, finding that the interplay of varying
condensate phases and amplitudes generates a strong cur-
rent at frequency 2ωJ . Remarkably, it can supercede the
typical ωJ current when the leads’ equilibrium gaps differ
significantly, constituting a clear indication of Higgs os-
cillations in time-reversal symmetric Josephson junctions
featuring single-band s-wave SCs [41–53].
Phenomenology.– For an intuitive picture, we start

with the phenomenological zero-temperature effective
field theory of the superconducting OP [13, 14, 19, 54–
59]. On expanding about the equilibrium OP values,
∆L/R = ∆0,L/R + δ∆L/R, the Gaussian Lagrangian den-
sity is given by L =

∑
j=L,R Lj + LJ , where,

Lj =(∂tδ∆j)
2 − ϑ2(∂xδ∆j)

2 − ω2
H,jδ∆

2
j ,

LJ =− 2J∆L∆R cos(ωJ t).
(1)

Here, ∆L/R ∈ ℜ are the OPs in the left/right leads, ϑ ∼
Fermi velocity, and J ∼ T 2 where T parametrises the
coupling across the junction. We use a gauge where
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the gaps are real, and the Josephson phase accounts
for the voltage-dependent condensate phases. Particle-
hole symmetry [13, 14, 60, 61] dictates the dynamical
term (∂tδ∆)2. The Higgs mass ωH,L/R = 2∆0,L/R [13,
14, 54] results from microscopic calculations. The non-
equilibrium OP corrections δ∆L/R satisfy∫∫

t′,x′

[
χ−1
∆∆,L s′ϕ,L
s′ϕ,R χ−1

∆∆,R

]
(t,t′;x,x′)

[
δ∆L

δ∆R

]
(t′;x′)

=

[
sϕ,L
sϕ,R

]
(t;x)

(2)

with χ−1
∆∆,L/R = (∂2

t + ω2
H,L/R − ϑ2∂2

x)δ(t− t′)δ(x− x′),

sϕ,L/R = −J∆0,R/L cos(ωJ t)δ(x), and s′ϕ,L/R =

J cos(ωJ t)δ(t − t′)δ(x). Eq. (2) resembles driven
coupled oscillators. The source term sϕ encapsu-
lates the energy emitted by tunneling pairs. Thus,
it oscillates at ωJ . The cross terms s′ϕ describe
the coupling between the oscillating OPs, which are
driven by the junction field with s′ϕ oscillating at
ωJ . At leading order in J , neglecting the cross-

coupling, δ∆
(J)
L/R(t) =

∫ t

−∞ dt′χ∆∆,L/R(t, t
′)sϕ,L/R(t

′).

An explicit calculation for ωJ < ωH,L/R re-
veals δ∆L/R(t, x) = (−J/2) cos(ωJ t)|ω2

J −
ω2
H,L/R|

−1/2 exp(−|ω2
J − ω2

H,L/R|
1/2|x|/ϑ2), deriving

its resonant enhancement from the Higgs pole in
χ∆∆,L/R(ωJ , q) = 1/(−ω2

j +ω2
H,L/R+ϑ2q2). Within this

simple model, the junction current may be approximated
as I ∼ J∆L(t)∆R(t) sin(ωJ t). Note that it is sensitive
to the time-dependence of the OP phases, as well as the
amplitudes.

We discover that, for ∆0,L ̸= ∆0,R, the Higgs oscilla-
tions in the OP manifest as a Josephson current with an
enhanced 2ωJ component, which may even dominate the
usual ωJ component. Considering ∆0,L < ∆0,R with-
out loss of generality, as the voltage is increased and
ωJ approaches ωH,L, δ∆L is Higgs-enhanced while the
non-resonant δ∆R is small. In this regime, where ∆L =
∆0,L + δ∆L and ∆R ≈ ∆0,R, we find a 2ωJ component
in the current I2ωJ

bearing the amplitude I2ωJ
= IωJ

fH ,
where IωJ

= J∆0,L∆0,R is the amplitude of the usual
ωJ component, and fH = −(J/2)(∆0,R/∆0,L)|ω2

H,L −
ω2
J |−0.5 reflects the Higgs enhancement. At resonance,

I2ωJ
is bounded only by the Higgs lifetime.

For equal equilibrium gaps ∆0,L = ∆0,R = ∆0, in-
stead, both OPs reveal Higgs oscillations with δ∆L =
δ∆R. A similar analysis shows in this case that while
I2ωJ

= −J2∆2
0|ω2

H − ω2
J |−0.5, even IωJ

= J∆2
0(1 +

(J2/16)|ω2
H − ω2

J |−1) is Higgs enhanced, where ωH =
2∆0. This precludes a dominant 2ωJ current.
Finally, despite the simplicity and intuitiveness of

Eq. (1) with the Josephson term [14], LJ ∼
∆L(t)∆R(t) cos(ϕ = ωJ t), which can in fact be motivated
from microscopic calculations (detailed in [62]), it is nev-
ertheless an equilibrium formulation, applicable only ap-
proximately for tunnel junctions for sub-gap voltages, in

the absence of dissipative quasiparticle tunneling [67–69].
In the present scenario, where the OP oscillates at the
same time scale as ϕ, it is imperative to account for the
proper retarded dynamics [66, 67, 70, 71]. Furthermore,
the phenomenological model is unable to account for the
decay of the Higgs mode into the quasiparticle contin-
uum [12], which is required for an accurate description of
the regime with ωJ ≳ ωH,L/R. The microscopic Keldysh
approach employed in the remainder of the article is ca-
pable of handling these limitations.

Model.– We consider s-wave BCS superconducting
Hamiltonians with attractive contact interaction [72–
75]. Assuming specular tunneling and thus homogeneity
(uniform OP) along the direction(s) transverse to cur-
rent transport, we consider a single-channel Josephson
junction, with leads j = L/R(left/right) having N1,L/R

sites, connected to infinite superconducting reservoirs.
Our conclusions remain unchanged on considering multi-
channel systems with a finite width [62, 76]. The mean-
field action is S = SL + SR + ST , where,

SL/R =
∑

j∈L/R,σ

∫
t

(
− ζc†j+1σcjσ − ζc†jσcj+1σ

)
+
(
∆j(t)c

†
jσc

†
jσ′ +∆∗

j (t)cjσ′cjσ
)
+

|∆j(t)|2

g
,

(3)

and

ST =
∑
σ

∫
t

−T
(
ei

ϕ(t)
2 c†LN1,LσcR1σ+e−i

ϕ(t)
2 c†R1σcLN1,Lσ

)
.

(4)
Here, ζ is the hopping amplitude (bandwidth = 4ζ),
g > 0 is the BCS attractive interaction, T is the junc-
tion coupling which is independent of energy for voltages
∼ ∆ [77], and ϕ(t) =

∫ t

−∞ dτ2eV (τ) (second Josephson
relation). We use a gauge which shifts the voltage into
the junction coupling [78]. We assume that in the ini-
tial gauge the phase of the OP remains spatially uniform
inside the leads, resulting in real values of ∆(t) follow-
ing the gauge transformation. This typically holds when
electric fields are restricted to the barrier region [79–82].

We use the Keldysh-Gorkov framework for a self-
consistent solution to the OP [83–89]. With the lesser
Green’s function G< given by [83, 90–95],

G< = GrΣ<Ga, (5)

the non-equilibrium gap equation reads,

∆j(t) = igF<
j,j(t, t), (6)

where F< is the anomalous component of G<.

Owing to the time-periodicity of Eq. (3) for DC volt-
age, we solve the Keldysh-Gorkov equations (5) and (6)
by the Floquet technique [96–101]. The two-time Green’s
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FIG. 2. Numerically obtained results for varying ∆0,L, with constant ∆0,R. We consider µ = 0, T = 0.4ζ (normal state
transparency ≈ 0.48 [78]), Γ = 0.075ζ, and eV = 0.2ζ. ξsc,R = 4ζ/(π∆0,R) is the SC coherence length of the right SC
(remains unchanged). x < (>)0 denotes the left(right) lead. (a) Equilibrium gap ∆0. (b) ∆2 (frequency ωJ = 2(eV ))
spatially decaying over a length ∼ ξsc,L. (c) Floquet components of the OP at the site immediately neighbouring the junction
in the left lead (x = N1,L). Recall, ∆m=0 = ∆0, and ∆m ̸=0 = (1/T )

∫
(dω/(2π))eimΩtδ∆(t). With decreasing ∆0,L/∆0,R,

∆2 (frequency ωJ = 2(eV )) becomes relatively stronger than ∆0. (d) Floquet components of the current (arbitrary units).
With decreasing ∆0,L/∆0,R the second-harmonic I4 (frequency 2ωJ = 4(eV )) strengthens, eventually dominating the usual I2
(frequency ωJ = 2(eV )). (e) Current (blue) with and (red) without Higgs oscillations for ∆0,L/∆0,R = 0.052. We force δ∆ = 0
in the latter. I4 is larger than I2 only with Higgs oscillations. (f) Amplitude of I4 (frequency 2ωJ = 4(eV )) with varying voltage
and ∆0,L, peaked at eV ≈ ∆0,L. The slight deviation from eV = ∆0,L likely stems from the enhancement of the equilibrium
gap near the junction from its bulk value ∆0,L (see panel (a)).

functions are expanded as

Gab(t, t
′) =

∑
m,n

∫ Ω

0

dω

2π
ei(ω+nΩ)t′−i(ω+mΩ)tGmn,ab(ω),

(7)
where Ω = 2π/T = eV is the fundamental Floquet fre-
quency, the indices a, b denote the combined Nambu and
spatial indices, and Gmn,ab(ω + lΩ) = G(m+l)(n+l)(ω).
The (Keldysh) Dyson equations become Gmn,ab(ω) =
gmn,ab(ω) +

∑
l,l′ gml,ac(ω)Σll′,cd(ω)Gl′n,db(ω), where

gmn,ab(ω) = gab(ω + mΩ)δmn is defined in the absence
of tunneling. Following standard procedure [102],
we partition the system into two leads connected at
the Josephson junction which we treat exactly, and
two spatially homogeneous semi-infinite reservoirs
attached to the far-ends of the leads. The self-energy
consists of four terms: (i) tunneling self energy

Σ
r/a
T,RL,m−n = Σ

r/a∗
T,LR,n−m = −[Vm−nτ+ − V ∗

−m+nτ−],

where Vm−n = (1/T )
∫
(dω/(2π))ei(m−n)ΩtT e−iϕ(t)/2,

and τ± = (τ0 ± τ3)/2 with τµ denoting the Pauli

matrices in Nambu space, (ii) OP self energy,

Σ
r/a
δ∆,m−n,ab = [∆m−nτ+ + ∆∗

n−mτ−] for m ̸= n,

where ∆m−n ̸=0 = (1/T )
∫
(dω/(2π))ei(m−n)Ωtδ∆(t),

(iii) reservoir self-energy, Σ
r/a/<
res.L,m−n,ab =

ζ2τ3gL,m−nτ3δa,L1/RN1,R
δb,L1/RN1,R

, where L1/RN1,R

denote the lead sites immediately neighbouring the
reservoir and gL is the boundary Green’s func-

tion [102], (iv) broadening self-energy Σ
r/a
Γ = ±iΓ/2

and Σ<
Γ = −iΓf(ω), where f(ω) is the Fermi function.

It aids numerical convergence, and accounts for the
lifetime arising from, e.g., relaxation to the quasiparticle
continuum, electron-phonon interaction, etc [71]. Fol-
lowing this prescription, the Floquet components of the
current are obtained as [71, 78, 98, 101],

In =
∑
l,m

e

∫ Ω

0

dω

2π
Tr
[
τ3ΣT,LR,m+n−lG

<
R1LN1,lm

(ω)

− (L ↔ R)
]
.

(8)

Results.– The numerical solution to Eqs. (5) and (6)
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is presented in Fig. 2. In Fig. 2 (a-c), for a given tunnel
amplitude, we show that as the asymmetry in the equilib-
rium gaps increases, the OP oscillations at frequency ωJ

in the lead with the smaller gap intensify near the junc-
tion, exceeding its equilibrium value. This occurs as the
electrons previously forming static equilibrium gaps now
contribute to the Higgs-oscillating pairs. Consequently,
the second harmonic current at frequency 2ωJ grows, as
shown in Fig. 2(d). Eventually, for sufficiently small
∆0,L/∆0,R we obtain a transition when the 2ωJ compo-
nent starts dominating the usual ωJ component. Note
that the strength of the 2ωJ current is in direct corre-
spondence with the Higgs resonance eV = ∆0,L, as re-
vealed by Fig. 2 (f). We emphasise that the 2ωJ current
does not dominate in conventional single-band SCs with
time-constant gaps [41–53]. This is corroborated by our
numerical calculation in Fig. 2(e) where we compare the
currents with and without the Higgs modulation δ∆L/R,
while leaving ∆0,L/R unchanged. Lastly, for a given set
of equilibrium gaps, the OP oscillations and the 2ωJ cur-
rent grow with increasing junction coupling T [62].
Complementing the phenomenological analysis, we

motivate the numerical results with a microscopic per-
turbation theory. Starting with the bulk equilibrium
gap ∆0, we write ∆(t, x) = ∆0 + δ∆(t, x) for each lead.
The corresponding self-energy is Σδ∆(t, x) = δ∆(t, x)τx.
The tunneling self energy is ΣT,LR(t) = Σ∗

T,RL(t) =
(−T )τz exp(−iϕ(t)τz/2). Using the Dyson equation, we
obtain up to O(T 3), G<

L/R = g<L/R+
∑

j=1,2,3 δ(G
<
L/R)

(j).

Here, δ(G<
L/R)

(1) has one instance of Σδ∆, and accounts

for the intrinsic dynamics of the pairs. It defines the
Higgs susceptibility. δ(G<

L/R)
(2) has two instances of ΣT ,

and describes the effect of the radiating pairs tunneling
across the junction. Finally, δ(G<

L/R)
(3) has one instance

of Σδ∆ and two instances of ΣT . It captures the cross-
coupling between the OP oscillations of the two leads me-
diated by the tunneling pairs. As detailed in the SM [62],
this expansion for G<, along with Eq. (6), yields the mi-
croscopic version of the driven coupled oscillator model
stated in Eq. (2) with susceptibility and sources given
by

χ−1
∆∆,α(r, r

′) =
δ(r − r′)

g
+

ℑtr[τ1(gα(r,r′)·τ1·gα(r′,r))<]

2
,

sϕ,α(r) =−

[
ℑtr[τ1(gα(r,r1)·ΣT,αα′ (r1)

·gα′ (r1,r2)·ΣT,α′α(r2)·gα(r2,r))<]

]
2

,

s′ϕ,α(r, r
′) =

[
ℑtr[τ1(gα(r,r1)·ΣT,αα′ (r1)·gα′ (r1,r

′)

·τ1·gα′ (r′,r2)·ΣT,α′α(r2)·gα(r2,r
′))<]

]
2

,

(9)

where α, α′ = L/R denote the leads, r ≡ (t;x), and · de-
notes convolution in space and time with r1,2 integrated
over. Note that ΣT ̸= 0 only at x = 0.

The OP response is governed by χ∆∆(ω, q) =

[(1/g) + (1/2)ℑχ∆∆,0(ω, q) − (i/2)ℜχ∆∆,0(ω, q)]
−1,

where χ∆∆,0(ω, q) =
∫

dω̄
2π

∫
dk̄
2π tr[τ1(gL(ω̄ + ω; k̄ +

q)τ1gL(ω̄; k̄))
<] is the pair correlation. Microscopically,

χ∆∆ describes how tunneling processes and past OP
variations propagate to affect the present OP. The result-
ing dynamics is governed by the singularity of χ∆∆(ω, q)
at the Higgs frequency ωH(q), with ωH(q = 0) = 2∆0.
Both source and cross-coupling terms are second order
in tunneling and oscillate at the Josephson frequency
2eV , as each tunnel process provides energy eV . Hence,
the OP is resonantly excited when the radiated pair
energy 2eV matches ωH . We elaborate on the details in
the SM [62], and show numerically obtained results for
ℜχ−1

∆∆(ω, q) and sϕ, in Fig. 3.

FIG. 3. (a) ζℜχ−1
∆∆(ω, q) = ζ( 1

g
+ 1

2
ℑχ∆∆,0(ω, q)) for a three-

dimensional s-wave SC, showing a dip at the Higgs frequency
ωH(q). We use ζ = 10∆0, µ = 0, Γ = 0.1∆0, and ξsc =
4ζ/(π∆0) is the coherence length. (b) sϕ/(T /∆2

0,L) for ζ =
10∆0,L, µ = 0, Γ = 0.25∆0,L and ∆0,R = 5∆0,L. It oscillates
at ωJ , and decays into the lead (x > 0) over a few ξsc,L.

Discussion.– We propose the excitation and detection
of the Higgs mode in SCs using the AC Josephson ef-
fect without external irradiation. In asymmetric junc-
tions [103–108] having sufficiently different equilibrium
gaps, which may be tuned experimentally [108, 109],
along with high transparency, the second Josephson har-
monic oscillating at twice the usual AC Josephson fre-
quency dominates the current. As such, it may be
readily observed, for instance, in the Josephson radia-
tion [110–112]. Ideally, we seek wide specular junctions to
ensure that all transport channels/subbands experience
the Higgs resonance effects [34], along with an atomi-
cally thin barrier and low environmental electromagnetic
absorption [110, 112] at frequencies comparable to the
smaller superconducting gap to ensure maximal Higgs
excitation. Remarkably, our results are robust to the
presence of Dynes broadening, for which we have used
values as large as Γ/∆0 ∼ 0.15, while typical experimen-
tally relevant values are Γ/∆0 ∼ 10−3 − 10−1 [113, 114].
Furthermore, recent studies have shown that weak para-
magnetic impurities (scattering rate 1/τp ≪ ∆0) can
push the Higgs mode below the quasipaticle contin-
uum [89, 115], thereby suppressing its decay and en-
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hancing its signatures. Several experiments [116–119]
have already reported a disproportionately large sec-
ond harmonic Josephson current, while pointing at non-
equilibrium dynamics.
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Supplemental Material: AC Josephson Signatures of the Superconducting
Higgs/Amplitude Mode

In this Supplemental Material, we present: (S1) A perturbative analysis deriving the Higgs susceptibility and
source term, and establishing the qualitative equivalence between the microscopic Keldysh model which we use for
our numerical calculations and the simple toy model in the introduction of the main text. (S2) Additional numerical
results to show the effect of varying junction coupling, bandwidth, and device width/transverse modes.
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S1. PERTURBATIVE ANALYSIS

A. Dyson equation for G<

(δG<
L )

(1) = (gL · Σδ∆L
· gL)< =

(
grL · Σδ∆L

· g<L + g<L · Σδ∆L
· gaL
)
,

(δG<
L )

(2) = (gL · ΣT,LR · gR · ΣT,RL · gL)< =
∑

l1..3={<aa,
r<a, rr<}

gl1L · ΣT,LR · gl2R · ΣT,RL · gl3L ,

(δG<
L )

(3) = (gL · ΣT,LR · gR · Σδ∆R
· gR · ΣT,RL · gL)< =

∑
m1..4=

{<aaa, r<aa,
rr<a, rrr<}

gm1

L · ΣT,LR · gm2

R · Σδ∆R
· gm3

R · ΣT,RL · gm3

L ,

(S1)

where the lowercase letter denotes the bare Green’s functions, and the products are convolutions in space and time.
The second equality in each line follows from the Langreth rules.

B. Coupled oscillator correspondence

From Eq. (6), ∆j(t) = igF<
j,j(t, t), we collect the first three leading terms in T ,

∆0,L(t, x) + δ∆L(t, x) =ℜ ig

2
tr[τ1G

<
L (t, t;x, x)] = ℜ ig

2
tr[τ1g

<
L (t, t;x, x)]︸ ︷︷ ︸

=∆0,L

+ℜ ig

2
tr[τ1δG

<
L (t, t;x, x)]

=⇒ 1

g
δ∆L(t, x) =ℜ i

2
tr[τ1(gL · Σδ∆L

· gL)<(t, t;x, x)] + ℜ i

2
tr[τ1(gL · ΣT,LR · gR · ΣT,RL · gL)<(t, t;x, x)]

+ ℜ i

2
tr[τ1(gL · ΣT,LR · gR · Σδ∆R

· gR · ΣT,RL · gL)<(t, t;x, x)]. (Using Eq. (S1)) (S2)

Note that by considering Σδ∆ = δ∆τ1 we assume a real gap as mentioned in the main text. On rearranging, we
recover Eq. (2) with the microscopic version of susceptibility and sources given by Eq. (9). In the following section,
we obtain the expression for χ and elaborate on its essential features. We also obtain the behaviour of sϕ, which is
plotted numerically in the main text. Their features qualitatively match those obtained from the phenomenological
coupled-oscillator model in the section “Phenomenology” in the main text, thereby establishing the correspondence.

C. Non-equilibrium order parameter

Here we obtain the perturbative expression for the non-equilibrium variation in the OP. Considering a two-
dimensional system (planar-junction) and assuming specular tunneling, starting with the equation for the non-
equilibrium gap Eq. (2) and neglecting the cross-terms, we have,

δ∆L

(
t; {x, y}

)
g

= −1

2
ℑ
∫
t1

∑
x1,y1

tr
[
τ1gL(t, t1; {x, y}, {x1, y1})τ1gL(t1, t; {x1, y1}, {x, y})

]<
δ∆
(
t1; {x1, y1}

)
− 1

2
ℑ
∫∫

t1,t2

∑
y1,y2

tr
[
τ1gL

(
t, t1; {x, y}, {0, y1}

)
ΣT,LR(t1)gR

(
t1, t2; {0, y1}, {0, y2}

)
ΣT ;RL(t2)gL

(
t2, t; {0, y2}, {x, y}

)]<
.

(S3)
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On Fourier transforming,∑
q

NxNy

∫
dω

(2π)

δ∆L(ω;q)

g
e−iωt+iq·r = −1

2
ℑ
∑

q,k2

(NxNy)2

∫
dω

(2π)

dω2

(2π)
tr
[
τ1gL(ω2 + ω;k2 + q)τ1gL(ω2;k2)

]<
δ∆(ω;q)e−iωt+iq·r

− 1

2
ℑ

∑
k1,x,k2,x,
k3,x,k3,y

N3
xNy

∫
dΩ1dΩ2dω3

(2π)3
tr
[
τ1gL(ω3 +Ω1 +Ω2; k1,x, k3,y)ΣT,LR(Ω1)gR(ω3 +Ω2; k2,x, k3,y)ΣT ;RL(Ω2)gL(ω3; k3,x, k3,y)

]<
e−i(Ω1+Ω2)t+i(k1,x−k3,x)x+ik3,yy, (S4)

where we have considered specular tunneling, and ΣT,LR/RL(Ω) = −T
[
δ(Ω∓ eV ) 0

0 −δ(Ω± eV )

]
.

Assuming transverse homogeneity, i.e., only the qy = 0 component of the OP is non-zero, we obtain,

δ∆(ω; qx, 0) =χ∆∆,L(ω; qx, 0)
sϕ,L(ω; qx, 0)− s∗ϕ,L(−ω;−qx, 0)

2i
, (S5)

where

χ∆∆,L(ω; qx, 0) =
1

1
g + 1

2ℑ
∑

k2

(NxNy)

∫
dω2

(2π)tr
[
τ1gL(ω2 + ω;k2 + qx)τ1gL(ω2;k2)

]< , (S6)

and

sϕ,L(ω; qx, 0) =− 1

2

∑
k2,x,k3,x

N2
x

∫
dΩ2dω3

(2π)2
tr
[
τ1gL(ω3 + ω; k3,x + qx, 0)ΣT,LR(ω − Ω2)gR(ω3 +Ω2; k2,x, 0)ΣT ;RL(Ω2)

gL(ω3; k3,x, 0)
]<

. (S7)

Later, we convert the momentum sums
∑

kx

Nx
→
∫

dkx

2π , where kx is the dimensionless product of the wavevector and
the lattice constant. The source term in the numerator generates oscillations at ωJ (along with a DC renormalisation
near the junction), with the magnitude of the OP governed by the singularities (corresponding to the Higgs mode
in our case) of the susceptibility in the denominator. We show in the section on susceptibility that at the Higgs
resonance, χ∆∆ ∼

√
∆0,L/Γ, thus showing that δ∆L ∼

√
∆0,L/Γ at the Higgs resonance. Thus, the Higgs-enhanced

2ωJ AC Josephson effect can be made arbitrarily strong with decreasing Γ.

D. Susceptibility

Here we look at the susceptibility which governs the magnitude of the OP response for any given frequency and
wavevector. The susceptibility is written as,

χ∆∆(ω, qx) =
1

1
g + 1

2

χ∆∆,0(ω,qx)−χ∗
∆∆,0(−ω,−qx)

2i

=
1

1
g + 1

2ℑχ∆∆,0(ω, qx)− i
2ℜχ∆∆,0(ω, qx)

, (S8)

χ∆∆,0(ω, qx) =

∫
dω̄

2π

∫
dk

(2π)2
tr[τ1(gL(ω̄ + ω;k+ qx)τ1gL(ω̄;k)))

<]. (S9)

In the second equality of Eq. (S8), we need to substitute the BCS coupling constant g by obtaining its value from
the zero-temperature equilibrium gap equation,

∆0 =ℜ ig

2
tr[τ1g

<
L (t, t;x, x)] = ℜig

∫
dω

2π

dk

(2π)2
i
tr[τ1(−2ℑgr)]

2︸ ︷︷ ︸
As(ω,k)

f(ω). (S10)

where k = |k|. Using the retarded Green’s function,

gr(ω, k) =

∫
dω′

2π

A(ω′, k)

ω − ω′ + iΓ
, g<(ω, k) = −(gr(ω, k)− ga(ω, k))f(ω), (S11)

A(ω, k) =2π

[
u2
kδ(ω − Ek) + v2kδ(ω + Ek) ukvkδ(ω − Ek)− ukvkδ(ω + Ek)

ukvkδ(ω − Ek)− ukvkδ(ω + Ek) v2kδ(ω − Ek) + u2
kδ(ω + Ek)

]
,

(
uk(vk) =

√
1
2 + (−) ξk

2Ek

Ek =
√

ξ2k +∆2
0

)
,

(S12)
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where ξk = ϵk − µ = −2ζ cos(k)− µ. Thus, we obtain,

1

g
=
ν

2

∫ 0

−∞
dξ

1√
∆2

0 + ξ2

2 tan−1
(√∆2

0+ξ2

Γ

)
2π

, (S13)

where we have used the wideband limit with a constant density of states ν at the Fermi level.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

FIG. S1. Pair susceptibility in a system with ζ = 20∆0, µ = 0 (half-filled). (a,b) show χ∆∆,0(ω, q) as a function of frequency
ω for q = 0, for varying Γ. The q = 0 Higgs mode occurs at ω/(2∆0) = ±1. (c,d) show the full susceptibility χ∆∆(ω, q = 0),
for varying Γ. The singularity in χ∆∆ at ω = ±2∆0 gets stronger with decreasing Γ. (e-f) show the full susceptibility
χ∆∆(ω, q = ξ/vF ) for Γ/∆0 = 0.1, revealing the Higgs dispersion. We state q in terms of the single-particle dispersion ξ = vF q,
linearised near the Fermi energy with the Fermi velocity vF .

In the expression for χ∆∆,0, the lesser component of the product of Green’s functions is obtained using the Langreth
rules, as performed previously for δG. χ∆∆,0 is shown in Fig. S1(a-b), revealing the Higgs mode dispersion. Its q = 0
expression can be analytically derived. We define θ as the angle between the internally-summed wavevector k and

the external q, Ek =
√
ξ2k +∆2

0 :=
√

ξ2 +∆2
0 where ξ = ξk = vF (k − kF ) with k = |k|, and Ek+qx =

√
ξ2k+qx

+∆2
0 ≈√

(ξ + vF qxx)2 +∆2
0 where x = cos(θ). Here we expect the dominant contribution to come from qx ≪ kF and k ∼ kF ,

with kF ≈ 2ζ/vF being the Fermi wavevector. Hence we approximate the otherwise energy-dependent density of states
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with its value at the Fermi level. Thus, we get

χ∆∆,0(ω, qx) = ν

∫ ∞

0

dξ

∫ 1

−1

dx

∫ ∞

−∞

dΩ

2π
(2iΓ)[

u′2
k u

2
k

(Ω + ω − E′
k + iΓ)((Ω + Ek)2 + Γ2)

+
v′2k v2k

(Ω + ω − E′
k + iΓ)((Ω + Ek)2 + Γ2)

− 2u′
kv

′
kukvk

(Ω + ω − E′
k + iΓ)((Ω + Ek)2 + Γ2)

+
v′2k u2

k

(Ω + ω + E′
k + iΓ)((Ω + Ek)2 + Γ2)

+
u′2
k v

2
k

(Ω + ω + E′
k + iΓ)((Ω + Ek)2 + Γ2)

+
2u′

kv
′
kukvk

(Ω + ω + E′
k + iΓ)((Ω + Ek)2 + Γ2)

+
v′2k v2k

((Ω + ω + E′
k)

2 + Γ2)(Ω− Ek − iΓ)
+

u′2
k u

2
k

((Ω + ω + E′
k)

2 + Γ2)(Ω− Ek − iΓ)
− 2u′

kv
′
kukvk

((Ω + ω + E′
k)

2 + Γ2)(Ω− Ek − iΓ)

+
v′2k u2

k

((Ω + ω + E′
k)

2 + Γ2)(Ω + Ek − iΓ)
+

u′2
k v

2
k

((Ω + ω + E′
k)

2 + Γ2)(Ω + Ek − iΓ)
+

2u′
kv

′
kukvk

((Ω + ω + E′
k)

2 + Γ2)(Ω + Ek − iΓ)

]
.

(S14)

where E′
k = E|k+qx| and u′

k(v
′
k) = u|k+qx|(v|k+qx|). Note that χ∆∆ depends only on the magnitude of qx in isotropic

s-wave SCs, which is what we consider in this work. On performing the integral over ω, we obtain

χ∆∆,0(ω, qx) = ν

∫ ∞

0

dξ

∫ 1

−1

dx

∫ ∞

−∞
i

[
u′2
k u

2
k

(ω − Ek − E′
k + i2Γ)

+
v′2k v2k

(ω − Ek − E′
k + i2Γ)

− 2u′
kv

′
kukvk

(ω − Ek − E′
k + i2Γ)

+
v′2k u2

k

(ω − Ek + E′
k + i2Γ)

+
u′2
k v

2
k

(ω − Ek + E′
k + i2Γ)

+
2u′

kv
′
kukvk

(ω − Ek + E′
k + i2Γ)

+
v′2k v2k

(−ω − Ek − E′
k − i2Γ)

+
u′2
k u

2
k

(−ω − Ek − E′
k − i2Γ)

− 2u′
kv

′
kukvk

(−ω − Ek − E′
k − i2Γ)

+
v′2k u2

k

(−ω + Ek − E′
k − i2Γ)

+
u′2
k v

2
k

(−ω + Ek − E′
k − i2Γ)

+
2u′

kv
′
kukvk

(−ω + Ek − E′
k − i2Γ)

]
(S15)

For qx = 0, there exists a compact analytical expression,

χ∆∆,0(ω, qx = 0) =iν

∫ ∞

0

dξ

∫ 1

−1

dx
4ξ2√

ξ2 +∆2
0((ω + i2Γ)2 − 4ξ2 − 4∆2

0)

=− i
2

g
+ i2ν

tanh−1

(√
1 + 1(

ω
2∆0

)2
−1+i

(
ω

2∆0

)(
Γ

∆0

)
)

√
1 + 1(

ω
2∆0

)2
−1+i

(
ω

2∆0

)(
Γ

∆0

) . (S16)

The first term is i(2/g), which is evident from Eq. (S13). It eventually cancels the logarithmic UV divergence in the
denominator of χ∆∆. ℜχ∆∆,0(ω, q = 0), which governs the lifetime of the Higgs mode (see Eq. (S8)), is bounded. It
is exponentially small for |Ω| < 2∆0 and satisfies ℜχ∆∆,0(ω ≫ 2∆0, q = 0) = ν(π/2) and ℜχ∆∆,0(ω ≪ −2∆0, q =
0) = −ν(π/2). (1/2)ℑχ∆∆,0(ω, q = 0) + (1/g) shows a dip at ω = ±2∆0, touching zero for Γ/∆0 → 0.

χ∆∆,0(ω = 2∆0, qx = 0) ≈i

(
− 2

g
+ ν

π

2

√
Γ

∆0

)
+

(
ν
π

2

√
2Γ

∆0
− 4ν

Γ

∆0

)
. (S17)

Hence, from Eqs. (S8), (S17), and (S13), χ∆∆ derives its singular enhancement from that of χ∆∆,0 at the Higgs
resonance,

χ∆∆(ω = 2∆0, qx = 0) ≈ 1

ν π
4

√
Γ
∆0

− i
(
ν π

4

√
Γ
∆0

− 2ν Γ
∆0

) (S18)
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E. Source

Considering a two-dimensional system (planar junction), from Eq. (9), the expression for the source sϕ in time and
space domain is given by,

sϕ
(
t; {x, y}

)
= −1

2
ℑ
∫∫

t1,t2

∑
y1,y2

tr
[
τ1gL

(
t, t1; {x, y}, {0, y1}

)
ΣT,LR(t1)gR

(
t1, t2; {0, y1}, {0, y2}

)
ΣT ;RL(t2)gL

(
t2, t; {0, y2}, {x, y}

)]<
.

(S19)

On Fourier transforming, denoting Nx,y the number of sites along the x, y directions,

sϕ
(
t; {x, y}

)
=− 1

2
ℑ

∑
k1,x,k2,x,
k3,x,k3,y

N3
xNy

∫
dΩ1dΩ2dω3

(2π)3
tr
[
τ1gL(ω3 +Ω1 +Ω2; k1,x, k3,y)ΣT,LR(Ω1)gR(ω3 +Ω2; k2,x, k3,y)

ΣT ;RL(Ω2)gL(ω3; k3,x, k3,y)
]
e−i(Ω1+Ω2)t+i(k1,x−k3,x)x+ik3,yy,

(S20)

=⇒ sϕ(ω; qx, 0) =− 1

2

∑
k2,x,k3,x

N2
x

∫
dΩ2dω3

(2π)2
tr
[
τ1gL(ω3 + ω; k3,x + qx, 0)ΣT,LR(ω − Ω2)gR(ω3 +Ω2; k2,x, 0)ΣT ;RL(Ω2)

gL(ω3; k3,x, 0)
]
. (S21)

The tunneling self energy ΣT,LR/RL(Ω) = −T
[
δ(Ω∓ eV ) 0

0 −δ(Ω± eV )

]
is dimensionless. Due to this form for

ΣT,LR/RL(Ω), sϕ only has terms which oscillate with frequency ±ωJ = ±2eV and a DC term. Note that this DC
component is neglected in the phenomenological model in the introduction of the main text.

F. Current

Here we derive the leading order change in the current due to the Higgs oscillations of the OP.

I(t) =− 2eℜ Tr[τ3Σ
T
LR (gRΣ

T
RLgL)

<︸ ︷︷ ︸
(δG<

R,L)(1)

(t, t)] = −2eh0(t), (S22)

where

h0(t) =ℜ
∫

dt1tr
[
τ3Σ

T
LR(t)

(
gR(t− t1, 0− 0)ΣT

RL(t1)gL(t1 − t, 0− 0)
)<]

. (S23)

In order to align with the simple approximation employed in the introduction of the main text, we have to consider
the “adiabatic” approximation [S3] wherein the time-correlators are forced to be local. For a subgap (eV < 2∆) DC
voltage bias with ϕ(t) = 2eV t, this yields [S3],

I =J1∆0,R∆0,L sin(2eV t) + J2∆0,R∆0,L cos(2eV t). (S24)

Note the cosine term, which is typically omitted in the simple version as it is typically not relevant for eV < 2∆, and
it doesn’t change our conclusions.

The change in the current due to the Higgs oscillations is subsequently obtained as,

δI(t) =− 2eℜ Tr[τ3Σ
T
LR (gRΣ

T
RLgLΣδ∆L

gL)
<︸ ︷︷ ︸

(δG<
R,L)(2)

(t, t)] = −2e

∫ t

−∞
dt′h(t, t′;x′)δ∆L(t

′, x′), (S25)

where,

h(t, t′;x′) =
∂h0(t)

∂∆L(t′, x′)

∣∣∣∣
∆L(t′,x′)=∆0,L

(S26)

=ℜ
∫

dt1tr
[
τ3Σ

T
LR(t)

(
gR(t− t1, 0− 0)ΣT

RL(t1)gL(t1 − t′, 0− x′)τ1gL(t
′ − t, x′ − 0)

)<]
. (S27)
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The function h inherits the spatio-temporal decay from the Green’s functions. That is, as a function of t − t′, it
decays over a time-scale governed by 1/Γ, whereas as a function of x′, it decays over a length-scale governed by ξsc,L,
the superconducting coherence of the left lead. Physically speaking, the current at the junction depends on the OP
variation δ∆(t′;x′) in the region of space-time limited by these.

Within the adiabatic approximation, using the derivative form specified above and assuming that δ∆ is peaked
near the junction, we find

δI ∼J1∆0,Rδ∆L sin(2eV t) + J2∆0,Rδ∆L cos(2eV t), (S28)

which is the expression employed in the introduction. The cosine term is neglected in the main text for reasons
mentioned above.

S2. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

A. Varying junction coupling

As mentioned in the main text, the signatures of the Higgs resonance, δ∆ oscillating at frequency ωJ and the
consequent 2ωJ AC Josephson current, get stronger with increasing T . Consequently, for larger values of T , we can
obtain a dominant 2ωJ current with smaller equilibrium gap asymmetry. For large values of T , such as between
0.3ζ − 0.4ζ in Fig. S2, we see that the ωJ current decreases in magnitude while the 2ωJ current grows. This arises
as the equilibrium DC gap is depleted near the junction, with the electrons now increasingly participating in forming
the Higgs-oscillating pairs.

(a) (b)

FIG. S2. Numerically obtained results for varying T , while keeping ∆0,L/R constant. We consider the same parameters as Fig.
2, but with ∆0,L/∆0,R = 0.052. With increasing T , both (a) ∆2 (frequency ωJ = 2(eV )), and (b) I4 (frequency 2ωJ = 4(eV ))
strengthen. In (b), we find that for T /ζ = 0.4 (normal state transparency ≈ 0.48 [S4]), the 2ωJ current I4 is larger than the
usual ωJ current I2.

B. Varying hopping/bandwidth

Here we present results with varying ζ (bandwidth = 4ζ), keeping the equilibrium gap ∆0,L/R unchanged. We
ensure that the junction transparency remains constant which amounts to fixing T /ζ [S4]. To understand this, we
first consider the current flowing between two normal metallic leads [S5],

I =
2e

ℏ

∫ ∞

−∞
dωT(ω, V )[f(ω − eV )− f(ω)]

Zero temperature−−−−−−−−−−−→ 2e

ℏ

∫ eV

0

dωT(ω, V ), (S29)

T(ω, V ) ≈
4
(T
ζ

)2(
1 +

(T
ζ

)2)2 , (S30)

where an approximate result for the transparency T(ω, V ) is presented in the second line, which is valid near the Fermi
level for eV << ζ. To keep the current unchanged with changing bandwidth ζ, one must keep T /ζ constant. Physically
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speaking, the transparency (defined in terms of the internal high energy hopping/bandwidth parameter) is a low-energy
parameter which governs the low-energy transport properties. Furthermore, it constitutes the small/perturbative
parameter for the perturbative expansion of the current. On scaling the tunnel coupling similarly as the hopping
ζ, electrons at the junction perceive the same barrier. Otherwise, we eventually end up in the tunnel limit with
increasing bandwidth. By this scheme for keeping the transparency fixed, we show that the smallness of ∆0/ζ (typical
of conventional superconductors), which does shrink with increasing bandwidth as we keep ∆0 fixed, does not affect
our conclusions qualitatively. Instead, the dominance of the Higgs-induced AC Josephson current depends primarily
on a sufficiently high junction transparency.

We find that with increasing ζ, ∆2 (the component of the OP oscillating at ωJ) becomes stronger, which results
in a larger 2ωJ current. First, we show this analytically by obtaining the scaling of the source and the susceptibility
(derived in the previous section) with varying ζ. We start with the expression for the non-equilibrium OP obtained
in Eq. (S5). Each of the Green’s functions have dimensions ∼ 1/ω, and specifically, they scale as ∼ 1/ζ. That is,
ζgL has the same magnitude regardless of ζ. This is easy to see on realising that the spectral function bears the same
functional shape for BCS superconductors regardless of ζ, and but are spread out over a region of bandwidth ∼ ζ. Also,

δ∆(ω,q) is dimensionless, the BCS coupling g has dimensions ∼ ω, and ΣT,LR/RL(Ω) = −T
[
δ(Ω∓ eV ) 0

0 −δ(Ω± eV )

]
is dimensionless. Thus, both the numerator and denominator in Eq. (S5) have dimensions ∼ 1/ω. We scale all
energies/frequencies (ℏ = 1) by ∆0,L and denote the scaled quantities by tilde. We also define the dimensionless

g̃ = ζg, and ΣT,LR/RL(Ω) = −T (1/∆0,L)

[
δ(Ω̃∓ ẽV ) 0

0 −δ(Ω̃± ẽV )

]
= −T̃ Σ̃T,LR/RL(Ω̃). Also, from the previous

section, the susceptibility χ∆∆,L ∼ 1/ν, where ν ∼ 1/ζ. So, we define χ∆∆,L = ζχ̃∆∆,L where the dimensionless

χ̃∆∆,L ∼
√
Γ/∆0,L at the Higgs resonance. sϕ,L(ω, qx) in the numerator of Eq. (S5) becomes,

sϕ,L(ω, qx) =
T 2

ζ3

(
− 1

2

∑
k2,x,k3,x

∫
dΩ̃2dω̃3

(2π)2
tr
[
τ1g̃L(ω̃3 + ω̃; k3,x + qx, 0)Σ̃T,LR(ω̃ − Ω̃2)g̃R(ω̃3 + Ω̃2; k2,x, 0)Σ̃T ;RL(Ω̃2)

g̃L(ω̃3; k3,x, 0)
]<)

. (S31)

The dimensionless quantity inside the parenthesis scales as (ζ/∆0,L). This may be checked numerically by substi-

tuting the Lehmann representation for the Green’s functions, using
∑

kx
≈ ν

∫ ζ

−ζ
dξ where ν ∼ 1/ζ is the density of

states at the Fermi level (as shown in the section for the susceptibility), and analysing the integral. Hence, using
the scaling of susceptibility obtained above, from Eq. (S5) we find that δ∆L(ω, qx) depends on ζ via the factor
(T /ζ)2(ζ/∆0,L)

√
∆0,L/Γ. Since we fix the normal state transparency for a fair comparison across varying ζ by hold-

ing T /ζ constant, δ∆ increases with ζ. While this result is obtained for two dimensions, it is independent of the
number of dimensions on assuming transverse homogeneity and a constant density of states at the Fermi-level (ν).

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. S3. Numerically obtained results for varying ζ, while keeping ∆0,L/R, eV , and T /ζ = 0.4 (normal state transparency ≈
0.48 [S4]) fixed. We consider the same parameters as Fig. 2. (a) The equilibrium gaps ∆0. We alter the BCS couplings with
ζ suitably to keep the bulk values of ∆0 unchanged. (b) The Floquet components of the non-equilibrium gap of the left lead
∆L,m at the site immediately neighbouring the junction at x = N1,L. (c) The amplitude (arbitrary units) of the ωJ (blue) and
2ωJ (red) components of the current.
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Now, the O(T 2) current (without Higgs) given by Eq. (S23) can be written as,

I(t) =

(
T
ζ

)2

∆0,L

∑
k2,x,k4,x

N2
x

ℜ
∫

dω̃1dω̃3dω̃4

(2π)3
tr
[
τ3Σ̃LR(ω̃1)g̃R(ω̃4 + ω̃3; k2,x, k2,y)Σ̃RL(ω̃3)g̃L(ω̃4; k4,x, k4,y)

]<
e−i(ω1+ω3)t

∼
(
T
ζ

)2

∆0,L (S32)

where we have used the same scaling conventions as above. Since the scaled self-energies are dimensionless Dirac-delta
functions, we only have one integral. On considering a DC voltage bias and expanding the trace to reveal the current
component oscillating at ωJ , we find that the integral is independent of ζ. Hence, the ωJ Josephson current, as
well as the corresponding DC component, scale as (T /ζ)2, which remains unchanged if we fix the transparency, as
explained at the beginning of this section. As shown in Ref. [S2], this dependence on (T /ζ)2 corresponds to 1/RN

where RN ∼ 1/(ν2T 2) is the normal state resistance.
Similarly, the O(T 4) current (with Higgs, δ∆ provides the extra T 2) given by Eq. (S25) is written as,

δI(t) =

(
T
ζ

)2∆2
0,L

ζ

∑
k2,x,k5,x,k6,x

N3
x

ℜ
∫

dω̃1dω̃3dω̃5dω̃6

(2π)4
tr
[
τ3Σ̃LR(ω̃1)g̃R(ω̃3 + ω̃5 + ω̃6; k2,x, 0)Σ̃RL(ω̃3)

g̃L(ω̃5 + ω̃6; k5,x + k6,x, 0)τ1δ∆L(ω̃5, k5,x)g̃L(ω̃6; k6,x)
]<

e−i(ω1+ω3+ω5)t ∼
(
T
ζ

)4

∆0,L

(
ζ

∆0,L

)√
∆0,L

Γ
. (S33)

We found numerically that the integral (discounting the scaling of δ∆) scales as ∼ ζ/∆0,L. Therefore, its strength

relative to the usual Josephson current is obtained as δI/I ∼ (T /ζ)2(ζ/∆0,L)
√
∆0,L/Γ. On fixing the transparency

(T /ζ fixed), the Higgs-enhanced Josephson current is relatively enhanced with respect to the usual Josephson current.
Physically, while the currents depend on the transparency and the applied voltage, for the Higgs-mediated δI there

is an additional dependence on the bandwidth arising from the oscillating OP δ∆. Since the Higgs oscillations occur
microscopically when the pairs coherently dissociate into quasiparticles and recombine, we expect it to depend on
the available quasiparticle states above the superconducting excitation gap. This reflects in the Higgs susceptibility
scaling as ∼ ζ. The source term, at the leading order, must depend on the transparency (T /ζ)2 as it is obtained
solely due to the junction tunneling processes. Since we keep the voltage and equilibrium gaps fixed, we do not expect
any additional dependence on ζ. Thus, we expect that δ∆ depends on the bandwidth as δ∆ ∼ (T /ζ)2ζ. However, on
fixing the transparency for reasons mentioned above, we fix T /ζ, which translates into a linear dependence δ∆ ∼ ζ.
This causes the Higgs-mediated AC Josephson current to dominate.

Our numerical results (single channel model) are presented in Fig. S3. We observe a small downturn/minimum
in the usual ωJ Josephson current, likely arising as the Higgs enhancement δ∆ increases with ζ, which reduces the
equilibrium gap as the corresponding electrons are now participating more and more in forming the Higgs oscillating
pairs instead of static pairs. These effects are not captured by the leading order perturbative analysis.

C. Varying number of transverse modes/sub-bands: Planar specular junctions

In the main text, we consider: (a) junction couplings independent of energy, which is valid for voltages ∼ ∆, (b)
specular tunneling at the junction, and (c) homogeneity along the transverse direction. Neglecting edge effects, these
considerations result in the OP being a function of only the coordinate representing the longitudinal direction parallel
to the current transport. In this case, the system splits into disjoint transverse subbands with different chemical
potentials, given by the subband energies. As such, for computational simplicity, we performed the calculations in
the main text considering only a single-channel model, which is expected to yield qualitatively accurate results. Here
we expand upon this, considering a multi-channel system, thereby accounting for finite transverse dimensions.

In Fig. S4, we present results with varying number of transverse modes Nk, corresponding to varying widths of the
planar junction. We find that with increasing device width, the difference in strengths of the 2ωJ and ωJ Josephson
currents are accentuated, resulting from the contribution from an extensively scaling number of subbands. Crucially,
the order of dominance is not affected, i.e., if the 2ωJ current is stronger in the few-channel/subband limit, then it
remains stronger even on increasing the device width.

Considering a two-dimensional planar junction, for a given number of sites Ny = Nk along the y−direction (per-
pendicular to the longitudinal x−direction), the action splits into a disjoint sum of single-channel subbands,

S =
∑
k

SL,k + SR,k + ST,k, (S34)
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

(g) (h) (i)

FIG. S4. Numerically obtained results for varying number of transverse modes Nk, while keeping the BCS coupling constant
in each lead. We consider the same parameters as Fig. 2, but gL/ζ = 1.35 and gR/ζ = 2.5. With increasing Nk, (a) ∆0 and
(b) ∆m=2 = ∆ωJ oscillating at frequency ωJ = 2(eV ) acquire limiting values for wide planar junctions which do not change
with further increase in Nk. (c) The 2ωJ = 4eV current is larger than the usual ωJ = 2eV current as Nk increases. (d-f) Same
as (a-c), but for gL/ζ = 1.375 (as opposed to 1.35 in (a-c)) and gR/ζ = 2.5. In this case, we find that the usual ωJ current
dominates. The 2ωJ current is at the threshold of dominating. (g-i) Same as (a-c), but for gL/ζ = 1.44 (as opposed to 1.35 in
(a-c)) and gR/ζ = 2.5. In this case, we find that the usual ωJ current dominates.

where

Sj=L/R,k =
∑

j∈L/R,σ

∫
t

(
−2ζ cos(k)c†jσkcjσk

)
+
(
−ζc†j+1σkcjσk−ζc†jσkcj+1σk

)
+
(
∆j(t)c

†
jσkc

†
jσ′k+∆∗

j (t)cjσ′kcjσk
)
+
∆j(t)

2

g
,

(S35)
and

ST,k =
∑
σ

∫
t

−T
(
ei

ϕ(t)
2 c†LN1,LσkcR1σk + e−i

ϕ(t)
2 c†R1σkcLN1,Lσk

)
. (S36)

Here k ∈ {π/(Nk +1), 2π/(Nk +1) . . . Nkπ/(Nk +1)}, which implements Dirichlet conditions at the sites 0, Nk +1,
immediately outside the device consisting of sites 1 through Nk.
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Subsequently, recalling that ∆ depends only on x (∆kx,ky
= Nkδky

∆kx
), we self-consistently solve,

G<
k =Gr

kΣ
<Ga

k

∆jx(t) =
1

Nk
ℜ
∑
k

igF<
jx,jx,k

(t, t).
(S37)

Finally, the current is obtained using Eq. (8) for each subband, which are then summed up [S1].
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