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Superconductors are excellent thermal insulators at low temperature owing to the presence of the
energy gap in their density of states (DOS) [11]. In this context, the superconducting proximity effect
[22] allows to tune the local DOS of a metallic or superconducting wire by controlling the phase bias
(ϕ) imposed across it [33]. As a result, the wire thermal conductance can be tuned over several orders
of magnitude by phase manipulation [11]. Despite strong implications in nanoscale heat management
[44], experimental proofs of phase-driven control of thermal transport in superconducting proximitized
nanostructures are still very limited [55–77]. Here, we report the experimental demonstration of effi-
cient heat current control by phase tuning the superconducting proximity effect. This is achieved by
exploiting the magnetic flux-driven manipulation of the DOS of a quasi one-dimensional aluminum
nanowire forming a weak-link embedded in a superconducting ring [55, 88]. Our thermal supercon-
ducting quantum interference transistor (T-SQUIPT) shows temperature modulations up to ∼ 16 mK
yielding a temperature-to-flux transfer function as large as ∼ 60 mK/Φ0. Yet, phase-slip transitions
occurring in the nanowire Josephson junction induce a hysteretic dependence of its local DOS on the
direction of the applied magnetic field. Thus, we also prove the operation of the T-SQUIPT as a
phase-tunable thermal memory [1010, 1111], where the information is encoded in the temperature of the
metallic mesoscopic island. Besides their relevance in quantum physics, our results are pivotal for the
design of innovative devices with application in coherent caloritronics [22, 1313] and energy harvesting
[1414, 1515], such as heat valves [1616], temperature amplifiers [1717] suitable for thermal logic architectures
[1818], thermoelectric heat engines [1919, 2020] and qubits [2121].

Thermal transport in superconductors stems only from quasiparticle excitations, since Cooper pairs are unable
to carry heat [11]. At low temperature, the presence of quasiparticles is exponentially damped [2222] thanks to the
amplitude of the energy gap (Eg � kBT , where kB is the Boltzmann constant and T the temperature) present in
the DOS so that superconductors turn out to be excellent thermal insulators [11]. Similarly, the heat current (PNIS)
flowing from a normal metal (N , at temperature TN ) to a tunnel-coupled superconductor (S, at temperature TS) in a
temperature-biased NIS junction (where I indicates an insulating tunnel barrier and TN > TS) is heavily suppressed
when the thermal energy is much lower than Eg [11]. For a given temperature gradient, PNIS can rise by several orders
of magnitude by lowering Eg, as shown in Fig. 11a (see Methods for details). Yet, in a proximitized superconductor (S′)
the superconducting energy gap (Eg′) can be finely controlled by tuning the macroscopic quantum phase across it (ϕ)
[22, 33, 55] so that thermal transport through a NIS′ tunnel junction is, in principle, ϕ-tunable [22, 1313]. The integration
of S′ into a superconducting loop (see Fig. 11b) allows to control ϕ [55, 88] and thereby to modulate its DOS with an
external magnetic flux piercing the ring area (Φ), as already experimentally demonstrated for the electronic transport
[77, 2323, 2424]. Accordingly, Φ is expected to master as well the thermal properties of S′ [11, 1616]. Indeed, the possibility
to Φ-tune the thermal conductance of a proximitized normal metal was demonstrated in Andreev interferometers
showing a limited temperature modulation (δT < 0.5 mK) [55–77]. A larger control of the heat transport properties
in proximitized systems would enable the development of the thermal counterparts of widespread electronic devices
[22, 1313], such as transistors [1717], logic gates [1818] and memories [1010, 1111].

Here, by exploiting a temperature-biased NIS′ junction embedded in a superconducting ring [55, 88] we realize
a thermal superconducting quantum interference proximity transistor (T-SQUIPT) [1616] based on the phase-driven
manipulation of the heat current (PNIS′) via proximity effect. The implementation of our T-SQUIPT is shown in the
false-color scanning electron micrograph presented in Fig. 11c. The device was realized by standard nano-fabrication
techniques employing conventional metals (see Methods for fabrication details). The S′ element consists of a 380-
nm-long quasi one-dimensional aluminum wire (yellow, w = 90 nm and t = 20 nm), while the superconducting ring
(SR) is made of a 70-nm-thick Al layer (blue). The N reservoir (red, 15-nm-thick Al0.98Mn0.02) is coupled to S′ via
an AlMn-Ox tunnel junction (indicated with Ox in Fig. 11c) with normal-state resistance RT ' 65 kΩ. To perform
thermal transport experiments, a series of superconducting aluminum heaters/thermometers (yellow, 25-nm-thick) [11]
are tunnel coupled to N (see Methods for details).

As demonstrated by the tunneling spectroscopy measurements shown in Fig. 11d, the T-SQUIPT differential con-
ductance [and therefore Eg′(Φ)] is modulated by the external magnetic flux with the expected Φ0-periodicity (where
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FIG. 1. Thermal superconducting quantum interference proximity transistor operation principle and imple-
mentation. a Normalized thermal current through a NIS tunnel junction (i.e., PNIS/PNIS,0) versus normalized energy gap
of S (i.e., Eg/Eg,0). Eg,0 is the maximum value of the energy gap, while PNIS,0 is the thermal current flowing for Eg,0 at
constant temperature gradient across the junction. The trace is obtained by solving Eq. 44 as a function of Eg considering
TN = 0.1TC (where TC = 1.764/Eg,0 is the superconducting critical temperature), TS = 0.01TC , and Γ = 10−4Eg,0 (see
Methods for details). A decrease of Eg of about 85% causes an enhancement of PSIN of almost 4 orders of magnitude. Insets:
Schemes of the energy band diagram of a temperature biased NIS junction. EF denotes the Fermi energy. b Sketch of the
thermal superconducting quantum interference transistor (T-SQUIPT). A proximitized superconducting nanowire (S′, yellow)
is phase-biased via a magnetic flux (Φ) piercing a superconducting loop (SR, blue). A normal metal electrode (N , red) is tun-
nel coupled to S′ through an oxide layer (Ox) thus forming a NIS′ junction. The T-SQUIPT is operated by setting different
electronic temperatures in S′ and N . c False-color scanning electron micrograph of a typical T-SQUIPT. An Al nanowire (S′,
yellow) is inserted in an Al ring (SR, blue), while an Al0.98Mn0.02 normal metal electrode (N , red) is tunnel-coupled through
a thin aluminum oxide layer (Ox) to the middle of the nanowire. A set of superconducting aluminum tunnel probes (yellow)
are coupled to N , and serve as local heaters and thermometers. Insets: blow-up of a thermometer (top) and the NIS′ region
(bottom). d (top) Differential conductance of a typical T-SQUIPT measured at T = 25 mK for a forward (left) and backward
(right) sweep of the magnetic flux. The white dashed lines are estimates of Eg′(Φ) obtained with the model presented in the
Supplementary Information. (bottom) dV/dI versus V measured for the selected value of Φ indicated by the arrows in the top
panels. The differential conductance is hysteretic with respect to the direction of Φ, due to the multi-valued current-to-phase
relation of the long SRS

′SR junction.

Φ0 ' 2.067× 10−15 Wb is the flux-quantum), together with a hysteresis associated to the phase-slip transition occur-
ring in long SRS

′SR junctions [33, 55, 2626]. Yet, the absence of the conductance peaks around zero bias due to Josephson
coupling testifies that the AlMn probe of the T-SQUIPT lies in the normal-state [2424]. The detailed charge transport
properties of the T-SQUIPT are reported elsewhere [77].

We exploit the same structure to prove the phase-coherent control of heat current PNIS′(Φ). Thermal measurements
are performed by recording the electronic temperature in N [TN (Φ)] while heated by a constant power Pin at fixed
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FIG. 2. Low temperature behavior of the T-SQUIPT. a Sketch of the thermal setup of the T-SQUIPT. The electronic
temperature (TN ) in the N electrode (red, Al0.98Mn0.02) is raised by injecting power through a pair of superconducting heaters,
and is measured via a pair of superconducting thermometers. All these S electrodes (yellow, Al) are tunnel-coupled to N .
b Schematic representation of the magnetic flux control of the heat current (PNIS′) flowing through the T-SQUIPT. The
flux tunes the energy gap of S′ (Eg′): In particular, Eg′(Φ) is maximum for Φ = 0 [PNIS′(0) is minimum] and is strongly
suppressed for Φ = Φ0/2 (PNIS′ is enhanced). c Electronic temperature [TN (Φ)] of N acquired for Pin = 3.2 pW. The blue
(forward) and black (backward) traces show different magnetic flux sweep directions. The maximum (TMAX) and minimum
(Tmin) values of TN together with the temperature swing (δT ) are indicated. d Experimental (left) and theoretical (right)
electronic temperature of N vs magnetic flux [TN (Φ)] for different values of Pin. e Dependence of the electronic temperature
swing (δT ) on the injected power (Pin). δT raises with Pin within the explored range of heating power. Inset: Maximum
electronic temperature (TMAX) versus Pin obtained from experiments (dots) and theory (dashed line). TMAX monotonically
increases with Pin. f Electronic temperature-to-flux transfer coefficient (τ) vs Φ calculated from the experimental traces shown
in panel d. All curves refer to a bath temperature Tb = 25 mK.

bath temperature (Tb), as depicted in Fig. 22a (see Methods for details). The resulting temperature gradient set
across the NIS′ junction gives rise to a finite thermal current PNIS′(Φ), which is the only Φ-dependent heat exchange
channel for N (see Methods for details). As a consequence, the variation of TN with the magnetic flux arises only
from the modulation of Eg′(Φ) via the proximity effect, as sketched in Fig. 22b.

Figure 22c shows TN as a function of Φ measured for Pin = 3.2 pW at 25 mK. Stemming from Φ-modulation of
the nanowire DOS (and thus PNIS′), TN is Φ0-periodic and hysteretic with the sweep direction of Φ, similarly to
the electronic counterpart [77]. The strong suppression of PNIS′ occurring for Φ = 0 [where Eg′(0) is maximal] yields
the maximum steady-state electronic temperature established in N (TMAX), while thermal current enhancement at
higher magnetic fluxes causes the decrease of TN down to its minimum (Tmin). Notably, Tmin is not recorded exactly
at Φ = 0.5Φ0, and is hysteretic in the magnetic flux as a consequence of the phase-slip transitions occurring in S′

[33, 55, 77, 2626]. The width of the hysteresis loop is exclusively due to the phase dependence of the nanowire free energy,
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since its temperature is poorly affected by TN due to the good thermal contact with the substrate and the S ring
(see Supplementary Information for details). Moreover, the probability of unwanted phase-slip events arising from
quantum tunneling [2727] or thermal activation [2828] is almost zero for our device [77].

Let us now investigate the impact of Pin on the performance of the T-SQUIPT. Figure 22d shows the TN (Φ)
characteristics measured and calculated at Tb = 25 mK for three selected values of Pin (see Methods for details).
Although idealized, our model provides a reasonable agreement with the experimental data, thereby grasping the
relevant physical picture at the origin of the effect in our device. At a given Φ, the value of TN monotonically rises by
increasing the input power, as shown in the inset of Fig. 22e. Similarly, the temperature modulation (δT ) grows with
the input power. In particular, the T-SQUIPT shows a maximum δT ∼ 16 mK for Pin = 12 pW, which corresponds
to a relative variation of TN of about 1.7%.

The flux-to-temperature transfer coefficient (τ = ∂TN/∂Φ) is a key parameter to evaluate the response of the
T-SQUIPT. Figure 22f shows τ(Φ) for different values of Pin. Due to the highly non-linear dependence of PNIS′ on the
superconducting energy gap (see Fig. 11a), τ is vanishing for low phase-biases, and it increases up to about 60 mK/Φ0

for flux values approaching 0.5Φ0. This value is on par with the first realization of a Josephson heat interferometer
[2929]. We also note that the T-SQUIPT shows similar values of τ for the input powers selected in Fig. 22f, since δT
is almost constant in the range 3.5 pW ≤ Pin ≤ 8 pW (see Fig. 22e). Furthermore, the transfer coefficient shows
also a peak corresponding to the abrupt temperature change occurring at the phase-slip transition. This feature of τ
cannot find practical applications, since it depends on experimental technicalities, such as the spacing and the speed
of the magnetic flux sweep.

We now discuss the impact of bath temperature on the performance of the T-SQUIPT. Figure 33a displays the
experimental (left) and theoretical (right) TN (Φ) characteristics of the heat nanovalve for Pin = 6 pW and different
values of Tb. At a given input power, TMAX starts to rise for Tb ≥ 400 mK, as shown in 33b. Moreover, the temperature
difference between the forward and backward traces is reduced by increasing Tb, since the electron-phonon interaction
in N becomes larger at higher bath temperatures [11, 3131]. At the same time, Φ-tuning of PNIS′ is less effective at high
Tb, because the energy gap of S′ is lowered while approaching its critical temperature [22] (see Methods for details).
Therefore, by rising Tb the temperature swing δT for given Pin is damped to ∼ 20% of its low temperature value
(see Fig. 33c). Notably, the transfer coefficient τ is only slightly affected by the decrease of δT . As a matter of fact,
τ(Φ = 0.5Φ0) remains almost constant by increasing the bath temperature, as shown in Fig. 33d. By contrast, the
hysteresis in the TN versus Φ traces is reduced by raising Tb, since the S′ coherence length [ξS′(T ) ∝ Eg(T )−1/2]
becomes larger at higher temperatures [2222] (see Methods for details) thereby causing the nanowire transition towards
the short-junction limit [33, 55].

Our T-SQUIPT may find application as a phase-tunable memory element suitable for thermal computing [1818].
Indeed, in full analogy with superconducting electronic memories [77, 3232–3434], the hysteretic TN (Φ) characteristics
can be exploited to store logic information, as schematically shown in Fig. 44a. In the T-SQUIPT, the two distinct
temperature states (i.e., low [0] and high [1]) at the read out flux (ΦR) are characterized by a different topological
index, and can be discriminated by the parity of the winding number of ϕ along the Al wire (odd or even) [77, 2626].
These states are only accessible by sweeping the magnetic flux in opposite directions, as demonstrated in the electrical
counterpart [77]. Indeed, writing (erasing) the T-SQUIPT is performed by temporarily rising (lowering) the total flux
above (below) the hysteresis loop. Unwanted stochastic transitions (due, for instance, to quantum tunneling or thermal
activation) are prevented in the T-SQUIPT by the large phase-slip energy barrier [2626] present in the wire thereby
making the phase-slip rate vanishing up to about the superconducting critical temperature [77]. This enables the use
of the T-SQUIPT as a persistent thermal memory cell.

The primary thermal memory cell operation is based on a continuous read-mode, which requires a permanent power
injection Pin in the N region. In Fig. 44b, the device is powered with 4.5 pW and the read-out flux is set above the
crossing point of the two temperature branches (ΦR = 0.58Φ0). Logic state [1] is written by applying a magnetic
flux pulse ΦW = 0.87Φ0, and corresponds to TN ' 886 mK. The erasing operation is implemented by a counter pulse
ΦE = 0.29Φ0, and results in TN ' 881 mK (i.e., logic state [0]). Notably, the T-SQUIPT writing/erasing operations
were performed several times with high reproducibility.

Stability with respect to magnetic flux fluctuations is one of the key parameters of a memory cell. Here, the stability
is investigated by superimposing a sinusoidal oscillation (ΦAC = 0.04Φ0) onto the read-out flux, as shown in Fig. 44c
for Pin = 4.5 pW and ΦR = 0.58Φ0. Despite the flux oscillations amplitude is ∼ 80% of the difference between ΦR
and the minimum writing flux (ΦR,max = 0.63Φ0), the stored state is fully preserved in time. As a consequence, we
can conclude that the T-SQUIPT is a thermal memory element robust against magnetic fluctuations.

Finally, a non-volatile memory retains the stored state when power is temporarily switched off. This property is
crucial for energy saving and to design long-term persistent storage units. The operation of the T-SQUIPT as a thermal
memory requires a source to generate the read-out flux ΦR and a power generator for the thermal bias. Despite we
provide ΦR with an external superconducting coil, the read-out flux could be generated by a permanent ferromagnet
without the need of an external source. Therefore, the non-volatility of the T-SQUIPT is simply investigated by
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FIG. 3. Bath temperature evolution of the T-SQUIPT behavior. a Experimental (left) and theoretical (right) electronic
temperature modulation [TN (Φ)] of the T-SQUIPT at Pin = 6 pW for different values of Tb. The theoretical curve at Tb = 600
mK (red) is blown up to highlight the presence of hysteresis. The model well describes the data to bath temperatures up to 600
mK. At higher values of bath temperature, the model underestimates the flux-dependent temperature modulation. b Maximum
electronic temperature in N (TMAX) versus Tb for selected values of input power. For each Pin, TMAX monotonically rises
with Tb. c Bath temperature dependence of δT for selected values of Pin. The swing of TN is rather suppressed for Tb & 400
mK. d Flux-to-temperature transfer coefficient versus Φ at Pin = 6 pW for the same values of Tb as in panel a.

turning on the heat input power only during the read-out operation, as shown in Fig. 44d. On the one hand, the
steady-state electronic temperature in N is expected to be TN = Tb = 25 mK for Pin = 0. Instead, we recorded
TN ' 150 mK. We note that this discrepancy arises only from the thermometer calibration. Indeed, the SINIS
thermometer [11] is calibrated to properly operate at TN > 500 mK (where the T-SQUIPT shows the interesting
flux-dependent temperature modulations) and, therefore, it provides an almost temperature-independent signal for
TN < 150 mK. On the other hand, TN can acquire two distinct values (corresponding to logic state [0] or [1]) when
the T-SQUIPT is powered (see top panel of Fig. 44d and Fig. 44e). Furthermore, the stored data is not deteriorated
by de-powering the memory cell. Indeed, the temperature values corresponding to state [0] (T[0] ' 875 mK) and
[1] (T[1] ' 879 mK) remain constant in time after many powering/de-powering cycles (see Fig. 44e). Therefore, the
T-SQUIPT can be, in principle, employed as a non-volatile memory cell.

In conclusion, we demonstrated phase-tuning of the thermal properties of a nanosized superconductor via the control
of its density of states due to the proximity effect. In particular, our T-SQUIPT allows a fine magnetic-flux-control
of the heat exchange between a proximitized superconducting nanowire and a tunnel-coupled normal metal electrode.
In good agreement with our theoretical model, the T-SQUIPT shows electronic temperature modulations up to ∼ 16
mK, and flux-to-temperature transfer functions reaching ∼ 60 mK/Φ0 around 0.5Φ0. The nanovalve operates up to
1 K showing a reduction of temperature swing of ∼ 80%. In addition, the TN (Φ) characteristics show also hysteresis,
owing to the strong activation energy for the nucleation of a phase-slip in the proximitized nanowire. This prevents
unwanted phase-slips to occur making the T-SQUIPT a prototypical thermal memory cell, where the logic state is
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FIG. 4. T-SQUIPT operated as thermal memory cell. a Schematic representation of the T-SQUIPT operation as
thermal memory cell. The logic states are encoded in low T[0] (black) and high T[1] (blue) temperature branches present
at the read-out flux ΦR ∈ (0.5Φ0,ΦR,max). The write operation is performed by applying ΦW > ΦR,max, while the erase
procedure consists on flux biasing the T-SQUIPT at ΦE < ΦR,min. b Dependence of the read-out electronic temperature TN

(top panel) on the magnetic flux (bottom panel) measured for Pin = 4.5 pW. The read-out flux is ΦR = 0.58Φ0, the write pulse
reaches ΦW = 0.87Φ0 and the erase flux is ΦE = 0.29Φ0. c Dependence of the read-out electronic temperature TN (top panel)
on the magnetic flux (bottom panel) measured for Pin = 4.5 pW. The read-out flux is the sum of the constant component
ΦR = 0.58Φ0 and a sinusoidal oscillation ΦAC = ±0.04Φ0. The write and erase fluxes are ΦW = 0.87Φ0 and ΦE = 0.29Φ0,
respectively. d Dependence of the read-out temperature (top panel) on the magnetic flux (bottom panel). The T-SQUIPT is
powered (at Pin = 4.5 pW, central panel) only during the read-out operation (at ΦR = 0.58Φ0). The write and erase fluxes
are ΦW = 0.96Φ0 and ΦE = 0.21Φ0, respectively. Notice that at Pin = 0, we recorded TN ' 150 mK instead of 25 mK,
since the SINIS thermometer [11] was calibrated to be sensitive in the temperature range where the T-SQUIPT shows sizable
Φ-dependent modulations (i.e., for TN > 500 mK). e Zoom of the read-out electronic temperature TN around state [0] and
state [1] measured for Pin = 4.5 pW. The difference between the two memory states is ∼ 4 mK. All data were recorded at
Tb = 25 mK.

encoded in the electronic temperature TN . Our memory element showed robustness against magnetic flux fluctuations
and non-volatility, as its electrical counterpart [77].

From a fundamental point of view, our methods in principle also enable the investigation of chargeless modes in
solid state systems that are not accessible by conventional electronic transport, such as Majorana bound states [3838],
topological states [3939, 4040] and parafermions [4141]. From the application side, thermal control of heat currents via
proximity effect might be improved by exploiting different materials configurations. For instance, the use of short
Josephson weak-links could enhance the on/off ratio of the thermal valve [1616], since the modulation of ϕ would be
more efficient [55, 3636]. Yet, the T-SQUIPT operation might be pushed above liquid helium temperature by exploiting
interferometers made of larger gap superconductors, such as vanadium [2323] or niobium [3737]. Despite the relevance
in nanoscale heat management [11, 44] and thermodynamics [1515], the T-SQUIPT could find application in coherent
caloritronics [22, 1313, 1616] and energy harvesting [1414, 1515]. For instance, it might perhaps be at the core of temperature
amplifiers [1717], heat logic architectures [1818], non-volatile data storage units [1010, 1111], thermoelectric heat engines [1919, 2020]
or qubits [2121].
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METHODS

Thermal current through a temperature-biased NIS tunnel junction

The thermal current flowing form the N to the S electrode of a temperature-biased normal metal/insulator/superconductor
(NIS) tunnel junction reads [11]

PNIS =
1

e2RT

∫ +∞

−∞
dEE NS(E, TS)

× [f0(E, TN )− f0(E, TS)] , (1)

where e is the electron charge, RT is the normal-state tunnel resistance, TN is the temperature of the normal metal,
TS is the temperature of the superconductor, and f0(E, Ti) = [1 + exp (E/kBTi))]

−1
is the Fermi-Dirac distribution at

temperature Ti (with i = N,S). The normalized density of states of the superconductor takes the form NS(E, TS) =

Re
[
(E + iΓ)/

√
(E + iΓ)2 − E2

g(TS)
]
, with Γ the Dynes parameter accounting for broadening [44] and Eg(TS) the

superconducting pairing potential. The plot in Fig. 11a is obtained by solving Eq. 44 with RT = 1 kΩ, TN = 0.1TC
(TC is the superconducting critical temperature corresponding to Eg,0 = 200 µeV), TS = 0.01TC , and Γ = 10−4Eg,0.

T-SQUIPT fabrication

The T-SQUIPTs were fabricated by a single electron-beam lithography (EBL) step and three-angle shadow-mask
metals deposition through a suspended bilayer resist mask. The evaporation and oxidation processes were performed
in an ultra-high vacuum (UHV) electron-beam evaporator (base pressure of 10−11 Torr). The use of the same material
for the deposition of the nanowire and the ring allows to obtain a transparent interface between them. Furthermore,
the room temperature exposure of aluminum films to O2 produces high quality tunnel junctions. Therefore, the
proximitized nanowire, thermometer/heater leads, and the ring of the T-SQUIPTs were all made of Al. At first,
15 nm of Al0.98Mn0.02 was deposited at an angle of -18◦ to realize the N electrode. The volume of the N lead is
VN ∼ 1.7 × 10−20 m3. Subsequently, the sample was exposed to 60 mTorr of O2 for 5 min in order to realize the
AlOx thin layer forming the tunnel barriers. Then, a 20-nm-thick Al layer was deposited at a tilt angle of 10◦ to
form the superconducting nanowire and tunnel leads. As final step, 70 nm of Al was deposited at 0◦ to realize the
superconducting ring (circumference ∼ 7.6 µm, and average width wR,ave ' 600 nm).

Measurement set-up

The magneto-electric and thermal measurements of the T-SQUIPTs were performed in a 3He-4He dilution refrig-
erator (Triton 200, Oxford Instruments) equipped with RC-filters (R = ∼ 2kΩ) in a temperature range from 25 mK
to 1 K. The magnetic field piercing the ring was applied by a superconducting magnet driven by a low-noise current
source (Series 2600, Keithley Instruments). The preliminary electric characterization was performed in a two-wire
voltage-bias configuration by means of a low-noise DC voltage source (GS200, Yokogawa) and a room-temperature
current preamplifier (Model 1211, DL Instruments). The SINIS thermometers [11] were biased with a current of 150 pA
through a battery-powered floating source, while the heaters were piloted upon voltage biasing varied from 900 µV to
2.1 mV (GS200, Yokogawa), corresponding to about 2.2-11.8 pW injected power range. The SINIS thermometers were
preliminary calibrated against a RuO2 thermometer anchored to the mixing chamber plate of the fridge while chang-
ing the bath temperature. The voltage drop across the junctions was measured with a standard room-temperature
low-noise differential preamplifier (Model 1201, DL Instruments).

T-SQUIPT parameters

The zero-temperature coherence length of the superconducting proximitized wire is ξS’,0 =
√

~D/Eg’,0 ' 80 nm,
where ~ is the reduced Planck constant, D = 22.5 cm2s-1 is the diffusion coefficient of the aluminum film, and Eg’,0 '
200 µeV is the Al zero-temperature energy gap. The S′ critical temperature is TC,S′ = Eg’,0/1.764kB ' 1.31 K, where
kB is the Boltzmann constant.

At low temperature, the ratio L/ξS’,0 ' 4.6, where L = 380 nm is the nanowire physical length. As a consequence,
the T-SQUIPT operates in the long junction limit [33]. Non hysteretic behavior of the T-SQUIPT is expected for



8

ξS’,short & L/3.5 ∼ 105 nm [33] providing a temperature upper boundary Tsingle = TC,S′(1 − 0.8522ξS’,0l/ξS’,short
2) ∼

1.29 K [33, 2222], where l = 3D/vF ' 3.3 nm is the aluminum film mean free path, and vF = 2.03×106 m/s is the Fermi
velocity of Al.

Thermal model of the T-SQUIPT

The model of the T-SQUIT thermal behavior requires to take into account all the heat exchange mechanisms
in the normal metal island. In particular, it is necessary to consider the injected power (Pin), the losses through
the thermometers Pth, the thermalization with the phonons (Pe−ph,N ) and the flux-dependent transport towards
S′ [PNIS′(Φ)]. Furthermore, in the T-SQUIPT the electronic temperature in N is non-uniform and the coupling
between the AlMn and the substrate phonons is finite (thus Tph,N ≥ Tb). We can simplify the model by considering
a small portion of N included between the thermometers and S′ where we can assume a uniform temperature. The
temperature TN of this small portion rises thanks to the power injected from the rest of the N island (P ∗in). P ∗in is
lower then the total power injected by the heater (Pin) and, for simplicity, it will be re-normalized by a damping
factor dloss (P ∗in = Pin/dloss). This re-normalisation represents all the thermal losses in the rest of the island (Pth
and Pe−ph). Therefore, the thermal balance equation for the restricted island can be simplified to:{

P ∗in = P ∗e−ph,N + PNIS′(Φ)

P ∗e−ph,N = P ∗K ,
(2)

where P ∗K = αA∗N (T 4
ph,N − T 4

b ) (with α the coupling constant and A∗N the contact area) is the Kapitza coupling
between the film and the substrate phonons and the symbol ∗ refers to the small portion of N that we consider. The
simulation of PNIS′(Φ) requires to know the Eg′(Φ) characteristics (see Eq. 44). The latter is extracted from the
experimental dependence of TN on Eg′ . In the above equation, P ∗e−ph,N = ΣNV∗N (T 6

N − T 6
ph,N ) is the heat current

flowing between electrons and phonons in N [11], with ΣN = 4.5 × 109 WK−6m−3 the electron-phonon coupling
constant of Al0.98Mn0.02 and V∗N = 0.00375 µm3 is the volume of the small portion. For the plots of Figs. 22 and 33,
we employed A∗N = 0.25 µm2, Γ = 10−3, RT = 65 kΩ (extracted from the electrical characterization of the junction),
dloss = 7 and α = 6.25 pWµm−2K−1. The details of the model and the justification of all the approximations are
provided in the Supplementary Information.
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

THERMAL MODEL OF THE T-SQUIPT

A. Ideal phonon thermalization

Tph,N = Tb

electrons, TN

Pin

Pth PNIS’ (Φ)

Pe-ph,N

FIG. 5. Thermal model of the normal metal island N with ideal phonon thermalization. The phonons of the film
are fully thermalized with the substrate (Tph,N = Tb). The input power injected from the heaters (Pin) relaxes through the
electron-phonon interaction (Pe−ph,N ), the losses through the thermometers (Pth) and the flux-dependent transport through
the NIS′ junction [PNIS′(Φ)]. The resulting electronic temperature of the N island (TN ) is calculated by the balance equation
33 and considered homogeneous along all the island.

In the simplest physical picture, the electronic temperature of the normal metal can be assumed to be homogeneous
(TN ∼const) and the phonons of N can be considered fully thermalized with the silicon substrate (Tph,N = Tb, with
Tph,N and Tb the phonon temperature of N and the substrate, respectively), as shown in Fig. 55. Within these
assumptions, the energy balance equation describing the thermal steady state of the N island in the T-SQUIPT reads
[11, 22]

Pin = Pe−ph,N + Pth + PNIS′(Φ). (3)

In the above equation, Pe−ph,N = ΣNVN (T 6
N − T 6

b ) is the heat current flowing between electrons and phonons in N
[11, 33], with ΣN = 4.5× 109 WK−6m−3 the electron-phonon coupling constant of Al0.98Mn0.02 and VN ∼ 1.7× 10−20

m3 the volume of N . The other contributions to Eq. 33 (Pth and PNIS′) are given by the relation for a NIS tunnel
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junction [11]

PNIS =
1

e2RT

∫ +∞

−∞
dE E NS [f0(E, TN )− f0(E, TS)] , (4)

where e is the electron charge, RT is the normal-state tunnel resistance, TN is the temperature of the normal metal,
TS is the temperature of the superconductor, and f0(E, Ti) = [1 + exp (E/kBTi))]

−1
is the Fermi-Dirac distribu-

tion at temperature Ti (with i = N,S). The normalized density of states of the superconductor takes the form

NS(E, TS) = |Re
[
(E + iΓ)/

√
(E + iΓ)2 − E2

g(TS)
]
|, with Γ the Dynes parameter accounting for broadening [44] and

Eg(TS) the superconducting pairing potential. In particular, Pth is the total thermal current flowing between N and
the thermometers. It can be calculated by solving Eq. 44 by considering TS = Tb and the voltage drop V present only
for the energized junctions. Finally, the flux-dependent tunnel current flowing from N to the proximitized nanowire
[PNIS′(Φ)] can be computed from Eq. 44, where the density of states of S′ (NS′) takes a different form depending on
the sweep direction of the magnetic flux [55]. As a consequence, PNIS′ is expected to be hysteretic with the direction
of Φ.

We now verify the validity of the model by comparing the values of TN calculated by solving Eq. 33 for Pin = 4.5
pW with the experimental ones. In particular, the maximum value of TN is as large as ∼ 835 mK, as shown in the left
panel of Fig. 2d of the main text. In the worst scenario, the gap of S′ does not allow any thermal transport across the
NIS′ junction (PNIS′ = 0) and the thermometers do not dissipate any heat (Pth = 0). Therefore, the input power
is only balanced by the energy losses through the phonons (Pin = Pe−ph,N ), thus providing the maximum value of
TN . Within these assumptions, the model provides a steady-state electronic temperature of N of 625 mK, that is
about 200 mK lower than the experimental value of 835 mK. Indeed, the metallic film exchanges less heat that what
is expected by this simple thermal model. Therefore, to describe the behavior of the T-SQUIPT, we need to take into
account other thermal mechanisms.

B. Finite Kapitza coupling

film phonons,Tph,N

electrons, TN

Pin

Pth PNIS’ (Φ)

Pe-ph,N

substrate, Tb

PK

FIG. 6. Thermal model of the normal metal island N with finite Kapitza coupling. The phonons of N thermalize
with the substrate through the Kapitza heat exchange PK , therefore the two temperatures can be different (Tph,N 6= Tb). The
input power injected from the heaters (Pin) relaxes through the electron-phonon interaction (Pe−ph,N ), the losses through the
thermometers (Pth) and the flux-dependent transport through the NIS′ junction [PNIS′(Φ)].

Here, we assume a finite thermalization of the phonons of N with the substrates, thus allowing Tph,N 6= Tb (see Fig.
66). The thermal interaction between the phonons of the normal metal island and the substrate is due to the Kapitza
heat exchange

PK = αAN (T 4
ph,N − T 4

b ), (5)
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where α is the material dependent coupling constant and AN is the interface area.
The thermalization of the N island is limited by electron/phonon or Kapitza coupling depending on the working

temperature. In the linear response regime, the electron-phonon and Kapitza thermal conductances are given by{
Ge−ph,N = 6ΣNVNT 5

N

GK = 4αANT
3
ph,N .

(6)

The crossover temperature (T ∗) between the two regimes can be calculated by equalizing these two thermal conduc-
tivities

Ge−ph,N
GK

=
6ΣNVNT ∗5

4αANT ∗3
= 1. (7)

The resulting crossover temperature is T ∗ =
√

2α/(3ΣN tN ), where tN = 15 nm is the thickness of N . In particular,
the thermalization follows {

T > T ∗ Kapitza limited thermalization

T < T ∗ electron-phonon limited thermalization,
(8)

that is for temperatures larger than T ∗ the electron-phonon thermalization is more efficient than the Kapitza coupling.
Since an experimental value of the coupling constant for AlMn is not available, we evaluate T ∗ by employing

the average value for copper thin films evaporated on silicon dioxide α = 50 pWµm−2K−4. Indeed, the Kapitza
coupling coefficient of the copper/silicon dioxide interface is in the range 40 − 60 pWµm−2K−4, that is one order
of magnitude lower than the theoretical value. The resulting crossover temperature is T ∗ ' 700 mK, which is
lower than the electronic temperature measured in our experiments. Thus, the Kapitza coupling between the film
and substrate phonons limits the thermalization in the T-SQUIPT. We note that the aluminum/silicon interface is
theoretically expected to show a lower value of α than the copper/silicon interface. Therefore, the calculated value
of T ∗ overestimates the crossover temperature, thus supporting the hypothesis of overheating of the phonons in N
(Tph,N > Tb).

Within these conditions, the electronic temperature in N can be calculated by solving:{
Pin = Pe−ph,N + Pth + PNIS′(Φ)

Pe−ph,N = PK ,
(9)

where the temperatures TN and Tph,N are the two unknown variables for each value of Tb and Pin.

C. Model of the real device

Starting from Eq. 99 it is possible to simulate the behaviour of TN (Φ) observed in the experiment. A faithful
simulation of the experiment will require a space dependent solution of TN (the electronic temperature in N is not
homogeneous along the long metallic strip). This complex modeling is out of the scope of our analysis. Nevertheless,
a good semi-quantitative solution of TN (Φ) can be obtained by modeling the heat transport of the small portion of
the island included between the thermometer and the S′ weak-link where we can assume a uniform temperature.
Figure 77 shows a sketch of this simplified thermal model. This portion of the N island (N2) is tunnel coupled to S′

towards which it exchanges the flux-dependent heat flow PNIS′(Φ). Part of the incoming heat will be also dissipated
in the phonon bath (P ∗e−ph,N ). The temperature TN will then rise thanks to the power injected from the rest of the

N island (P ∗in) in good thermal contact with N2. P ∗in is lower than the total power injected by the heater (Pin) and,
for simplicity, it will be re-normalized by a damping factor dloss (P ∗in = Pin/dloss) representing all the thermal losses
including the phonon bath and all the NIS junctions (thermometers) in between the heater and thermometer of the
device. Therefore, the thermal balance equation for the restricted island can be simplified to:{

P ∗in = P ∗e−ph,N + PNIS′(Φ)

P ∗e−ph,N = P ∗K .
(10)

From the SEM images of the device (see Fig. 1 of the main text) it is possible to estimate the geometrical
dimensions of the island important for the simulation of P∗e−ph,N and P ∗K . A total area of contact with the substrate
AN = 1.125 µm2 and a volume VN = 0.017 µm3 of N are estimated (with length l = 9 µm, width w = 125 nm and
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PK P*K

P*e-ph,N

P*in

Pin

PNIS’ (Φ)

Pe-ph,N1

substrate, Tb

N1, TN1 N2, TN

Tph,N1 T*ph,N

Pth

FIG. 7. Thermal model for the real device. Only a small portion of the N island (indicated with N2, encircled by the black
dashed line, is considered in the calculation. This is the portion of the island in contact to the S′ weak link. The temperature
of this small portion of N can be assumed uniform. We note that this is the area where the temperature is measured by the
SINIS thermometer used in the experiment. The heating power injected from the rest of the island in N2 (P ∗in) is only a small
fraction of the total power injected Pin due to the thermal losses to the phonons and the multiple thermometers (see the SEM
of the T-SQUIPT in Fig. 1c of the manuscript).

T
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0.7
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1.4

30

Exp.

Th.

FIG. 8. Fits of TN vs Pin. Comparison between the temperature of the metallic island TN measured (red dots) and simulated
(black line) at zero magnetic flux for different values of heating power Pin. The same plot is shown in the inset of Fig. 2e in
the main text.

thickness t = 15 nm). The restricted portion under consideration in the simulation is only a part of this volume.
Taking into account a distance of ' 2 µm between the weak link and the center of the SINIS thermometer, the
restricted area of contact and the relative volume are A∗N = 0.25 µm2 and V∗N = 0.00375 µm3, respectively. We
simulate TN (Pin) by solving Eq. 1010 with these parameters. Figure 88 compares the experimental data (red dots)
with the simulation evaluated at Φ = 0 (continuous black line) and obtained with the following fitting parameters:
∆0 = 200 µeV, Γ = 10−3∆0, RT = 65 kΩ extracted from the electrical characterization of the junction while dloss = 7,
α = 6.25 pWµm−2K−4 have been partially tuned to obtain the best agreement with the experimental data. Notably,
the small value of α necessary in the simulation suggests a weak Kapitza coupling for the AlMg respect other N
metals like Cu or, alternatively, a less effective area of contact between the substrate and the metallic island.

This fit allows to set most of the model parameters, but to complete the modeling of TN (Φ) an accurate estimation
of PNIS′(Φ) is required. This needs a detailed knowledge of the behaviour of the superconducting gap ∆(Φ) with
the magnetic flux. Experimentally, it could be possible to extract such dependence from the evolution of the gap
observed in the tunneling spectroscopy measurements of the junction shown in Fig. 1d of the main text. Still, due to
the non-BCS form of the density of states of a long S′ weak link [55] this method works without a precise simulation of
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FIG. 9. Evolution of TN vs ∆. TN vs ∆ and its derivative estimated from the Eq. 1010 at base temperature (25 mK) for an
injected power of 6 pW.

such density of sates. On the other hand, with the thermal model used in the stimulation we discovered an intriguing
linear dependence between TN and ∆ for the geometry and range of temperatures explored in our experiment. As an
example, Fig. 99 shows TN versus ∆/∆0 estimated from Eq. 1010 at base temperature and Pin = 6 pW (panel a) and
its derivative (panel b). The linear dependence holds for ∆ > 0.6∆0 with a slope of ' 0.03 K while non-linearities
including an upturn at 0.3∆0 are visible for lower values of ∆. This behaviour is also confirmed for different choices
of parameters that modify the slope and the position of the upturn with a non-trivial functional dependence. Thanks
to this linear dependence the thermal measurement [TN (Φ)] can be considered as an accurate mapping of ∆(Φ) for
modulations of the energy gap above 0.6∆0. ∆(Φ) is then extracted from the experimental TN (Φ) measured with an
injected power of 6 pW (yellow curve of Fig. 2d of the main text), an is shown in Fig. 1010 (this was an arbitrary choice,
the other curves show a similar result). Notably, the restricted modulation of the gap [∆(Φ) < 0.6∆0] guarantees that
the linear approximation used in the mapping is correct. Moreover, the evolution of ∆(Φ) is also consistent with the
evolution of the superconducting gap measured in the tunneling spectroscopy, as shown in Fig. 1d of the main text.
An additional sanity check can also be performed by comparing the estimated ∆(Φ) with its analytical formula in Φ.
The latter can be extracted starting from the analytical approximation of ∆ vs the supercurrent Is [66]:

∆(Φ)

∆0
' 1− 0.75

( Γ

∆0

)
− 0.54

( Γ

∆0

)2
Γ

∆0
'
(√2eRξ0Is

π∆0L

)2 (11)

with R the normal-state resistance of the S′ weak-link. Considering the almost linear dependence of the current-to-
phase relation of long S′ junctions Is(Φ) ' 10∆0Φ/eRΦ0 [55], Eq. 1111 can be simplified to:

∆(Φ)

∆0
' 1− 0.75

(
ζ

Φ

Φ0

)2
− 0.54

(
ζ

Φ

Φ0

)4
, (12)

with ζ ' 10
√
2

π
ξ0
L . The best fit to the estimated ∆(Φ) is obtained for ζ ' 1 (see Fig. 1010) which corresponds to a

junction length L ' 4.5ξ0 in good agreement with the length estimated from the electrical characteristics [77].

All the experimental curves have been fitted with the previous estimation of ∆(Φ), as shown in Fig. 2d-e and
Fig.3a of the main text. The good agreement between experiment and simulation observed at low temperature
(Fig. 2d) confirms the goodness of our model. Furthermore, the approximations made are still valid at intermediate
temperatures (see for example the comparison of TN (Φ) up to 600 mK in Fig. 3a). At higher temperatures the
hysteresis of ∆(Φ) have been reduced in accordance to the experimental data and dloss have been slightly increased
(dloss(400, 600, 800 mK) ' 8, 9, 11) to adapt the model to the higher Tb and is consistent with and increased coupling
between the island and the substrate. The model is less accurate at higher temperatures, and shows a reduced
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FIG. 10. Superconducting energy gap vs flux. ∆/∆0(Φ) estimated from the mapping of TN (Φ) measured at Pin = 6
pW and at Tb = 25 mK with the linear functional form: ∆/∆0(Φ) = 1− (TN (Φ)− TN (0))/0.03 K. Data above the phase slip
transition at 0.6 Φ0 have been obtained by mirroring ∆(Φ) around Φ0/2. A bi-quadratic fit of the data (continuous blue line)
has been obtained using the approximate formula for S′ weak-links [66], ∆/∆0(Φ) = 1 − 0.75(ζΦ/Φ0)2 − 0.54(ζΦ/Φ0)4, with
ζ = 1.06.

temperature modulation owing to the limitations intrinsic to the chosen approximations.
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